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RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
Tuesday, 10 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 10 June 2008
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to announce that
on 2 June I received the following letter of resignation
from the member for Kororoit:
I write to advise you of my resignation as member for the
electorate of Kororoit effective from today.
It has been a great honour to serve as a member of the
Victorian Parliament for nearly 16 years — representing Yan
Yean from 1992 until 2002 and Kororoit from 2002 until
today.
I have also had the great privilege of serving for seven years
as a minister in the Bracks government.
The value of my contribution in public office is for others to
judge, but I would like to believe it has been a positive one.
I have made many friends on all sides of the political fence
and have enjoyed my time in Parliament immensely. But I
know that now is the right time for me to draw this phase of
my life to a close.
I wish you, and all my colleagues on both sides of the house,
well for the future.
I particularly want to thank the people of Kororoit and Yan
Yean for the trust and confidence they have afforded me in
allowing me to represent them.

As a consequence of the resignation, on 3 June I issued
a writ for a by-election for the electoral district of
Kororoit to be held on 28 June.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Water: north-south pipeline
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the government’s
promise made before the 2006 state election that it
would not pipe water from the north, and I ask: was that
a lie?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I have indicated on
a number of previous occasions, the proposal for the
food bowl project came from the region itself. People
would have seen last week the advertisement which
was placed in a number of papers and paid for by the
food bowl group. A number of organisations signed on
to this advertisement, including of course many in
companies that operate in the region. People like Alister
Purbrick, the CEO (chief executive officer) of Chateau
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Tahbilk; Ken Wood, dairy farmer and company
director; Stephen Mills, dairy farmer; Dudley Bryant,
president of the Northern Victorian Irrigators, Barry
Croke, the chair of Irrigation Australia; John Corboy,
the CEO of Corboy Fresh Fruits, Andrew
Prentice — —
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. Was his promise a lie
or was it not?
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier is being relevant to the question,
and the taking of a point of order is not an opportunity
for the Leader of the Opposition to repeat the question.
Mr BRUMBY — As I am explaining to the Leader
of the Opposition, the proposal which came to the
government post-2006 came from the region itself. As
the advertisement shows, people throughout the region,
including Andrew Prentice, CEO of Eastfield Orchards;
Oz Pac Australia Pty Ltd; Michael Zurcas, CEO of
Zurcas Coolstores; Russell Pell, chair of the Central
Goulburn Modernisation Committee; Geoff Akers,
member of the Northern Victorian Infrastructure
Renewal project; Peter McCamish, director of Water
for Rivers; Nigel Garrard, managing director of
SPC Ardmona; Richard Guy, former chairman of the
Bendigo Bank and chairman of the Northern Victorian
Infrastructure Renewal project; Colin Rees, Mangalore
Airports; Stuart Rea, dairy farmer; Peter Bicknell,
senior partner, M B & M Accountants; John Pettigrew,
member of Goulburn Broken Catchment Management
Authority; Suzanna Sheed; Ron Stewart — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — There are others of course. Rocky
Varapodio of Varapodio Orchards; Ross McPherson,
the chairman of McPherson Media Group; Gavin
Pogue, valuer; Lisa McKenzie, CEO of Fairley
Leadership; Adam Furphy, company director, making
one of the great products which is being produced out
of central Victoria.
In addition there are a whole range of broader,
state-based organisations that have also indicated their
support for this project: Linfox, Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia, SKM, the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, Transfield
Services, GHD, Tourism Task Force Australia;
Industry Funds Management, Earth Tech, the
Australian union of workers, the National Union of
Workers, Lucas Water, the Transport Workers Union of
Australia, Excelior and Comdain.
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I would have thought those organisations and
companies represent the interests of hundreds of
thousands of people. From the food bowl group a
proposition was developed which was put to the
government. Because of the rapid deterioration in
rainfall across Australia and the urgency to tackle these
issues, we listened to the community and embraced this
project.
As I said last week, a number of the claims that are
being made about this project by the Plug the Pipe
group are not true and are not accurate. I have here, for
example, in addition to the comments of Mike Dalmau,
the words of Plug the Pipe campaign representative
Ken Pattison. He said:
We believe irrigators will lose 10 per cent of their water from
the food bowl plan.

That is the claim being made by the food bowl group.
In a press release of 3 October 2007 the Victorian
Farmers Federation said:
The Victorian Farmers Federation does not dispute a report
that shows a $1 billion investment in infrastructure could
create projected water savings of 225 gigalitres.
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automotive industry, and I ask: can the Premier update
the house on any recent announcements that
demonstrate the government is delivering on that
commitment?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I can, and I thank the
member for Williamstown for his question. This
morning I was pleased, with the Minister for Industry
and Trade and the president of Toyota Australia, Max
Yasuda, to announce with them that Toyota will be
producing hybrid Camrys at its Altona plant from 2009
with the first hybrids to be available from 2010. This, if
you like, is a green-letter day for the car industry in our
state. It is one of the threshold changes which I believe
the industry needs to make, and this decision today by
Toyota is great news for the car industry in our state
and for the car industry in Australia. It is great news for
consumers, who will have the choice in 2010 to buy a
locally produced hybrid vehicle and to get all of the
financial benefits that come from that in improved fuel
consumption. It is a great outcome, too, for the
environment. So from the point of view of industry,
from the point of view of the hip pocket — from the
savings for consumers — and the point of view of the
environment this, I think, is a fantastic decision for our
state.

Further in the same press release, the VFF said:
Any savings in excess of the 225 gigalitres should be shared
equally between farmers and the environment.

The VFF concludes by saying:
In recent talks with the government, the VFF identified
three projects that could provide up to 250 gigalitres of water
savings in the Goulburn-Murray Irrigation District for future
investments.

So on one hand there is the claim made by Plug the
Pipe and on the other hand there is the response by the
VFF. Who is telling the truth?
The reality is this is a project which will generate
significant water savings at a minimum of
225 gigalitres. It will mean more water for the
environment, including for environmental flows in the
region. It will mean more water for farmers, and of
course it will mean one-third of those savings, up to
75 gigalitres, being available for Melbourne. The
efforts of the food bowl group to take a stand in its
community and support a project which will have
significant long-term benefits is to be commended.

Toyota Australia: hybrid car
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to the sustainability of Victoria’s

The decision by Toyota was announced jointly today at
functions in Nagoya being attended by the Prime
Minister of Australia, the federal Minister for
Innovation, Industry, Science and Research, Kim Carr,
and the president of Toyota, Mr Watanabe; the joint
announcement was made here.
There is no doubt in my mind — I have said it before in
this place, I have said it in many speeches publicly —
there is no doubt that across Australia and around the
world consumers are voting with their feet; they want to
be able to help the environment, to improve the
environment and to play a part in tackling climate
change. But consumers in Australia have never had the
opportunity to purchase a locally made hybrid vehicle,
so this is a threshold moment, I believe, for the industry
in Australia. To put this in perspective, if you are
driving a traditional Camry, your fuel consumption is in
the order of 9 to 10 litres per 100 kilometres; around the
city in the hybrid Camry it will be 7 or less. It is a
quantum shift in fuel consumption.
We provided support to Toyota. I think it is fair to say
that when it first discussed this matter with us last year
this was very much a borderline issue for Toyota, and it
is the support which has been provided by the Victorian
government and by the federal government that has
really swayed the balance in favour of the Toyota
decision. The Victorian government will purchase up to
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2000 new Camrys, and I hope many public servants
across the Parliament here will buy them. I have had
many members of Parliament say to me privately that
they would love the opportunity to be able to buy a
locally made hybrid, and I know amongst ministers
there will be strong demand for the hybrid Camrys.
This issue was first raised with the government last
year. It was then raised formally with me and Minister
Theophanous in January of this year. As a consequence
it is a matter that I have discussed on a number of
occasions with the Prime Minister, with Senator Carr
and with the federal Minister for Trade, Simon Crean. I
know it is a matter that has been prosecuted strongly by
the Prime Minister. I think the outcome today, as I have
said, for the car industry, for Toyota, for manufacturing
jobs, for the environment and for consumers, who will
be able to save significant amounts of money through
improved fuel economy, is fantastic.
I put on the public record today my thanks obviously to
Toyota for its confidence and faith in Victoria. I want to
thank too the Prime Minister for the significant
commitment that the federal government has made
towards this project. I want to put on the record too the
work that the two industry ministers —
Mr Theophanous in the other house and Senator
Carr — have also put into this. I think it is a fantastic
outcome; it is one that I am personally very proud of. It
sets our industry in the right direction.
Importantly, Toyota having made this decision, a
new-generation Camry will come out in 2010–11. The
medium and long-term significance of this is enormous,
because if this is successful, I think we will see a larger
commitment by Toyota to Altona, to our state and to
hybrid vehicles. As I said, that will be great for
investment, great for jobs, great for the environment
and great for motorists.

Latrobe Regional Hospital: funding
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to recent statements by the chairman of the
Latrobe Regional Hospital staff group, Dr George
Owen, revealing that a substantial proportion of the
elective surgery lists have been cancelled at the hospital
every day for the past month because of government
underfunding. Will the minister take responsibility for
this chronic underfunding, and what excuse does he
have to offer those patients who have had their surgery
cancelled?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question. This
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government is very proud to have provided the Latrobe
public hospital with record funding in each and every
year of our term in office. There is 65.4 per cent
additional funding under this government, from this
side of the house, as opposed to what was provided by
those opposite, who privatised this hospital and were
happy to have it fall over, only to be picked up by this
government and supported in record terms.
I say to the Leader of The Nationals that it is my view
that the Latrobe Regional Health Service — the
management, the staff, right across the board down
there — do a fine job in treating record numbers of
patients in that growing part of country Victoria. They
are able to treat record numbers of patients because this
government has given them the record funding that they
need.
I have been very pleased to visit the Latrobe Regional
Health Service on numerous occasions this year and
last year, and indeed in a previous role in the last
Parliament. To give the honourable member opposite
and others a sense of our government’s commitment to
this fine health service, since 1999 we have invested
around $22.5 million in capital works at that health
service: a contribution of $11 million to the cancer
centre, $8 million for various mental health
redevelopments, $2.1 million for medical equipment,
and more than $1 million for other infrastructure
programs. This year alone I visited there on 19 March
to open a new $460 000, six-bed short-stay unit.
Mrs Shardey interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Caulfield has
got a lot to say about this.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will ignore
interjections, and I ask the member for Caulfield to stop
interjections. If she has a question, she has an
opportunity to ask it.
Mr ANDREWS — What is beyond any doubt is
that this government has supported the Latrobe
Regional Health Service, and it will continue to support
it in the important work that it does. A six-bed,
short-stay unit was opened on 19 March earlier this
year.
Mrs Shardey interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Caulfield.
Mr ANDREWS — Also I announced earlier this
year $350 000 for interim works to provide more beds
in the emergency department. It is a very busy
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emergency department and one that is worthy of
additional support. That is why as a government we
have provided that additional support, to increase
treatment capacity — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. The question related
to the cancellation of elective surgery and the
consequent impact upon patients who were not having
that surgery undertaken upon them. I would ask you to
have the minister answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am going to find it very
difficult to uphold the point of order. The question
clearly was a two-part question, which under standing
orders possibly should not have been allowed.
However, the Leader of The Nationals asked two
distinct questions, and I believe the minister is being
relevant.
Mr ANDREWS — As I was saying, in relation to
record support by the government of this fine health
service, which does a great job supporting families in
that local community, there is $350 000 for interim
works to expand the capacity of what is a busy
emergency department. Further to that, just this year I
have been pleased to announce additional support for
medical and other equipment across the health service
with an allocation of more than $600 000.
What is absolutely clear is that this government has
stood behind Latrobe regional health service, providing
it with the record funding it needs to treat more patients
and provide better care. It is my expectation that the
health service will continue to provide high levels of
care and treat record numbers of patients with record
support by and record funding from the Brumby Labor
government.

Water: food bowl modernisation project
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is to the
Minister for Water. I refer the minister to the fact that
some opponents of the Brumby Labor government’s
northern Victorian irrigation renewal project are
making false assertions about the modernisation and the
pipeline. Can the minister outline to the house the true
benefits of this project?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Macedon for her question, because this is
an opportunity to remind the house of the benefits that
this project will bring to all Victorians. It has taken a
Labor government to invest $1 billion in stage 1 of the
food bowl modernisation project and to attract up to
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$1 billion in additional funding for stage 2 of this vital
project for regional Victoria.
Far from the claims made by some who are opposed to
this project being true, the truth, as all honourable
members know, is that this project is in fact a vote of
confidence in northern Victoria and the future of
northern Victoria through its providing for irrigated
agriculture and irrigated horticulture so that producers
are able to export their products to markets around the
world and have an optimistic, forward-looking future in
the decades ahead. That is exactly why the Brumby
government has embraced this proposition from
regional Victoria, because by investing in irrigation
upgrades we can achieve savings and share in those
savings with the groups and organisations that are
involved in funding those irrigation investments in the
first place.
Firstly, in relation to the savings, because a lot has been
said about the savings, let us be absolutely clear on the
issue. The government’s belief that these savings can be
made is based not just on the average inflows over the
last hundred years; the government’s commitment to
and belief in these savings and the belief of supporters
of this project are based on the average inflows over the
last 10 to 15 years, over the period during which we
have been experiencing one of the worst droughts in the
nation’s history. So even with those average inflow
scenarios over the last 10 to 15 years, we know these
savings can be made and we know this irrigation
infrastructure can be improved to support savings of
that magnitude.
In relation to the claim that somehow Melbourne is
stealing water from regional Victoria, the facts are
these: Melbourne’s investment in 75 gigalitres of water
will cost Melbourne water users $300 million. For that
$300 million we will receive something like just under
20 per cent of the water. Irrigators in the region will
invest $100 million, and in return they will receive in
excess of 40 per cent of the water savings that are
generated as a consequence of the project. Contrary to
the claims of the member for Rodney, irrigators will
have more water as a consequence of this investment,
not less.
In relation to the claims that somehow Melbourne will
take more than 75 gigalitres of water, the facts are
these: Melbourne’s legal entitlement to water under this
project will be capped as part of its bulk entitlement,
and the operation of the pipeline and the manner in
which the water savings will be delivered will ensure
that Melbourne cannot take more than 75 gigalitres in
any year. The claim that has been made in relation to
this project is that Lake Eildon will somehow have less
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water as a consequence of this investment. The facts are
these: Lake Eildon will have more water on average as
a consequence of this project, not less, and the reason
Lake Eildon will have more water is that Lake Eildon
will store the savings which occur as a consequence of
this project before they are distributed amongst the
various project proponents.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I am not aware of the
matter which has been raised by the honourable
member. If a matter such as that raised by the
honourable member for Kew did occur and was raised,
it would be a matter for the police.

The truth is that the claim has been made that somehow
Lake Eildon will become a closed reservoir or a closed
catchment. The truth in relation to this claim is that
nothing could be further from the truth. All of the
recreational uses — the boating, the fishing and the
other activities that occur at Lake Eildon — will
continue to occur as a consequence of this project just
as they always have.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Minister for Agriculture, and I ask: can the minister
explain the benefits of the food bowl modernisation
project to agriculture in northern Victoria?

There have been claims made in relation to this project
that somehow some of the geotechnical survey work
that has been conducted in relation to the Sugarloaf
interconnector has been conducted without the
appropriate commonwealth approvals. The fact is that
every piece of geotechnical survey work that has been
done has been done with the express commonwealth
approvals that are required. Those things have been in
place. Honourable members opposite know that to be
true, despite the assertions and the claims that they have
made in this place.
The truth is that this project is a vitally important
project for northern Victoria. This project is a vote of
confidence by both the state and commonwealth
governments that this is a region that has a strong and
prosperous future, but only if all share in the investment
that is required to underscore the ongoing future
competitiveness of irrigated agriculture and
horticulture. That is exactly what this government is
doing. That is exactly why we have made this
investment. It has taken a Labor government to do it. It
has taken a Labor government to invest in $2 billion
worth of infrastructure upgrades to underscore the
future of this vitally important part of this state.

Australian Labor Party: Kororoit candidate
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer to allegations by Craig Otte, a former
electorate officer to the then member for Kororoit, that
Natalie Suleyman, a Brimbank city councillor, broke
the law by giving a false report to police, leading to the
failed prosecution of Cr Samir Tabban, and I ask: what
action has the government taken to ensure these claims
that Cr Suleyman broke the law were fully investigated,
or did the government take steps to prevent such an
investigation from proceeding?

Agriculture: food bowl modernisation project

Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the member for Yan Yean for giving me this
opportunity to add to the answer by the Premier and the
answer from the Minister for Water in terms of the
benefits of the food bowl modernisation to irrigators
and to agriculture in northern Victoria.
Let me just put one point on the record — that is, the
irrigation system in the Goulburn system is antiquated.
It is a 90-year-old system that is antiquated and
desperately needs investment. It is an investment that
should have come during the years of the previous
government. It takes a Labor government to secure the
funding for this particular project and it takes a federal
Labor government to commit up to stage 2.
In terms of the benefits that the modernisation will
bring to agriculture, as has been outlined by the
Minister for Water, there is obviously 75 gigalitres of
water that will be available to irrigators to be generated
by the savings of stage 1 — 225 gigalitres of savings in
stage 1 to be shared between irrigators, the environment
and Melbourne water users.
The Victorian Farmers Federation has indicated that it
thinks that there is a possibility of greater water savings
than that, and we look forward to realising those greater
savings and using them to the benefit of, in part,
agriculture also. Simon Ramsay, the president of the
Victorian Farmers Federation, in a recent media release
equated 75 gigalitres of productive water to $63 million
worth of dairy and horticulture production in the
district. So 75 gigalitres equals $63 million of
agricultural production in the food bowl. I think the
president of the Victorian Farmers Federation was
somewhat conservative in that evaluation, but at that
very base evaluation irrigators in northern Victoria will
be $63 million better off — or their production will be
$63 million higher — as a consequence of the
investment that the state government and Melbourne
water users are making in the food bowl modernisation.
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I will now come to why I suggest that figure is
somewhat low. If we go to the food bowl
modernisation project steering committee, which is
made up of representatives from the Victorian Farmers
Federation and many other august individuals, its report
of November 2007 puts the gross value of increased
agricultural production for stage 1 and stage 2 at
$1.634 billion. Agriculture in Victoria and in the
northern irrigation area will benefit tremendously from
the investment that is being made.
The government is very keen to ensure that we
maximise the benefits that flow to agriculture from the
investment we are making from the 75 gigalitres of
additional water — from the investment that is coming
predominantly from outside of the region to modernise
this antiquated irrigation system that was neglected by
the previous government. That is why we are investing
through the Future Farming strategy, released a few
weeks ago, $2.3 million to ensure that farmers can
capture the benefits of the irrigation modernisation.
This project is one that is fantastic for agriculture. This
project is one that will modernise the irrigation system,
which has been so sorely neglected by previous
governments for such a long time.

Public transport: western suburbs
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to comments made by the
former member for Kororoit on 3 June in the St Albans,
Deer Park, Caroline Springs Star that:
We, in the past, have allowed people in the inner city to
dictate our transport needs.

Is it not a fact that the government has ignored and
neglected public transport in the western suburbs?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think the former
member for Kororoit was making a very important
point — that is, that in the context of the government’s
considerations in relation to the Eddington report it is
important that the government keep a clear focus on the
needs of the outer suburbs. I saw the article to which
the honourable member refers, and if my memory is
correct the former member for Kororoit was referring to
the Eddington report and was making a very important
point about this report, which is before government and
out for public consultation at the moment until
mid-July. There will then be a full consideration of that
within government, and all of the transport matters
raised by Sir Rod Eddington in his report will be
considered.
I reject the proposition put by the shadow Minister for
Public Transport. The fact of the matter is we have
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invested significantly through Meeting Our Transport
Challenges, which is a $10.5 billion investment over
10 years. We have put in place the new early bird
system — free travel on public transport before
7.00 a.m. Victoria is the only state that has provided
free travel. We have reformed the timetabling
arrangements, which means that 200 additional services
are being provided across the suburbs of Melbourne,
and we have ordered new trains.
The fact of the matter is that because of the
unprecedented population growth that we are
experiencing and the high price of petrol there is
unprecedented demand for our public transport service.
During the 1990s there was basically no growth in
public transport patronage. Patronage is presently
growing by 12 per cent per annum. You can go back to
last year and the year before and see that we are
enjoying the biggest population boom in the state’s
history. It is bigger than the gold rush, bigger than the
post-war migration boom. That degree of confidence
and growth in our state, combined with high petrol
prices, is driving strong demand in the system.
I think what the people of Kororoit can be confident
about is that if it is a choice between a Labor
government, our government, and any other sort of
government, the only government that can be trusted to
make those investments in infrastructure services — in
transport, schools, hospitals and preschool centres; all
of those things throughout the western suburbs — is a
Labor government.

Rail: north-eastern Victoria
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is for
the Minister for Public Transport. I ask the minister to
outline to the house details from the recent
announcement of the north-east rail revitalisation
project.
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Seymour for his question and for
his interest in and support for this very important
project. As has been mentioned already, it takes Labor
governments to make changes in a whole series of areas
right across Victoria. It certainly takes a Labor
government to invest in regional rail, which we have
seen since we came to office. Regional fast rail has
been delivered by this government. The $133 million
buyback of the regional freight network, which was
completely destroyed by the previous government, took
a Labor government. The Mildura freight line
upgrade — it took a Labor government to respond to
that. And of course the gold lines are being upgraded,
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as announced in the previous budget. It takes a Labor
government to invest in regional rail.
On Friday, 30 May, I was very proud and pleased to be
with the Premier when he announced the next
commitment we are making to regional rail in Victoria,
very proud — along with the members for Seymour,
Murray Valley, Benambra and Benalla. They were also
very proud of the commitment that we were making.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — He was very proud. I saw him
outside after the announcement, and he endorsed the
initiative.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should not
have to raise her voice to be heard. I ask all members to
cease the constant chatter and constant interjections.
Ms KOSKY — This is an incredibly exciting
project, not only for the people of Wodonga but for
people right along the north-east rail corridor. It is a
$501 million investment in the upgrading of the
north-east rail corridor, and it will deliver huge benefits
for both passenger services and rail freight services. It is
an example of what you can do not only with one Labor
government but with two Labor governments, both
federal and state. It is about the cooperative nature of
the relationship, and this is a nation-building project.
I also want to congratulate the Australian Rail Track
Corporation, which has entered into a 45-year lease
with our government to run and make investments in
the corridor along with the Victorian and federal
governments.
What will this project deliver? It will provide the
conversion of the 200-kilometre broad gauge track
between Seymour and Albury to standard gauge; it will
duplicate the standard gauge for rail freight; and it will
upgrade the standard gauge line between Melbourne
and Seymour. It will provide new platforms for
Seymour and Broadmeadows and improve the existing
platforms at Avenel, Euroa, Violet Town, Chiltern and
Springhurst. It will provide a new station at Wodonga
and remove the rail line from the centre of Wodonga.
Doing that will also open up a large amount of land in
the heart of Wodonga, which is very important to the
people in Wodonga and will greatly improve rail safety
by removing level crossings throughout that corridor. It
will provide a massive investment right along that rail
corridor — not only whilst the works are being done
but also once the works have been completed.
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In terms of passenger services, it is also great news for
Seymour, for Wangaratta, for Benalla and for
Albury-Wodonga. They will have access to both
V/Line and CountryLink services. That is five return
services each day along the north-east corridor. They
will be faster — the train will travel up to
130 kilometres per hour — more comfortable and more
reliable, and it will take around half an hour off the
length of that trip. I know that the people along the
corridor are delighted with this news.
But of course this news is not just supported by this
side of the house. We have had wide praise for this
announcement. The Wodonga mayor, Rodney
Wangman, after he had finished hugging the Premier
and me, said that this announcement realises a rare
opportunity to renew the heart of Wodonga. He went
on to say that the commencement of this project will be
an historic occasion for Wodonga and a great day for
residents. Towong mayor, John Mitchell, said that
making the line standard gauge is a huge step, not just
for Victoria but for Australia. It is not just people in
Victoria who are supporting and praising this project.
The mayor of Albury, Cr Stuart Baker, said:
It’s great news for Wodonga, and a really great boost for
regional Victoria and southern NSW.

It is a fantastic project. It is a nation-building project,
and it is a fantastic example of the cooperation you can
have between the states and the federal government
when they are focused on investing in regional rail in
particular but also on services that people care about. I
am very proud and delighted that, with the Premier, we
were able to make this announcement on behalf of the
Labor government.

Premier: Kororoit electorate by-election
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given that the people of
Kororoit face a snap by-election in just 18 days and that
the Labor Party still has not selected a candidate, will
the Premier now confirm that he is this weekend
travelling overseas to San Diego and Seattle, returning
only a few days before the poll, demonstrating yet
again that the Premier takes the people of Kororoit for
granted?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — What is important to
people in Melbourne, Victoria and the western suburbs
generally is the state of our economy and the
investment the state government makes in health,
education and community safety. What is important to
families in the western suburbs? Jobs are pretty
important. In the calendar year 2007 the state which
generated more jobs than any other state in Australia
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was Victoria. We can also say of building approvals
that in the period to April this year the highest value of
building approvals — —
Dr Napthine — Answer the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I am answering the question; I
was asked about the western suburbs, and I am
answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The conversation
between the member for South-West Coast and the
Premier is most inappropriate. I ask the member for
South-West Coast not to interject in that manner, as I
have asked him earlier in question time.
Mr BRUMBY — Regarding building approvals, in
the year to April Victoria had the highest number of
building approvals in Australia; regarding skills, we
will have more apprenticeship and traineeship
completions — 42 600 — in the year ending June 2009
than any other state; and of course we have strong
population growth. On top of all that we had the
announcement today at Altona — an historic
announcement, a landmark announcement, a
green-letter day for the industry — which will generate
more investment and jobs throughout the western
suburbs of Melbourne. In terms of education, we have
made a substantial investment in schools in the
electorate. In the health area we have invested
substantially in Sunshine Hospital.
At a function I think close to a month ago, with the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change in the
other place, Gavin Jennings, who is also the Minister
for Innovation, I announced that consistent with what
we have done over the last eight years we have been in
government — it has been the practice for the Premier
and the Minister for Innovation to attend — I will be
attending the BIO conference in the United States of
America. I will be away for one week, and as I said,
that is consistent with the approach that was taken by
the Premier and the Minister for Innovation in the past.
We have a good story to tell about the western suburbs
of Melbourne. That is the fastest growing metropolitan
area anywhere in Australia. We are investing in
education, in health and in additional police throughout
the area. In relation to additional police, there are
177 uniformed police serving in the Brimbank police
service area — that is, an additional 40 uniformed
police. Since the election of our government there has
been a 21.8 per cent fall in the crime rate in that area.
We have a good record in this area, and we intend to
build on it in the future.
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Regional and rural Victoria: government
initiatives
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — My
question is to the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development. Can the minister advise the house about
the Brumby government’s policies to attract new
investment to regional and rural Victoria and outline
any alternative policy ideas?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Ballarat West
for her question. As we have already heard this
afternoon in the house, the Brumby Labor government
has made massive investments in water and rail
infrastructure, and you just have to look at the record of
this government in attracting regional development to
see the great results. Since October 1999 this
government has attracted $9 billion worth of facilitated
investments in regional and rural Victoria. That has
directly resulted in more than 16 480 new jobs in our
regions. These are the sorts of results you get when you
have a government that has the policies and programs
in place to support investment and jobs in our regions,
rather than treating our regions like the toenails of the
state, as the Leader of the Opposition and his new
sidekick did when they were in government.
Mr Eren interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Lara!
Ms ALLAN — Just last week the government
demonstrated once again how it has the policies and
programs in place that will continue to support our
regions. Last week the Premier launched in Ballarat,
with the member for Ballarat West, our Moving
Forward update. This is a $68 million package of
initiatives which builds on the $502 million Moving
Forward action plan that was released in
November 2005 and is the key plank of the
government’s regional action blueprint. This update
refocuses Moving Forward initiatives and delivers new
ones across five key priority areas.
It delivers $25.2 million for new infrastructure;
$8.1 million to support and expand regional industries;
over $7 million for skills development; and over
$10 million to support communities to cope with the
ongoing effects of drought and a changing climate. We
have also given a significant boost to the planning
capacity of our state’s 48 regional and rural
communities, which includes the landmark
$15.9 million regional planning initiative. This is going
to help our regions prepare for the extra population

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Tuesday, 10 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

growth that is expected as Victoria accommodates an
extra 1 million people by 2020.
It has been great to see how the Moving Forward
update has received strong support from across the
state. The Municipal Association of Victoria said that
the new direction in regional planning was great news
for local government. The regional cities group,
representing the 10 largest provincial local government
areas across Victoria, said the package ‘proves the
Brumby government has not turned its back on regional
Victoria’. The leader of the group, Cr Robert Paino
from the Rural City of Wangaratta, went on to say:
Regional Cities Victoria gives its strongest endorsement for
the Moving Forward update and looks forward to continuing
to work with the government ensuring regional Victoria
remains the best place to live, work and invest.

Those comments were from the mayor of Wangaratta
and the leader of local government communities across
Victoria — which is so much more than we can say for
the Liberal-Nationals coalition.
The member for Ballarat West asked me about other
policy ideas. While the Brumby government has been
working hard investing in new infrastructure projects
and attracting new investments into our region, the
coalition has produced nothing despite actually
promising to deliver something. Back in April the
Leader of The Nationals said he would present a list to
the government by the end of May. Apparently he had
been listening to regional and rural communities. Here
we are in June, but nothing has come of the Leader of
The Nationals’ empty words and empty commitments.
Once again on that side of the house the policy
cupboard is bare.
As this house has heard a number of times already
today, it is only Labor that will invest in regional
communities. It is only Labor that will work with
regional communities to invest in those things that
matter, and it is only Labor that will continue to work to
make regional Victoria the best place to live, work,
invest and raise a family.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
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the view that by naming a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region in his contribution, the member
for Narre Warren North has impugned a member from
the other place. I ask him to apologise to the house.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
apologise.

NATIONAL PARKS AND CROWN LAND
(RESERVES) ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) introduced a bill for an act to amend
the National Parks Act 1975, the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, the Forests Act 1958 and the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) (CONVENTION CENTRE
LAND) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to provide for the
revocation of reservations of various parcels of land in the
Yarra River Wharf and Polly Woodside areas and for other
purposes.

Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I ask
the minister for an explanation of the bill.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — The member might not have noticed
it but the government is building a convention centre
down on the Yarra River. This bill provides for the
revocation of reservations of various parcels of land in
the Yarra Wharf and the Polly Woodside areas in order
to construct the convention centre.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

The SPEAKER — Order! At the conclusion of the
adjournment debate on Thursday, 29 May, the member
for Kew raised with me a point of order with regard to a
matter raised by the member for Narre Warren North. I
have carefully considered the contribution made by the
member, and I uphold the point of order. I have formed
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(ELECTIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Local Government Act 1989 and the City of Melbourne
Act 2001 to facilitate the holding of local government
elections and for other purposes.

Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I ask the minister
for a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) —
This bill will amend both of those acts to deal with a
range of electoral matters including caretaker
provisions, nominations, candidates nominating in
person or by statutory declaration where they are
unable to, enrolment of corporations, issues around
single car parking spaces and moorings, and new
offences pertaining to candidates, scrutineers and voters
who make false declarations. They are very good
amendments.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Outside the chamber the
member for Bass can do as he pleases.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
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
Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986, the State
Superannuation Act 1988, the Transport Superannuation
Act 1988 and the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority
Act 1996 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) — Now I
have the undivided attention of the house, the primary
purposes of this legislation are to provide access to
post-retirement accumulation products and services to
members of the former SSF (State Superannuation
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Fund), to make some changes and clarify some
arrangements in relation to the responsibilities of the
ESSS (Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme)
board, and also to facilitate the introduction of some of
the flexible workplace practices that are a consequence
of the recent Victoria Police enterprise bargaining
agreement.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

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 41 to 43 and 168 to 175 will be removed from
the notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires the notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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) (77 signatures)

Water: desalination plant
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria points out to the house
that, given the lack of information and consultation with the
public, we are totally opposed to the proposed desalination
plant on the following grounds:
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Desalination is an energy intensive and unnecessarily
costly means of addressing water shortages. Any
renewable energy offsets need first to be directed to
reducing the impact of current levels of energy use.

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

The construction of the plant poses potential risks to
marine and marine park environments.

Ordered that petition presented by member for
Gembrook be considered next day on motion of
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook).

Aboriginal heritage sites are also at risk. Detailed
environmental effects studies have not been undertaken.
Inappropriate siting of the plant has potential detrimental
effects on coastal space, with the likelihood of
destroying the very values which attract visitors and
residents to Bass Coast.
The development is at conflict with state and local
government policies, especially marine protection,
Victorian coastal strategy, Victorian coastal spaces study
and Bass Coast strategic coastal framework.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria directs immediate consultation between
government and the local community’s representative
committee to address the issues as listed above.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (175 signatures)

Water: catchment logging
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned, draw to the attention of the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria that logging of high conservation forest
is occurring at the Armstrong Creek catchment.

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

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 7
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 7 of 2008 on:
Children’s Legislation Amendment Bill
Courts Legislation Amendment (Juries and
Other Matters) Bill
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Amendment Bill
Melbourne Cricket Ground Amendment Bill
Unclaimed Money Bill
Wildlife Amendment (Marine Mammals) Bill
together with appendices.

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

By Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) (353 signatures)

Maffra Secondary College: funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Maffra and district draws to
the attention of the house its extreme disappointment that the
state government has not honoured its pre-election
commitment to fund major redevelopment at Maffra
Secondary College. The petitioners therefore request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the state
government to honour its commitment in this financial year,
as publicly stated in a recent media release.

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (85 signatures)
Tabled.

Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

Police Integrity Bill
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented report, together
with appendices, a minority report, an extract from
the proceedings and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report, minority report, appendices
and extract from the proceedings be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Order under s 17D
granting a lease over Mordialloc-Mentone Beach Park
Reserve
Major Events (Crowd Management) Act 2003 — Order
declaring a managed access area under s 7
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

ROYAL ASSENT
2128

ASSEMBLY
Bass Coast — C84
Greater Bendigo — C106
Greater Shepparton — C79
South Gippsland — C44
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Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill
Public Sector Employment (Award Entitlements)
Amendment Bill
The Uniting Church in Australia Amendment
Bill

Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Conveyancers Act 2006 — SRs 48, 49
Estate Agents Act 1980 — SRs 39, 46
Fair Trading Act 1999 — SR 45
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SR 43
Public Transport Competition Act 1995 — SR 42
Sale of Land Act 1962 — SR 47
Trade Measurement Act 1995 — SR 38
Trade Measurement (Administration) Act 1995 —
SR 38
Transport Act 1983 — SRs 40, 41
Travel Agents Act 1986 — SR 44

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Courts Legislation Amendment (Juries and
Other Matters) Bill
Unclaimed Money Bill
Wildlife Amendment (Marine Mammals) Bill;
and further appropriation for:
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing)
Bill.

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE

Wildlife Act 1975 — SR 50

Membership

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificate in relation to Statutory
Rule 43
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 38, 39, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50.

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 19 December 2006:
Justice Legislation Amendment Act 2008 — Sections 6,
13(2), 17, 18, 21, 22 and 25 — 3 June 2008 (Gazette S148,
3 June 2008).

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — By leave, I move:
That Ms Beattie be appointed a member of the Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
2 June
Justice Legislation 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, 12 June
2008:
Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill

3 June
Children’s Legislation Amendment Bill
Constitution Amendment (Judicial Pensions) Bill
Courts Legislation Amendment (Associate
Judges) Bill
Energy and Resources Legislation Amendment
Bill

Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill

In moving the government business program this week,
I clearly indicate to the house that this week will be the
week for resolving both the appropriation bill for the
Parliament and the general appropriation bill, otherwise
known as the budget.
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We are setting aside in this week sufficient time to deal
with not only those two important pieces of legislation
but also the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill, a bill which I expect will trigger a
degree of interest from both sides of the chamber. In
that context, to get the budget and the parliamentary
appropriation bill through the lower house we have
included only one extra bill, although it is an important
one which will probably attract a large speaking list —
that is, the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill — on the government business
program.
There is plenty of time. In the last parliamentary sitting
week I indicated that budget responses should be given
that week and during this parliamentary week, so
people have had plenty of opportunity to understand
when that occasion would arise. Having it on the
government business program will see the
appropriation bill, or the budget bill, proceed to the
upper house at the conclusion of this parliamentary
week.
On the off-chance that we complete all of those pieces
of legislation before 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, we will
then proceed to commence debate on the Cancer
Amendment (HPV) Bill, but I do not expect that that
will be the case. I just signal those arrangements should
we have completed the government business program
before Thursday at 4.00 p.m. I commend the motion to
the house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program and notes the
desire of the government to have debate on both
appropriation bills completed by the end of this week.
That has been flagged by the Leader of the House for
the opposition since both bills were second read in this
place.
We have a number of concerns about the business
program in relation to the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill. The concern principally
relates to the fact that the government has indicated an
unusual step — that is, that if all three bills are
completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday we will be
moving on to the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill.
While not unknown, it is certainly unusual that the
Leader of the House has flagged that there is a reserve
chute. Given the fact that the Leader of the House has
flagged there is a reserve chute if we run out of business
before 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, a request by the
opposition for an opportunity for a second opposition
speaker to be given an extension of time on the gaming
bill is certainly not unreasonable. The first I heard about
the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill was when the
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Leader of the House just mentioned it. I repeat my
request: given the significance of the Gaming
Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill and the fact
that it covers not only the portfolio responsibility of
gaming but also touches to a large extent on the
portfolio responsibility of racing and sets up a
framework relating to wagering in relation to the racing
industry — a separate and distinct portfolio
responsibility — it is certainly not unreasonable for the
opposition to ask for a formal extension of time for the
shadow Minister for Racing, the member for
South-West Coast, to provide a detailed and adequate
response to that bill.
The member for Malvern, the shadow Minister for
Gaming, will respond in detail on the bill, but the
member for South-West Coast has raised with me a
number of deep and profound concerns that need to be
elaborated on in the debate. The purpose of debate is to
raise these sorts of matters for the benefit of not only
the people in Parliament but also the people of Victoria;
however, because of the 10-minute time frame that will
have to be somewhat truncated and curtailed.
Accordingly a request by the opposition for an
extension by perhaps 10 minutes to give a total
speaking time of 20 minutes to the member for
South-West Coast is certainly not unreasonable, given
the fact that the government is already flagging that
there may have to be a reserve chute if we complete our
speaking obligations by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday — that
is, a move towards debating the Cancer Amendment
(HPV) Bill. That is no doubt a very important bill, but
given the fact that the gambling bill has been brought
on by the government for this week, a 10-minute
extension in the total time for debate on these matters is
not completely beyond the pale.
I also mention again that the Water Amendment
(Critical Water Infrastructure Projects) Bill has now
been on the notice paper since December of 2006,
shortly after the last state election. This bill was put on
the notice paper and was due to be debated, given its
apparent importance in relation to water infrastructure
projects, and dealt with by the government. That bill
remains undebated in this chamber some 18 months
later, and that is a matter of profound concern. The
government should either proceed with that bill or do
what it has done with other bills and have it removed
from the government’s business program. I also note
from the government business section of the notice
paper that debate is pending on a petition presented by
the member for Bellarine in relation to Alicia
Withington, who seeks some amelioration of the costs
associated with brain surgery and retaining her family
home. I seek an indication from the government of
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when the very important debate in relation to that
person will be dealt with by this chamber.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of The
Nationals I say that we will also not be opposing the
government business program, but I also relay the
concern raised by the member for Kew just a couple of
minutes ago that the bill listed on the notice paper as
order of the day 4, the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill,
could be debated this week.
I again put on the record the fact that members of The
Nationals appreciate the notification given to them by
the Leader of the House. Through that process we get to
know what bills we will be debating. The reason for
that is that country members need the opportunity to
bring down what files or other information they need
for the bills that are to be debated. I also note order of
the day 9 on the notice paper concerns Assistance for
Alicia Withington, which would be a very worthwhile
debate. If we had been given notification of that,
members could have brought down appropriate files or
other information to allow them partake in a fulsome
way in those debates. Such debates in this house are
important.
The three bills that have been outlined to be debated
this week include the budget, or the appropriation bill.
The Nationals have one speaker to go; I understand the
Liberals have eight; the next one on the list and who is
yet to speak is the Independent; and according to the
Leader of the House, many Labor members want to
speak on the budget. I hope they can all get through this
week so that debate on that bill can be completed.
There will be a few speakers on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. It is a very important one,
because after all it is about the running of this house
and about the Auditor-General, and comments will be
made on that. As outlined by the previous two speakers,
the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill
provides for very broad-ranging changes. It changes
electronic gaming, scratchies, keno, the gallops, harness
racing and greyhounds. I am not sure whether camels
are in that legislation, or whether it will cover flies. I
know that people in Australia love to bet on anything,
including two flies running up a wall, but I am not sure
whether that is covered by this bill. But, as outlined by
the member for Kew, the shadow Minister for Gaming
and also the shadow Minister for Racing wish to make
many comments, and they deserve an appropriate
extension of time to allow that to happen.
It is important to again put on the record the fact that
we in The Nationals are very disappointed that order of
the day 8, the Water Amendment (Critical Water
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Infrastructure Projects) Bill 2006, is still listed under
government business. Amendments came down from
the Legislative Council, and the bill was pushed into
this house with urgency. With the inflammatory
statements that have been made by the Premier and
others around the state, we think it is appropriate that
that bill be debated. It will give members on all sides a
chance to put on the record how they feel about a lot of
these critical water infrastructure projects that are
happening across the state.
As you know, Acting Speaker, agriculture has a big
impact on the employment and economic fortunes of
Victoria, and it is important that we have the
appropriate water infrastructure to make that impact.
The Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is a project that is
moving along very well. Again concerns have been
raised, even by the Auditor-General, about the cost
blow-out, but it is good to see it being built. There are
many other projects, though, that need to be talked
about.
The food bowl upgrade is supported by all sides of
politics, but it is the north–south pipeline, which will
take water from the north despite the Labor government
promising during the election campaign that it would
not be taken, that is upsetting people across Victoria.
That pipeline would not have to be part of the project if
the government would put up another $300 million.
On behalf of The Nationals I say again that we are not
opposed to the government business program but
relevant points have been brought up, particularly by
the member for Kew, about an extension of time being
allowed to those shadow ministers, and they should be
supported.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the government business
program motion, which we do not oppose. We note the
government’s desire to get both appropriation bills
through this house.
The Leader of the House has flagged that there is a
reserve bill; I note and support the comments of the
member for Kew — it shows that the government has a
bit of trouble getting the program right.
In the last sitting week a number of members had their
contributions on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Bill, the National Gas Bill and the State
Taxation Acts Amendments Bill cut short. They were
disappointed to be cut short by the 4 o’clock guillotine,
when all could have made valuable contributions to
debate on those bills. Likewise it has been said that a
number of members will want to speak on the
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill. We
seek assurances from the Leader of the House that
members will have ample opportunity to make
contributions to that debate.
Perhaps the reserve bill should be the Water
Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure Project)
Bill 2006, which was the bill for which we were
dragged back into Parliament in December 2006, after
the election, to debate what was called a ‘critical’ bill.
For the benefit of the government, I thought I would
outline the Oxford English Dictionary definition of
‘critical’:
Having a decisive importance in the success or failure of
something crucial.

Perhaps the government’s definition of ‘critical’ is not
the same as the one found in the Oxford dictionary. The
government’s assertion was false as its definition of
‘critical’ does not accord with the community’s
definition.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Minerals and energy: investment
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — Currently in Victoria there is a rapid
increase in capital investment in Victoria’s minerals
and energy industry. According to estimates by the
Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource
Economics, at the end of April 2008 the total
committed capital expenditure on mineral and energy
development projects in Victoria was $2.2 billion
compared with $435 million at the end of October
2007.
The value of committed mining projects increased from
$120 million to $329 million and comprised a gold
mine development at Ballarat and the second stage of
the mineral sands development in the Murray basin. As
of April 2008, Victoria accounted for 1.3 per cent of the
total value of committed mining projects in Australia
compared with 0.5 per cent in October 2007.
The value of committed energy projects also increased
sharply from $315 million to $1.85 billion. This is
4.8 per cent of the total for Australia, and includes the
Kipper gas project — a project to which $1.3 billion
has been committed; and the Longtom gas project — a
$195 million commitment. These figures demonstrate
that Victoria’s minerals and energy sector is strong and
getting stronger.
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Planning: Glenelg
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I condemn
the lazy Minister for Planning in the other place for
failing to respond in a timely manner on two important
planning issues in the Glenelg shire which are really
hurting many families in the Portland area.
Firstly, landowners with land between Narrawong and
Portland in the area covered by development plan
overlay 7 (DPO7) have been in planning limbo since
mid-2006. They are unable to develop or subdivide
their own land or even build a house or garden shed on
it. The minister is directly responsible for the creation
of DPO7 and can fix the problem immediately but does
nothing. The minister told Parliament in February that
this was ‘a matter of absolute priority’. Some six weeks
ago the Glenelg Shire Council advised the minister on
DPO7 but still there has been no action. The families
affected by DPO7 deserve a response from the minister
so they can get on with their lives.
Similarly, the minister called in a planning application
for residential development in Rossdell Court in August
2006. Two years later he has made no decision on this
planning application. This land was sold by the state
Labor government in 2001 with a residential zoning,
but when the owner sought a residential subdivision
development the planning minister called the
application in. It is two years later and he has done
nothing to resolve the matter. This is a slow, lazy
minister and the failure to deal with these issues is
ruining people’s lives and dreams and is sending many
into near bankruptcy.

Ian Robins
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to acknowledge the impending retirement of one of
Victoria’s leading local government chief executive
officers, Ian Robins, after 37 years of service in the
sector. Since commencing in 1971 Ian has worked in
several municipalities. In 1994 he was appointed
director, engineering services, at the then Werribee City
Council. After the local government restructures, in
November 1995 Ian was appointed chief executive
officer (CEO) of the Wyndham City Council. Ian has
held that position for the past 12 years, a period which
has seen enormous change in the city.
The exciting challenges he faced as CEO of Wyndham
included: opposing the establishment of the toxic waste
dump in Werribee and seeing the upgrade of the
Princes Freeway between Melbourne and Geelong. Ian
has also been heavily involved in the leadership of a
wide range of sector and regional issues too numerous
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to mention as he has competently asserted the needs of
the fastest growing municipality in Victoria.
Ian is widely known and respected amongst past and
present senior government department heads. His
strategic and keen analytical skills has left a lasting
impression on all senior bureaucrats. His skills in
conducting successful advocacy campaigns on behalf
of Wyndham’s community are legendary and have
united the community on several key issues. He leaves
a leadership legacy at Wyndham that will be difficult to
match. Wyndham is a beacon council in Victoria’s
local government as a result of Ian’s vision,
communication and commitment to the success of the
council.

Latrobe Regional Hospital: funding
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — The Brumby
government must act upon concerns raised by
health-care professionals and the community in regard
to service delivery failures at Latrobe Regional Hospital
(LRH). Recent public comments attributed to local
orthopaedic surgeon Dr George Owen highlight the
stress and frustration felt by many in the Morwell
electorate. Dr Owen courageously spoke out strongly
against the Brumby government’s underfunding of
LRH and the implications this has created, particularly
for those patients requiring elective surgery. On average
Dr Owen would perform 12 operations per week, but
this is currently down to 3, as the majority of
government funding has already been dispersed. There
have been a number of patients who have had their
surgery cancelled on multiple occasions, which has
caused significant angst to staff at LRH and, of course,
patients and their families. Staff at LRH are generally
highly respected by the community, which understands
the enormous commitment and dedication that these
people exhibit on a daily basis. However, the Brumby
government has failed to act upon the increasing
demand for services at LRH, which has led to a decline
in standards.
According to the latest Your Hospitals report, we have
seen total admissions increase by 1440, triage
category 3 patients seen within 30 minutes fall by 6 per
cent to 76 per cent, and those admitted to a bed within
8 hours fall from 73 per cent to 50 per cent in a
six-month period. Despite the availability of surgeons,
nurses, beds and patients there is limited elective
surgery currently being undertaken because this
uncaring Brumby government does not understand the
funding requirements for Latrobe Regional Hospital.
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Kalkallo fire brigade art show
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — It was with great
pleasure that I, along with the hardworking member for
Seymour, attended the annual Kalkallo fire brigade art
show on Friday evening. Now in its 12th year, this art
show has become extremely popular in the local
community, and, as in the many years before, it has
again impressed visitors with a variety of exceptional
artwork. This annual art show provides a great
opportunity not only to showcase the terrific array of
local talent but also to demonstrate the wonderful
creative drive and energy within the community.
I would like to thank the sponsors and the Clarke
family, who give their property over for the weekend
for this wonderful art show. Also there were over
60 artists who exhibited works, including well-known
locals Betty Maher and Deb Evans. I would like to
congratulate the captain, officers and members of the
Kalkallo fire brigade for again putting on a highly
valued community event. In particular I would like to
congratulate Ned Pannuzzo, the captain, and Kerri
Burns for their outstanding contribution to organising
this art show. I understand that this year the funds
raised will go towards buying a breathing apparatus
which will be used at the Beveridge satellite station. It
will be great for the local community.

Rail: Lakeside station
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — The Premier’s answer
today at question time regarding public transport had
me not quite understanding where he was at, because
the government has not done anywhere near enough for
public transport. At a time when petrol costs are
spiralling and people are using public transport more
and more we have a government encouraging people to
use public transport, yet it will not support the people of
Pakenham by building a new station on land that has
been provided by the council and the developer at
Lakeside near Pakenham. The Delfin Lakeside
development has been constructed over the past six or
seven years, and if people who are on that estate want
to catch a train they have to go to Pakenham station,
approximately 5 kilometres away. The people in this
very successful and fast-growing development are not
able to get used to public transport, and a large number
have had to invest in a second car instead of being able
to walk to a station a maximum of a kilometre away.
What is wrong with this government when it knows
that the railway station has to be built? The
government’s own VicUrban has encouraged further
development in the area where people could use the
trains if there was a station; 2012 or 2015 is too late.
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People will have established their own travel patterns in
lieu of using public transport. This is a disaster for these
working families living in that estate and in the new
estate to be built at the Arena area.

Alexandra Truck, Ute and Rod Show
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the organisers of the Alexandra Truck, Ute
and Rod Show on a fantastic weekend of activities over
the Queen’s Birthday weekend. The event was a great
success and has been running for 12 years. This year
the event attracted between 12 000 and 13 000 people
and included on the Saturday night a hoedown for
country music lovers as well as a popular Alexandra
Speedway event. The truck, ute and rod show brings
many visitors to the area and provides a great showcase
of local talent and industry, including the second largest
woodchop in the state and a popular quilting exhibition
as well.
On behalf of the Alexandra community I would like to
thank the Minister for Regional and Rural Development
for providing a $10 000 grant from the Provincial
Victoria local events program to assist the organising
committee with putting on this major event that sees at
least six times the town’s population come to
Alexandra. Reports of accommodation being booked
out were fantastic. It is a very important fundraiser for
the many local groups that get behind this event.

Andrew Embling
Mr HARDMAN — It is fitting that on this weekend
Andrew Embling, who is one of the hardworking
organisers of the truck, ute and rod show, was awarded
an OAM (Medal of the Order of Australia), recognising
his outstanding work for the community. Andrew
Embling works tirelessly for his community, and he is a
very deserving recipient of this honour. It is great to see
that people like Andrew, who work so hard to ensure
local rural communities thrive, are recognised in this
way. There would be few community groups in the
Alexandra district that have not benefited from the
efforts that Andrew makes. On behalf of all the people
of the Seymour electorate I say thank you and
congratulations to Andrew on his well-deserved OAM.

Maroondah Hospital: funding
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — We have an
increasing crisis in our hospitals, and this government is
trying to hide it. The Your Hospitals report took a back
seat to the federal budget, and the Auditor-General’s
report on patient safety proved how bad things are
becoming. Maroondah Hospital is still well below its
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target of having 80 per cent of emergency patients
transferred to a hospital bed within 8 hours, currently
sitting at a meagre 58 per cent. Patients must wait
almost two years to see a public dentist in
Maroondah — among the longest waiting periods in the
metropolitan area. Maroondah patients also must wait
up to 30 months for denture care.
Prior to the last federal election those opposite blamed
the Howard government for this crisis. What has the
Rudd government done in seven months? Nothing,
except make grandiose symbolic gestures that do not
help everyday battlers. Perhaps the public is not aware
of recent reports that hospitals have been falsifying
numbers and changing figures in order to meet Your
Hospitals targets to receive bonuses. Nothing is being
done to detect or prevent this data changing. It just
demonstrates how desperately additional funding is
needed when professional providers have to stoop so
low. The Brumby Labor government needs to stop
trying to deceive the public and, more importantly, start
providing Victorians with the services their
ever-increasing debt is capable of paying for.

Wantirna Primary School: logo
Mrs VICTORIA — Congratulations to Pam Hill,
the inspirational principal at Wantirna Primary School,
and all her staff, students and parents for developing a
brilliant new logo for their school. The logo
demonstrates the nurturing environment this
community-minded school offers its children and its
families.

Ken Eckersall
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I rise today to
congratulate Mr Ken Eckersall on recently receiving the
Clare Wositzky award for his terrific dedication to
Amnesty International and to the pursuit of human
rights for many of society’s most vulnerable. The
prestigious Clare Wositzky award is named after one of
the principal founders of the first Amnesty International
group in Australia formed on 28 November 1961. Ken
has received the award in recognition of his 27 years of
service to Amnesty International, including almost a
decade as a convenor of the local Eltham group. In that
time Ken has raised thousands of dollars for Amnesty
International, written a history of the Eltham group to
commemorate its 25th year and written over
2000 letters to world leaders on behalf of people or
groups whose liberty is under threat.
Ken Eckersall is an active resident who contributes
much more to his community than he takes out. This
prestigious award is a small but welcome recognition of
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a tremendous life of dedication to justice and
humanitarianism — a life which I am sure will continue
and an activity which will continue for many decades to
come. I congratulate Mr Eckersall on his achievements
and thank him very much for the work he has done for
Amnesty International.
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strong interest in indigenous issues. Until recently Doug
was working on another publication on this subject,
travelling to Canberra for further research
notwithstanding his health concerns. On behalf of all
branch members in Frankston, I offer my deepest
sympathies and sincere condolences to Margaret and all
of Doug’s family.

Baroona Youth Healing Place
Fay O’Reilly
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — Last Friday I had the
pleasure to attend the opening of the Baroona Youth
Healing Place near Echuca. Baroona is an initiative of
the Njernda Aboriginal Corporation and was
constructed in an effort to reduce delinquency and drug
and alcohol abuse within the local Aboriginal
communities. Declaring itself a residential
rehabilitation program, Baroona is a place in a bush
setting where young Aboriginals can go and reconnect
with the land and re-establish a relationship with the
natural world. The Baroona farm is 8 kilometres from
Echuca, yet feels completely removed from time and
refreshingly unencumbered by the constraints of
modern life. It is spread across 320 acres of land on the
Murray River and will shield the youths who attend the
facility from unhealthy, modern and addictive
distractions.
Participants of the program will arrive after they have
completed their drug or alcohol withdrawal process at
an approved unit. Once at Baroona they will have their
individual needs recognised and will be encouraged to
create their own healing journey by identifying
individual strengths, networks, cultural identities and
healing techniques. One-on-one counselling at Baroona
will be augmented with group work revolved around
education, healthy lifestyle choices, traditional and
contemporary healing techniques, personal
development, sports, arts and crafts. I congratulate
Njernda on taking such a strong stance against drug and
alcohol abuse.

Doug Poad
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — In a tremendously
sad fortnight, two long-time, dedicated and much-loved
Labor members have passed away. Doug Poad joined
the ALP some 42 years ago, and it was my distinct
pleasure to present him with his 40-year medallion in
2006. Doug finally succumbed to prostate cancer in late
May when this most debilitating disease saw him
suddenly decline. A secondary school history teacher
by profession, Doug was never short of an opinion on
topical issues. He kept himself informed right to the
very end. Only a few weeks ago he rang ABC radio
with a comment on a contemporary issue. He had a
profound belief in social justice and always took a

Dr HARKNESS — Fay O’Reilly was also a branch
member with an extraordinary, generous spirit and a
terrific sense of humour. In her younger days Fay was a
dancer at the Tivoli. She was a frequent visitor to a
local hotel in Frankston which has steps at the back
leading down to the car park. Whenever she left the
building, she would pause at the top of the steps, break
into song and take a bow. At 82 years Fay maintained
an interest in current affairs and issues of the day. An
extremely kind person, Fay was always thinking of
others. She had become very proficient at the skill tester
game at Karingal Hub shops, often winning toys which
she would then give away to children and families. I
very much enjoyed our conversations, irregular as they
may have been, and welcomed her company at
functions when she was able to attend. Best wishes to
Fay’s husband Pat, son Lance, and Fay’s other family
and friends.

Government: performance
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This statement
condemns the Brumby Labor government for its
continuing failure to provide Victoria with an economic
direction. The March quarter 2008 national accounts
figures released by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
last week again reinforced Victoria’s continuing status
as a second-tier state economy under state Labor, and
showed Victoria again lagging significantly in the
national economy. The national accounts reveal that
Victoria has been the hardest hit of any state by the
current economic downturn caused by the international
credit crunch and rising global oil prices. Victoria’s
state final demand growth for the March quarter — the
total demand for goods and services from households,
governments, business investment and exports —
slowed dramatically from 1.8 per cent growth in the
previous quarter to 0.6 per cent, which was the equal
lowest of any state along with Tasmania. In comparison
South Australia grew by 1.5 per cent; Western
Australia, 1.4 per cent; Queensland, 1.1 per cent; and
New South Wales, 0.7 per cent.
On an annual basis Victoria’s state final demand grew
4.3 per cent in the last 12 months compared to 4.8 per
cent growth nationally. Victoria has now been below
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the national economic growth figures for seven of the
past eight years under Labor. Worse still, Victoria’s
export industries’ volumes also fell by 0.7 per cent over
the March quarter — the second consecutive quarter of
negative export growth. Under Labor export volumes
have now declined by 16 per cent on the levels
achieved in 1999, representing a serious deterioration of
our export capacity.

Ascot Vale Special School: multimedia resource
centre
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I had much
pleasure on 20 May to attend the Ascot Vale Special
School to launch the new multimedia resource centre.
The Ascot Vale Special School is a terrific school in
my electorate. The day was very well organised by the
teachers and some of the parents of the school as well
as the students. The project was funded not only by the
school but by considerable funding from the Jack
Brockhoff Foundation and the Essendon Lions Club.
Both of these organisations are well known for
contributing to the community and to charitable
institutions.
It was a great afternoon. I think the students showed
very quickly how they had mastered the skills of some
of the computer technology they were using not only in
relation to their academic work but also in playing
computer cricket. If they can play as well on the field,
there are a few stars of future cricket teams at Ascot
Vale Special School. I congratulate the staff on the
great deal of work they did to get the project up and for
their capacity to encourage strong community support
from the local community and the broader community.
It was a great day, and I look forward to great things in
the future from the Ascot Vale Special School and its
new multimedia resource centre.

Tourism: airline services
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Tourism plays a vital part
in the economy of Victoria and to the success of many
Yarra Ranges businesses. Hundreds of thousands of
dollars have been spent by businesses promoting their
venues to Japanese and other overseas tourist markets.
The long lead times for bookings to flow from inbound
tourism companies and the need for continuous and
consistent promotions adds to the heavy costs of
pursuing overseas tourists. Melbourne had seven direct
Qantas flights to Tokyo each week. These were cut
back to three. Last Friday Qantas announced it would
cease all direct flights between Melbourne and Tokyo
in September. Where is the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events? Not one word has been reported that he
will initiate urgent talks with Qantas — no press

2135

releases, no added support for the tourism industry. It is
well recognised in the tourism industry that Japanese
travellers are reluctant to transfer between flights when
travelling. Of those who travel to Cairns and the Gold
Coast, more than half do not continue to other
Australian destinations.
The state tourism minister is doing nothing. The federal
tourism minister has called a meeting of government
bureaucrats and industry leaders to develop a strategic
response, whereas the Queensland government in
comparison is negotiating and has gained Jetstar flights
to Tokyo five times a week and has committed an
emergency extra $4 million to promote tourism to the
state and to counteract the cuts to services to Cairns and
the Whitsundays. Heaven help any operator that has
built their business around the inbound tourism
industry. This part-time minister for tourism is there for
cutting the ribbons and for photo opportunities, but
where is he when the going gets tough? He is nowhere
to be seen. Bring back the previous minister!

Heidelberg United Football Club
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — Today I rise to pay
tribute to the Heidelberg United Football Club, also
known as Alexander the Great. The club was founded
in 1958 by Florinian immigrants. Three years earlier
those credited with founding the club had begun their
own social club, the Clifton Hill social club. Their
successful gathering attracted mostly Florinians as well
as Greeks. In 1957 discussions to establish a
Greek-Macedonian soccer team commenced. This idea
for the team is tributed to Markos Economidis from
Kato Kline, Florina. Markos managed to convince the
committee of the Clifton Hill social club to contribute
the funds required to purchase the necessary equipment
for the team. The inaugural game was played on
13 September 1958, attracting 400 spectators. In
September 1959 the club was successful in being
admitted into the Victorian provisional league after
having previously been denied entry earlier that year.
By this time the club had managed to build a strong and
skilful squad of 21 players, who were almost
unbeatable in their category in Victoria. During the
inaugural appearance of the provisional league
competition Alexander the Great was declared the
undisputed champion of the league by easily winning
34 points and scoring 113 goals. In 1966 the club was
promoted to State League, and in 1935 the club won
Victorian State League championship under the coach
Manolis Poulakakis. In 1977 the club was a founder
member of the Philips National Soccer League. In
1978, after various discussions with the Heidelberg
City Council, the club was moved to Olympic Village.
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Roads: Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The failure of
the Brumby government to invest huge budget
surpluses and massive revenue from road traffic
cameras in traffic solutions to ease congestion and
reduce danger and carnage on our roads and to match
community infrastructure with population growth in
Victoria of over 1000 people a week is causing great
concern within my electorate. One mother, Gail
McKenzie, noted recently:
Black Rock’s demographics are changing. We now have a
growing population of young families and the shopping strip
is always busy with families, children and elderly people
crossing Bluff and Balcombe roads, which is a delight to see,
but I am concerned for their and my loved ones’ safety.
Traffic speed off Beach Road, particularly between peak
hours in the morning and evening —

is a matter of particular concern.
When they enter onto Bluff Road they are met by either
pedestrians trying to cross and/or cars attempting to parallel
park or pulling out of spaces, which causes congestion. I have
witnessed several incidences of road rage from drivers to each
other and also tooting of horns at pedestrians who are putting
this lives into their hands attempting to cross the road.

The failure of the Brumby government to address
traffic build-up, to provide appropriate traffic
remediation and face the necessity to install pedestrian
lights at multiple locations in the Sandringham
electorate, including Bluff Road, Black Rock in the
shopping centre precinct and also the black spot at the
intersections of Reserve Road with Tulip Street and
Park Road and other locations on Bay Road, Balcombe
Road, Beach Road and Reserve Road is a continuing
matter of concern and angst.

Williamstown Football Club: achievements
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise in response
to the member for Albert Park’s baseless attack on the
Williamstown Football Club. He might be interested to
learn that the annual Dog Day Afternoon at
Williamstown is held to celebrate the victory of the
club’s president in avoiding arrest and prosecution at
Port Melbourne for the heinous offence of taking his
dog to the football, following vigorous attempts by the
Port Melbourne hierarchy to have him arrested.
Williamstown prides itself on being the community
club of the Victorian Football League. We do not take
an exclusionary approach. Families, together with their
pets, are all welcome at Williamstown, and we proudly
stand by the age-old adage, ‘A dog is a man’s best
friend’. For the member for Albert Park to be waxing
lyrical about his club’s 133-year history is a bit rich,
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when in fact the Williamstown Football Club was one
of the first clubs formed in Victoria and has existed
since 1864. Williamstown has a rich and proud history,
and during the 1950s won six premierships, defeating
Port Melbourne on a number of occasions. By
comparison the Port Melbourne football club is a mere
pup.
Williamstown will not be daunted by the soulless
anti-canines who reside under the dark clouds across
the bay and who are intent on thwarting full-family
participation at traditional Victorian football grounds.
The Williamstown Football Club intends to continue
with its annual Dog Day and present the Zindzi Cup to
the dog most qualified to receive it. Go Towners! A
premiership is waiting for us at the end of this season.

Schools: Catholic sector
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is extremely
disappointing that there is no new education and early
childhood funding development funding for Catholic
schools in the 2008–09 budget, even though the total
new expenditure announced for government schools
was $1.3 billion. I call on the Brumby government to
provide full indexation of all state recurrent and
targeted grants to the Catholic sector on the basis of the
increase in the cost of education in Victoria. Inadequate
indexation means that the real value of state grants is
continually diminishing. State government funding in
Victorian Catholic schools continues to be the worst in
Australia. The Brumby government must increase the
base Victorian state grant to the Catholic sector to
25 per cent of the cost of educating a student in a
government school, in line with the average
state/territory contribution across Australia. The
Brumby government must provide an additional
$25.5 million per annum to ensure funding equity to the
Catholic disadvantaged students and communities. To
ensure Catholic students have equal access to
technology, funding for internet provision must be
increased from $1.95 million to $5.9 million per annum
to enable needy Catholic schools to have the same
bandwidth connection as government schools.
When Mr Brumby became Premier he promised to
govern for all Victorians. The current funding inequity
between state and Catholic schools is a breach of this
promise. It is about time he stopped being divisive and
started being fair.

Genetically modified crops: opposition
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Last week in federal
Parliament the Liberal member for McMillan in the

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2008/2009) BILL
Tuesday, 10 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

House of Representatives, Russell Broadbent, moved a
motion in private members business which read:
That the house:
(1) urges the Australian government to act to restrict any
further planting of genetically modified crops in
Australia … until a full, independent, scientific
investigation is carried out to determine:
(a) the level of risk to health of foodstuffs containing
genetically modified organisms; and
(b) the threat of contamination posed by genetically
modified crops already planted under relaxed
provisions in Queensland, New South Wales and
Victoria to crops and the food chain as it relates to
livestock production in general on neighbouring
properties; and
(2) calls on the Australian government, in considering its
course of action, to take into consideration the
commitments made by the current Prime Minister on
this issue in the lead-up to the 2007 federal election.

The member for McMillan formed his opposition to
genetically modified (GM) crops from feedback from
his constituents subsequent to conducting extensive
research, which included him and his staff speaking to
farmers and consumers from one end of McMillan to
the other. This motion was seconded by the Liberal
member for Latrobe, proving that residents in the outer
east and far south-east are opposed to growing and
consuming GM foods.
The motion followed on from and referred to the
GM-free chefs charter that was recently launched by
Greenpeace. Some of Australia’s most respected chefs
have signed the charter, which opposes the introduction
of GM crops and calls for adequate labelling of all
foods. Signatories of the charter include Stephanie
Alexander and Kylie Kwong, and restaurants on board
to capitalise on opposing GM include the South Yarra
restaurants France-Soir and the Botanical. The chefs
state that, because of the untested long-term risks
associated with the growing of GM foods, they are
strongly opposed to serving them or ingredients derived
from GM products in their restaurants. I congratulate
Greenpeace and all chefs taking part and assure them
that I and many others will go out of our way to eat at
their restaurants.

Westpac Bank: customer service
Mr LIM (Clayton) — A disgruntled Westpac
customer has alerted me to an unpleasant experience he
has had with that bank. The customer made four small
purchases over the internet, which he charged to his
MasterCard. He was researching his family history. He
made a purchase from the Victorian Registry of Births,
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Deaths and Marriages. He then made another purchase
from its United Kingdom counterpart, the General
Register Office, and another from a similar UK service.
This was enough for Westpac to decide someone was
fraudulently using the customer’s card, which it
suspended, without first talking to him.
A simple phone call to the customer would have
allowed him to confirm all was okay. Instead the bank
sent him an email telling him his card had been
suspended. In a show of breathtaking hypocrisy,
Westpac said in its email that the customer could not
respond by email. When the customer saw the email,
some hours later he phoned Westpac. By this time,
somewhat incensed, he refused to cooperate with the
identification procedure. The bank responded by
threatening to cut off his internet banking, even though
it was the card and not his internet banking that was in
question. It is clear from other cases raised in this house
that banks are not perfect in identifying fraud. Instead
of being so heavy handed — and the ‘B’ word comes to
mind — they should do more by talking to their
customers.

International Men’s Health Week
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — Last Friday I had
the pleasure of being joined by Daniel Alford, an
exercise physiologist, and Hugh Walpole, a social
worker, both from Southern Health — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Green) — Order!
The member’s time has expired, and the time for
making members statements has concluded.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/09) Bill. From the
outset I advise that the coalition will not be opposing
this bill. However, when the minister sums up the
debate we will seek clarification of what appears to be a
cut to the budgets of the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council. I draw the attention of the house to
schedule 1 on page 4 of the bill, which is headed
‘Parliament department votes — estimates summary’.
The schedule states that the Legislative Council had
funding of $2.667 million for the 2007–08 period, and
that the estimate for 2008–09 is $2.637 million. The
budget for the Legislative Assembly in 2007–08 was

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2008/2009) BILL
2138

ASSEMBLY

$4.111 million, and the estimate for 2008–09 is
$4.076 million. I will come back to that in a moment.
The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill is to provide the necessary funds from
the Consolidated Fund to operate Parliament for the
2008–09 financial year. It provides budgeted funds
totalling $93.4 million from the Consolidated Fund for
the ongoing operations of Parliament for the next
financial year, including employee entitlements,
building maintenance, asset purchases, parliamentary
committees and funding of $12 million for the
Auditor-General’s office.
With regard to the operations of Parliament, I first on
behalf of the coalition wish to thank the entire
parliamentary staff for the excellent service and support
they provide to us as members of Parliament and to the
Parliament generally. We are very fortunate to have
such a dedicated and professional team behind us. I
particularly mention the outstanding service provided
by the catering team, led by Luke Jordan. Nothing is
ever too hard for members of his team, and their special
efforts need to be acknowledged.
As deputy chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee — the member for Burwood is the chair —
I would like to thank not only the committee’s staff for
their continuing excellent work but all parliamentary
committee staff for their efforts to ensure that the
Victorian Parliament remains relevant, focused and
responsive to community needs and concerns.
The bill also provides for an appropriation totalling
$1.8 million over four years for the provision of live
audio and video webcasting of all parliamentary
sessions of both the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council. I know that many people will
spend hours watching and listening to that — it will be
endless. It will be a big winner out there in Legislative
Assembly electorates. This is a welcome initiative
which is supported by the coalition and which will
hopefully lead to increased openness, transparency and
accountability from a Labor government that has had a
long history of being totally the opposite — that is,
being secretive and continuing to snub the principles of
open and transparent government.
I note that other funding is made available to
Parliament by way of special appropriations covered by
specific legislation. This includes funding for MPs’
salaries and allowances, which are governed by the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act. In this
regard a special appropriation, which is not part of the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill, has been
made for MPs’ salaries and allowances and electorate
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office funding, which are budgeted to be $19.2 million
in 2008–09. I refer to table 6.4 on page 224 of budget
paper 4. The bill also provides for the carrying forward
of actual unapplied appropriations from 2007–08,
which are estimated to be $7.6 million, and that
information can be found at page 175 of budget
paper 4.
The total parliamentary authority for 2008–09,
including receipts credited to appropriations of
$15.5 million and total special appropriations of
$20.3 million, is $137.4 million, an increase of 1 per
cent on 2007–08. That can be found at page 175 of
budget paper 4. It is worth noting that at page 264 of
budget paper 3 the total output summary for Parliament
in 2008–09 is $131.4 million, or 3.5 per cent up on the
2007–08 budget. The total output cost for
Parliamentary Services will increase by 8.4 per cent in
2008–09 compared to 2007–08, and this accounts for
68 per cent of the total output cost for Parliament,
excluding the allocation for the Auditor-General’s
office.
Funding of the Auditor-General’s office is also by way
of a special appropriation governed by the Constitution
Act — not part of the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill — and is budgeted to be $276 000 in
2008–09.
At the beginning of my speech I raised the reduction in
expenditure by and the money allocated to the
Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly. The
Legislative Assembly’s 2007–08 budget of
$4.111 million has been cut by $30 000 to
$4.076 million. We need an explanation from the
minister as to why that cut has been made. It may be
that some of the costs that were the responsibility of the
Legislative Assembly have been moved to
Parliamentary Services, because the Parliamentary
Services budget has increased from $67.939 million to
$68.449 million. This will need to be explained,
because there is no doubt that the Legislative Assembly
will have incurred increases in wages and an increase in
its running costs. It would also have incurred increases
in printing costs. It would have had an increase in the
cost of training and in the cost of, for example, general
stationery. You would think there would have been
increased costs for WorkCover, long service leave,
travel costs and in the costs of producing the
information sheets the department sends to
schoolchildren and members of Parliament. You would
have thought the increase in the Legislative Assembly’s
budget for 2008–09 would have been at least equal to
the increase in the consumer price index plus. We need
an explanation of why there has been a cut of $35 000.
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There has been a cut of $30 000 in the Legislative
Council’s budget, and the same situation applies. You
would think the budget for the Council would have
increased by at least the CPI, but that is not the case.
We will wait to hear an explanation when the minister
is summing up of why there has been that reduction. I
understand some inquiries have been made in looking
for an explanation. The budget was brought down over
a month ago, and we need clarification as to why the
budgets of the Legislative Assembly and Legislative
Council have been reduced.
As I have stated in this house before, the Parliament of
Victoria is a democratic institution. It enables
Victorians, through their elected representatives, to
have a direct say in the operation and accountability of
the state government and in the making of laws to
regulate the behaviour and protect the rights, freedom
and liberty of all individuals in our complex and diverse
society.
Parliament must be properly resourced and managed to
allow democracy to work for all Victorians. However,
the continuing lack of resources made available to
coalition shadow ministers remains a concern. It is
important that we have a strong and effective
opposition with access to an appropriate level of
resources. That should be an important feature of any
democracy.
We in the coalition — the Liberals and The
Nationals — are blessed with a strong, talented,
hardworking and dedicated team of MPs, and they are
backed up very strongly by their staff. As MPs, we
have a public duty to ensure that Parliament remains a
worthy, effective and respected institution.
However, we should all pause to reflect on why we are
here and what is expected of us. The question that
needs to be asked is: are Victorians actually receiving
the necessary services and essential infrastructure,
competent financial management and dynamic
leadership from their state Parliament and government?
In addition, are Victorians getting genuine value for
money from their investment in the institution of
Parliament and their elected government? At a time of
record state revenues helped by ever-increasing GST
receipts from the commonwealth, and expenditure
which has doubled since 1999, Victorians should be
seeing real, tangible and lasting benefits in terms of
service delivery and the provision of infrastructure.
Victorians have the right to ask: is the Brumby
government demonstrating leadership? Is it indecisive
in respect of providing vitally important new
infrastructure and services? Is it displaying
irresponsible financial management practices which
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will see Victoria by 2012 increase its public sector net
debt to $23 billion?
We are not opposing this bill, but I again make the
point that we seek clarification as to why there has been
a reduction in the budget of the Legislative Assembly.
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill. This bill provides funds to the
Parliament for its employees and for the conduct of its
business here in this building. I also take this
opportunity to thank the parliamentary staff — the
Hansard staff, library staff, cleaners, gardeners, the
dining room staff, the attendants and the presiding
officers. The list of workers is quite extensive. They
provide invaluable support to us in the house and
ensure the smooth running of the place. As a new
member to this Parliament, I must say that their
professionalism and care made my initiation all the
easier, so thank you very much to them.
I welcome the member for Scoresby’s comments in
respect of electorate office staff and his support of them
into the future. We well remember — I was an
electorate officer at the time — when the former
Kennett government cut electorate office staff by 50 per
cent, reducing the number from two electorate office
staff members to one. I am pleased that the member for
Scoresby is now prepared to acknowledge the
important work that electorate officers do, and I look
forward to his continuing advocacy of the work they
perform.
I would also like to focus particularly on the changes
made by the Brumby Labor government in respect of
introducing the Parliament to the latest technologies
that are available to us. I am specifically talking about
the changes that will ensure that the proceedings of the
upper house and of this chamber will be broadcast live
so that parliamentary debates are available to everyone
as if they were listening to a radio broadcast. Measures
of this kind that have been introduced in other
parliaments have impacted greatly upon the debates
conducted there, and I look forward to the way in which
the debates in this place will be influenced by the closer
scrutiny of the public. This important measure builds on
other reforms that have been brought to this place as
part of Labor’s initiatives to improve democracy in the
state of Victoria — measures such as the reforms to the
upper house to turn it into a true house of review and
house for the people; the provision for a referendum if
the constitution is changed; and the taking of this
Parliament to regional centres around Victoria. All
these measures, along with the introduction of
webcasting, are very welcome Labor reforms.
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I am also pleased to acknowledge $360 000 of
additional funding to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, which is so ably chaired by the
member for Burwood. This commitment builds on
Labor’s past promise to ensure ongoing funding. We
have not only ensured ongoing funding but have
increased the support given to the important
investigative work that is undertaken by this committee.
The bill also provides funds for the ongoing restoration
and improvement of the great building in which we all
work. I understand that the building has been inspected
and that it can — I am pleased to say — survive
another 150 years of debates in this place in support of
the work that is undertaken here. Of course, for the
building to be here for another 150 years it needs care
and it needs work to be conducted upon it. I understand
that a restoration plan was initiated by former Speaker
Andrianopoulos, and then ably undertaken by former
Speaker Maddigan; and the current Speaker is
overseeing the restoration works on the building to
ensure that it is preserved for future generations. I learnt
today that the tiles in the foyer of our great Parliament
are of world historic significance; they make up the
largest display of encaustic tiles in the world. Encaustic
tiles gain their colour not from a glaze that is put on top
of them but from the colour of the clay that is used to
create them, and ours are of world significance.
However, close inspection of the tiles reveals that they
are cracked and chipped, and funds from the bill will
enable the test restoration of some of the tiles on the
second floor to ensure that full restoration can take
place so that future generations can enjoy the encaustic
tiles in the foyer and in other parts of the building.
Funding from this bill will also support the Parliament’s
decision to switch to 100 per cent green power to
reduce its carbon emissions. We already preserve
80 000 litres of water. It is captured by seven tanks
around this Parliament, and members who share the
chook house offices with me will be pleased to learn
that their toilets are flushed by this recycled water,
which is a great initiative by Parliament. In fact the
people of Victoria expect that our Parliament and our
government should lead the way in these kinds of
important environmental initiatives. I am pleased to
report that this is precisely what this bill does, and I
therefore commend it to the house.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/09) Bill. As indicated
by the member for Scoresby on behalf of the coalition,
we will not be opposing the bill. The member for
Scoresby has already covered its technical aspects. I
would like to discuss briefly some of the functions that
this bill enables to be continued in order to service the
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people of Victoria. I will quickly speak about three
aspects: electorate offices, parliamentary committees,
and the functions of the Parliament per se.
With electorate offices, I am certainly very well served
in Benalla. Kerrie Facey has been with me since the
commencement of my term in the Parliament. Her great
skill is to be able to read my mind and therefore not
have to read my appalling writing, which sometimes
challenges the Clerks. Also in my electorate office is
Peta Clarke, who is known as my funding ferret
because she has the ability to ferret out funds. She also
initiated a much sought-after funding guide for our
various community groups. Peta also initiated an
arrangement with ADI, now called Thales, for that
company to supply computers for us to distribute to
community groups throughout the area, and over the
five years we have distributed nearly 100 computers.
I should say that both Peta and Kerrie lost their
husbands to cancer in the past 18 months, and they are
both now single parents with two young children each.
During that time they continued to provide outstanding,
loyal and dedicated service both to me and to the
people of the Benalla electorate. They have been ably
supported by Ann Hanrahan, who stepped in during
very difficult times and offered a very soothing
presence. Also, Felicity Wilkinson has worked with us.
I should say that only last Sunday Felicity and her
husband, Peter, had a new baby boy, James William.
He is a bouncing 9-pound boy, and I think we will
encourage him to grow up and vote for The Nationals,
or for the coalition.
Also, Shirley Swadesir in my electorate office is paid
for a small amount of time there, but does a
considerable amount of voluntary work, and I am
extremely grateful for that. My wife, Sally, helps out at
various times and keeps the show on the road.
As all members of Parliament — I think country
members in particular — would appreciate, the role of
an electorate officer is very complex and busy, helping
constituents access government department services,
helping to resolve disputes between constituents and
state department services, plus handling a wide range of
queries that never cease to amaze. One such query that I
put high on the ‘Would you believe?’ list was from a
constituent asking me to contact TRUenergy to ask it to
change the spelling of its name from TRUenergy to
TRUEenergy, the spelling we were all taught when we
went to school and learnt English. I have not taken that
one up with TRUenergy yet; I might hand it to the
responsible minister to handle that — and I am sure he
will enjoy that task!
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The other interesting thing is that the constituents who
my staff deal with are for a variety of reasons often
under severe emotional pressure, particularly in the
current times with the extended drought that we have
experienced and continue to experience. My staff, and I
am sure many electorate staff elsewhere in the state,
help their constituents compassionately, competently
and constructively.
The other thing that electorate officers have to do is
develop effective working relationships with many
government departments and statutory authorities. For
example, mine work closely with the principals and
school councillors of around 40 schools; police officers
in about 15 police stations in the electorate; councils
and staff of 7 local government areas; the staff and
board members of 6 hospitals; and a similar number of
aged care facilities. We have a range of journalists
working for 15 newspapers, 11 community newsletters
and a number of radio and television stations; and, of
course, my staff have effective working relationships
with the parliamentary staff and ministers’ offices.
I turn now to the parliamentary committees. They
perform an extremely important function in the
Parliament. I think the key features of the parliamentary
committees are that they comprise members from the
government, other parties and Independents. It is
encouraging that the vast majority of recommendations
arrived at are unanimously supported by all members of
the committee, and generally there is a high level of
uptake of the recommendations of those committees by
the government of the day.
I have served on a couple of committees. The first was
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee. One of the
inquiries it undertook was an inquiry into strategies to
reduce the harmful effects of alcohol consumption and
a reduction in access to alcohol; linked with that were
club and pub lockouts, which is an area that was
explored by that committee. I encourage the
government to look at the two-volume report that goes
to 1200 or 1400 pages, to check that the
implementation of the 2.00 a.m. lockouts, which seem
to be having some teething problems, is an appropriate
strategy if properly managed. I should say that one of
the key issues in a strategy such as that is to ensure the
availability of public transport for people to disperse
from the areas, and I am not sure that that is in place.
The Public Accounts and Estimates Committee is the
other committee I have served on, and as the member
for Scoresby has mentioned, it undertakes some
extremely important work in the Parliament. Recent
reports include the report on the 2008–09 budget
estimates. The part 1 report has been tabled, which was
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an amazing effort in a very short space of time after the
collection of information, including transcripts from
interviews with the Premier, the Treasurer and a
number of ministers; I understand that part 2 will be
tabled this week. The staff perform extremely well in
getting those voluminous reports out.
Another report that has come out from the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee is on the 2006–07
financial and performance outcomes. It is worth having
a look at that report, if people can make the time. That
report contains two chapters of particular interest to me.
One is on government advertising; it looks at where the
money has been spent. For those of us who have some
concerns in relation to the government water strategies,
to see the massive amount of money being spent on red
helicopters, water myths and various other strategies,
calls into question the wisdom and appropriateness of
the government’s financial management.
Similarly in relation to the drought it is interesting that
the government claimed it had allocated $238 million to
drought response, but in fact the report identifies that
just over half of that — $140 million — had been spent.
If you look at the source of the funding for that
$140 million, $50 million came from departmental
levies which supposedly were to have no impact on
service delivery. That raises the question: if you can
remove $50 million from departments collectively and
not have any impact on service delivery, why do they
have the $50 million in the first instance?
But if you look more closely at, for example, the budget
for the Department of Primary Industries and where it
was trimmed, you will see that nearly $800 000 was
removed from strategic and applied scientific research,
and another just over $400 000 from sustainable
practice change. I would have thought that when we are
combating a drought, that research is absolutely
fundamental in both the short and long terms. A cut in
funding for that to meet the needs of other drought
funding raises questions about the wisdom of the
government’s financial management capabilities. I
encourage members on both sides of the house to read
that report, because it is an enlightening coverage of the
financial performance of both the government and the
department.
Another role of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee is to oversee the activities of the
Auditor-General’s office. I have found the work of the
Auditor-General to be extremely enlightening, and I
think his office’s budget of $12 million is well spent. A
couple of reports that have come out in recent times
include Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria.
In its conclusions the report states that while the time
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lines for finalising the plan were tight, nevertheless the
process underpinning it:
… fell short of the standard the department applied when
developing the white paper and the central region strategy. In
particular, the plan was finalised with:
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If you look at the water losses in the irrigation systems
over the last 10 years, the figure is still relatively low;
in fact if you look in the last six years, there has been
substantial improvement — —
Ms Beattie — On the bill.

minimal stakeholder consultation
inadequate levels of rigour applied to estimate the costs,
benefits and risks of some of the key component
projects.

The report goes on to state:
It is incumbent on the government to provide full, accurate
and timely information on its financial commitments and
projects put before the community. The Victorian water plan
did not provide this information.

That is rather harsh criticism by the Auditor-General on
what is known as the food bowl project and the
associated north–south pipeline.
Another more recent report from the Auditor-General,
again on water, is called Piping the System, and the
audit findings include comment on the authority’s
decision to enter into an alliance agreement with a
preferred tenderer who was selected following a
traditional, fixed-price tender process as being unwise.
In moving to the alliance contract the authority reduced
the tenderer’s risk and increased its own risk without
obtaining a corresponding reduction in the tender price.
On page 30 of that report the Auditor-General’s office
also comments:
Under the alliance contract the contractor’s margin was
around double the industry average for other large design and
construct contracts. Most of the contractor’s margin was
profit.

The Auditor-General also notes:
The contractor’s margin under the alliance was more than
twice the profit margin estimated in the business case that
envisaged a lump-sum contract.

The Auditor-General has made some very revealing
and damning comments on the management by this
government of the water infrastructure projects. As
members will be interested to read in the report to be
published next Thursday, in the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee budget estimates hearings just
last week the Minister for Water responded to questions
and said he was extremely confident that he will deliver
the food bowl project on time and on budget. He said
he will deliver all of the 520 gigalitres of water savings
that have been committed through various projects,
even though only 450 gigalitres of water were lost in
the irrigation system in the last 12 months.

Dr SYKES — I am talking about the role of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and some of
the findings it is coming up with, and therefore
justifying why it is important to continue to fund the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. Through
you, Acting Speaker, if the member for Yuroke finds
that disturbing, then no doubt she will have her chance
to reply, but it is somewhat of a challenge to justify the
unjustifiable when the government of the day makes
promises that it fails to keep or which in fact have
misled the public and others.
I challenge the government to live up to some of the
claims it is making, including the minister saying that
the project would be delivered on time and on budget. I
was interested to hear the Minister for Water make a
statement like that, yet when he was asked a simple
question about how much it will cost to carry one unit
of water from the north to the south by the north–south
pipeline, he — the man overseeing a $1 billion
infrastructure upgrade and a $750 million north–south
pipeline — could not answer that very simple question.
He scrambled around and was offered scraps of paper.
A real back-of-the-envelope calculation was being done
by his aides, but at the end of the day the minister could
not deliver.
I find it an appalling state of affairs when the minister
of the day cannot provide the basic information to
underpin these major projects. It is why the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee is such an
important committee — that is, it can identify such
shortcomings.
In the final seconds I have left, I would like to
commend members of staff in Parliament House, their
most outstanding feature being their helpfulness and
friendliness. Whether it is in catering, in the Legislative
Assembly, the Legislative Council staff, the Hansard
people, human resources, the IT people, the
maintenance staff, the outdoor staff or the security staff,
all of them are helpful and friendly, and it is an absolute
pleasure to work with them. Therefore it is important
that this bill not be opposed and that funding is made
available to support the functions I have spoken about.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/09) Bill. This makes
an appropriation of some $93.2 million for Parliament
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for 2008–09, and as we have heard other speakers say,
it provides an appropriation for the Auditor-General.
I would just like to speak about the Auditor-General for
a moment. Other members have praised the increase in
the size of the appropriation for the Auditor-General, as
I too praise that increase, but of course we know how
much the appropriation was for the Auditor-General
under the Kennett government — it was zero. Why was
it zero? Because it scrapped the Office of the
Auditor-General. So I think it is somewhat
disingenuous for members opposite to stand up and
praise the government for increasing the budget of the
Auditor-General when, if the other side were back in
office, we know it would scrap the Auditor-General’s
office again. Just as it would bring out the
WorkChoices legislation, it would scrap the
Auditor-General.
However, this is a good bill, and I will speak on it. I
would like to take up a point made by the member for
Scoresby when he talked about the extra appropriations.
He was also worried about the parliamentary
appropriation and the increase in WorkCover
premiums. We on this side of the house all know that
WorkCover premiums have actually dropped under this
government, so I do not think the member for Scoresby
should unduly worry about WorkCover premiums.
There are just a couple of other points I would like to
raise. We have heard members speak about the
allocations for electorate offices. I think every member
of this Parliament owes a great debt to their electorate
office staff. I pay tribute to my two staff members. Ros
Spence came to me from the member for Eltham and
had previously worked for a senator in Tasmania. My
other staff member is a young man called Josh Bull,
who did work experience with me back in 1999, went
on to further his education and decided to come back
and work for me, which is absolutely terrific.
Another aspect that is covered in the bill is the work of
parliamentary committees. No doubt many members
were in the chamber when I was appointed to the Drugs
and Crime Prevention Committee. I am pleased to be a
member of the committee. Members will also know
that one of the most satisfying aspects of the work of a
member of Parliament is as a member of an all-party
parliamentary committee. Certainly one of the better
experiences of my parliamentary career was co-chairing
the Anzac Day subcommittee of the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee with Mark Birrell, who
was a member of the Legislative Council at the time.
Most of that committee’s recommendations have been
taken up. That work was very satisfying.
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Members have also spoken about webcasts. I am sure
our ratings are not going to be a threat to Oprah
Winfrey or any other television personality, but it will
open up the Victorian Parliament to the people. One of
the great features of the Labor government since it
came to office in 1999 is that it has taken Parliament to
the people. We will be going to Gippsland later in the
year for regional sittings. I know from my experience
of previous regional sittings that people really enjoy
having Parliament in their area and being able to see the
workings of the Parliament.
I will touch on a couple of other matters. I would also
like to praise the staff of the Parliament. To each and
every one of them I say thank you. I just want to
mention an aspect that is near and dear to my heart —
that is, the gardens and the grounds. Paul Gallagher and
Brian Bourke and their team have kept the gardens in
magnificent condition during my time here. Everybody
knows that we are in a 10-year drought, yet under
difficult circumstances the gardens continue to thrive.
I also want to comment on the current repairs to the
stonework. Having previously been the manager of a
heritage-listed building, I know something about
repairing stonework. It is a difficult and
time-consuming job. It is difficult to analyse the
materials needed to ensure that they match the existing
stonework. However, we have a responsibility to the
people of Victoria in this regard: this building is our
workplace, but it belongs to the people of Victoria.
With those few words, I think this is a tremendous bill
that provides $93.2 million as the parliamentary
appropriation. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — As has already been
indicated by the member for Scoresby, the opposition
does not oppose the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill. However, I wish to make a couple of
comments in particular in relation to the line item at
page 264 of budget paper 3 that relates to Parliamentary
Services. I note that Parliamentary Services will receive
an 8.4 per cent variation in its allocation in the 2008–09
budget as against the 2007–08 budget. I also note from
that that at the time the budget was published, the
Parliament believed it would be underspending the
budget it was allocated in 2007–08. Given the increases
in rentals of recent times alone, I am amazed that there
is an underspend.
From budget year to budget year we have an 8.4 per
cent increase in the Parliamentary Services budget. The
explanation for that increase is at note (b), which states:
The total output cost … has increased by 8.4 per cent
compared with 2007–08. This is due to increased costs from
the implementation of the 2006 election changes, completion
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of the relocation and refurbishment of electorate offices and
increased costs to the Parliament primarily resulting from
recent legislative changes.

That note says that the 8.4 per cent increase is
attributable to a wide range of circumstances. By way
of comparison I refer to the previous year’s budget. At
page 252 of budget paper 3 of 2007–08, the line item
for Parliamentary Services shows a 13.2 per cent
increase. Again, if one looks at the explanation of that
13.2 per cent increase, it states:
This is due to increased costs for the relocation and
refurbishment of electorate offices, the upgrade to the
electorate office wide area network and increased costs of the
Parliament.

Previous speakers have spoken at some length about the
range of activities under this line item which account
for those increases. In very specific terms I believe the
government is significantly underfunding this element
of Parliamentary Services. I make those comments
insofar as rentals have increased massively in recent
times, yet the increases provided to Parliamentary
Services do not reflect the increases in rental values
across Melbourne. At this stage people who have been
affected by this are people whose leases have expired or
are due to expire; or, as in my case, where the electorate
office was auctioned, as is, of course, my landlord’s
right, and it is also my landlord’s right to extract a fair
value return for rental.
But what we are seeing — and again I accept the point
that rentals in my electorate are high; the member for
Malvern and I will probably experience this and I
would expect inner city MPs will experience this
next — is that the government has failed to fund the
Parliament for the massive increases in rentals that have
occurred across Victoria but in particular across the
Melbourne metropolitan area.
I will give the house an illustration. Again, I completely
accept as the member for Brighton that I am in a very,
very high rent area. Commercial rentals in Church
Street, Brighton, which is the main street of Brighton,
will be between $85 000 and $95 000 per annum for the
sorts of square metreage that members are allowed to
have for their electorate offices, and in Bay Street, the
secondary street, they will be slightly less. What has
happened is that the — and I think Parliament is well
aware of the fact — funding for Parliament will not
cover the massive rental increases that we have seen in
Melbourne and Parliament has now devised a policy.
As I said, it is now impacting on me and on other
members on my side of politics, but it will eventually
impact on every sitting member in this Parliament.

Tuesday, 10 June 2008

I note that in the Members Guide dated November 2006
at page 55 we see a policy on the site location of
electorate offices. Under this policy members of
Parliament are now to have ‘fringe or secondary
location only’. That is the result, of course, of the
government underfunding the Parliament for rentals for
members of Parliament. It is now policy of the
Parliament — and I am going out of my way to make
the point that it is the Parliament which is being
underfunded for rental increases — that members of
Parliament will gradually all be requested, according to
this policy, to go to fringe or secondary locations only.
I do not think the government can claim that it has not
seen this coming. I am happy to refer the government to
the Colliers International Market Indicators Report of
winter 2007 on the Melbourne metropolitan office
market, where some forecasts were made. I would not
have thought that these are news to anyone. The
forecasts were:
Vacancy levels down
Strong tenant demand in all metro markets —

and —
Upward pressure on face rents …

If the government is not aware of rental movements in
the Melbourne property market, I can refer it to an
article in BRW dated 29 May 2008 headed ‘Offices get
more expensive’. Every economist who covers the area
of retail leasing has made the point over and over again
that vacancies in Melbourne are going down and rentals
are going up. It is a landlord’s market at the moment,
and the Parliament does not have the necessary budget
to deal with this landlord’s market. That report states:
Sutherland expects Melbourne’s occupancy costs to surge
faster than other Australian cities during the past year,
because of increased space absorption due to tightening in
other markets.
Given the already slim CBD vacancy rate of about 3 per cent,
and the dearth of development on the horizon, it is safe to
assume it is only a matter of time before Melbourne joins its
Australian counterparts creeping up the list.

I also refer the government to the very significant report
by Jones Lang LaSalle in Advance headed ‘Investment
case for Australia’. Again, none of this is new; it has
been widely commented on in estate agents’ reports and
in newspaper and specialist magazine coverage. The
report, which was completed this year, has a section on
office rentals, which states:
The Australian office market offers attractive prospects for
global investors. In the midst of a prolonged cyclical demand
upswing, the national vacancy rate had fallen to a 20-year low
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and rental growth has been solid in all markets and
exceptionally strong in some.

I might add that in the case of my own electorate we
have seen exceptionally strong rental growth. The
section goes on to say:
Supply is picking up in most markets though vacancy rates
are expected to remain below historic averages for the next
five years. International financial market gyrations are likely
to cause occupier demand to slow, particularly in Sydney and
Melbourne, although ongoing positive economic conditions
and relatively low vacancy rates are expected to keep rental
growth rates at relatively high levels.

I think I have made my point. The fact that rents are
going up massively, particularly in Melbourne, is not
news; it has been covered by all sorts of reports that are
available to the general public. This is not some niche
little occupancy of our economic growth or whatever;
this is about the rental market, where it has been well
known for some time that commercial rentals have
been rising and rising. And good luck to those people
who own commercial property, particularly in my own
electorate or in inner Melbourne; they have made sound
investment decisions and they have a right to returns on
their investments. But I believe MP accessibility is a
very, very important issue, and the fact of the matter is
that I am only one of the first cabs off the rank. All
members of Parliament, according to this policy — and
obviously according to the fact that the budget for the
Parliament has been underfunded to cater for these
rental increases — will be forced into ‘fringe or
secondary locations’. I, for one, think that that is
unsatisfactory. Members of Parliament should be in
prominent areas in their electorates. I accept that the
square metreage designated by the Parliament will
mean that we are not in actual prime real estate, and the
square metreage of up to 150 000 per MP is a
reasonable one. That will ensure — —
Ms Green — One hundred and fifty square metres.
Ms ASHER — I am sorry, 150 square metres. That
will ensure that the rentals are reasonable. But, as I said,
rentals in the street which I am now in are $85 000 to
$95 000 per annum. I would argue that that is the cost
of maintaining the member for Brighton. Some
members of Parliament will be in cheaper rental areas,
and others will be in more expensive rental areas.
Mr Langdon — Brighton, for example.
Ms ASHER — Whilst I accept that the member for
Ivanhoe might think Brighton rentals are high, this
policy will affect all members of Parliament. Clearly
members of Parliament have a right to be housed in
their own electorates, and some electorates — again,
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inner city electorates would be an example — will be
more expensive than others.
The budget for the Parliament does not cater for these
massive rental increases that we have seen over recent
times and, it would appear to me, will not cater in the
future for these massive rental increases unless some
action is taken by the government to ensure that MPs of
all parties are accessible in their electorate offices. I
wish to use this opportunity afforded to me by debate
on appropriation — —
Mr Ingram — There is plenty of space in Sale.
Ms ASHER — I hear a comment that there is plenty
of space in Sale; I think it would be outrageous to tell a
member of Parliament representing a city seat to go and
locate in Sale, just as I think it would be outrageous for
a member in the country to be told, ‘Go and work out of
a Melbourne office — for example, Parliament House’.
Every member of Parliament should be able to have
premises within their own electorates that are
reasonably accessible for their constituents. I do not
think it is an unreasonable ask at all. No-one is asking
for the Taj Mahal. People are just asking for reasonably
high-profile locations, with accompanying signage. All
members of Parliament from all parties, and indeed
possibly even the Independent, would understand that
signage is important in terms of member accessibility.
I want to use this opportunity to call on the government
to, in the course of next year’s budget deliberations,
ensure that the Parliament, and Parliamentary Services
in particular, are given adequate budgets to cover the
significant rental increases that have occurred across
Victoria, and in particular in certain areas of Melbourne
in recent times, and to take the opportunity at least to
adjust that budget for rental increases for members of
Parliament who may have a lease expiring, or indeed,
as in my case, may have their property sold at auction. I
call on the government to do that as a matter of priority
for next year’s parliamentary appropriation.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill. I am pleased to note that it provides
funding for the various departments within the
Parliament, both the Assembly and the Council,
Parliamentary Services, parliamentary investigatory
committees, and also, importantly, the Auditor-General.
It should not be forgotten that there was a time in this
state when the Auditor-General was not treated with the
respect and independence that that position requires in
order to preserve accountability and transparency in
government funding. It is important that the
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appropriation for the Auditor-General is listed in this
bill and has shown an increase.

understand fully the changes in the needs and priorities
of members, as the managers of electorate staff.

I would like to place on record my thanks to all the staff
who help this Parliament tick over, because we could
not do it without them — the attendants, who are
always looking out for members and ensuring the
operation of this place when the Parliament is sitting;
the clerks; Hansard; security; the maintenance and
gardens people, in particular Brian Bourke and his team
for helping me do a bit of a makeover of my
parliamentary office this year, which has been most
welcome; the dining room staff, led by Luke Jordan,
who have been particularly helpful when I have
organised various events here; and the committee staff.

From my perspective, there are some significant issues
that should be considered in formulating the
Parliament’s position in relation to the EBA of current
electorate officers. Some of these would include that
there is much more work being done by our staff in
relation to the media. There has been a huge rollout of
print media across metropolitan Melbourne. The
Fairfax group has rolled out a completely new set of
newspapers, the Star group has expanded, and a
number of others. When I was elected I think I had two
local newspapers; I now have eight. So the productivity
and the creativity of electorate officers has certainly
grown and changed in dealing with that, and that needs
to be taken into account.

I have spoken in this place before, during my previous
term when I served on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, about the enormous value I think
this Parliament gets out of the hardworking and
high-quality committee staff that we have. I am
certainly seeing that on the committee that I am serving
on now, the Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee, led by executive officer Sean
Coley. I particularly want to put on record my
congratulations to Dr Geoff Russell for the recent
awarding of his doctorate. He is a great example of the
talent that is employed in this Parliament. It is really
valued, particularly during a time of a booming
economy, that we have individuals of the calibre of
Dr Russell who choose to serve our community via this
Parliament rather than chase the big bucks that
someone of his skill and qualifications could chase
during a booming economy.
While I am speaking of pay I note that during this
financial year the enterprise bargaining agreement
(EBA) covering our fantastic electorate officers is due
to be finalised. I wish them all the very best in their pay
negotiations. Of course it would be inappropriate for
members to be involved in the negotiations between the
Parliament and the Community and Public Sector
Union, and that is as it should be. I would encourage
the negotiating team, led by our human resources (HR)
branch, who I always find very helpful, to have some
consultation and discussion with members about the
nature of the work that is undertaken in electorate
offices, because I do not think there is always that
understanding. The HR staff spend a lot of time
servicing pay and all those sorts of things and dealing
with some policy issues, but I think there needs to be a
greater understanding of the nature of the work of
electorate officers in the 21st century. I think the HR
branch needs to be abreast of the changes in the nature
and the volume of the duties undertaken by our
hardworking electorate officers, and also needs to

Another issue is websites and internet communication.
The demands of the internet have grown exponentially,
along with Facebook and MySpace sites, through
which community members expect to be able to contact
their members of Parliament; constituents rightly
expect that this applies to members of Parliament. So
we need to be able to support our staff in doing this
work and pay them appropriately. Email
correspondence has just gone through the roof. One
could almost have one dedicated staff member
acknowledging and responding to email
correspondence. I think it would be pretty easy for both
incoming phone calls and the volume of emails to be
measured, without compromising the confidentiality of
MPs, to appropriately recognise the productivity
increases and the workload of electorate officers and
the variety of tasks that they are performing.
As to the individual pay scales in the agreement, I
strongly reiterate that it has become extremely difficult
to recruit and retain skilled staff since the last enterprise
bargaining agreement. In particular the pay scale which
now precludes recognition of skills beyond grade 3 is a
major barrier to recruitment and retention of electorate
officers. There are numerous examples of the inequity
of this clause; it is quite stark. It is my understanding
that there are at least three former members, with four
years-plus experience in serving this Parliament, who
have worked for other members during the life of this
current agreement, and the pay scale means that with a
maximum of only three years being able to be
recognised, they cannot even have their years of service
to this Parliament recognised. I am not aware of any
other part of the public sector that does not recognise
relevant experience as a matter of course, and it should
be that way for our electorate officers (EOs).
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Despite the so-called link to the federal electorate
officers pay, there now exists a significant gap between
what most state EOs are paid compared to their federal
counterparts due to the inability of relevant experience
to be recognised. I had an example with one of my own
staff where there was a delay in recognising the
relevant experience, and I think that delay in
recognising experience is causing MPs to lose or not
retain skilled staff.
I had an electorate officer with more than five years
experience and with many years experience as a radio
producer. I believe that she should have been employed
at the top of the scale, and had she been working for a
federal MP she would have been, although she was
very unhappy when she took the position that only three
years of her considerable experience could be
recognised. I was most pleased that she took the job. It
was most distressing to me and to her that it took more
than 12 weeks for her to be paid, even at level 3,
particularly as she was trying to pay child care and
petrol bills to get to work. She resigned a fortnight after
finally receiving the back pay rightly due to her, and
now she again works for a federal MP.
I think these examples of former members, and of the
particular staffer of mine, indicate why we need to deal
with this problem and deal with it quickly. I also
believe this clause discriminates on the grounds of
family responsibility. The failure of the current
agreement to recognise experience derived more than
five years ago has the potential to expose the
Parliament to claims of discrimination on the grounds
of family responsibility and should definitely be taken
out of the agreement when it is finalised.
I reiterate that in the context of the current competition
for skilled staff and a booming economy, as I
mentioned before, this problem with the current
electorate officer EBA is a huge problem for members
in recruiting and retaining staff. Fundamentally I
believe it needs to be acknowledged within the new
agreement that the role of an electorate officer is a
multifaceted one which requires a very wide range of
skills to adequately serve the needs of an MP in the
21st century. I would be more than happy to elaborate
for the negotiating team on the type and range of duties
undertaken by my staff in a structured way to assist it in
the preparation of its EBA processes, and I am sure that
many other members in this place on all sides of the
political divide would also be willing to do so.
I would like to put on record my thanks to Department
of Parliamentary Services staff for their support during
my office relocation. My long-suffering electorate staff
and constituents had to put up with a temporary office
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in 74 square metres for four and a half years, so I would
like to thank all of my staff and my constituents who
put up with that for four and a half years. I would like
to thank very much the Parliamentary Services staff
who helped us relocate to the beautiful central premises
that we currently occupy, which is much more
accessible for my constituents. I would also like to
thank those staff for resolving some recent security
matters that have affected my staff, but I would like to
draw to their attention some issues with signage which I
have experienced with my office.
At the time I moved into my office I expressed concern.
It is a heritage building, so signage cannot be put on the
building; it can only be put out on the road. I respect the
heritage values of the building, but I said to the staff at
the time that I was concerned that my constituents may
find it difficult to work out how to enter the premises,
because it is an unusual site, being the former Berry
Street and Sutherland homes site. It is an historic
building, and it is a big site with a number of entrances
on two very busy roads. The other reason for my
concern about the small signage was that in the event of
an emergency, emergency vehicles might not be able to
locate my office or the entrance to it.
I had a terrible experience, I have to say, in the last
week in that a dear friend of mine, a local principal,
pulled into the car park at my office whilst suffering a
heart attack. I can say to the house — and I am very
pleased to say it — that Kerrie is very well now. The
ambulance was despatched in very quick time, and also
a MICA (mobile intensive care ambulance) unit, but
due to the small signage and the lack of lighting — it
was late in the afternoon and getting dark — it could
have been a very different outcome for the life of
someone who is very special to me. It was a very
traumatic experience for me and my staff to know that
when she staggered into our office, my friend had been
in the car park for 14 minutes and people had not been
able to find her. I would suggest to the Parliamentary
Services staff that members are not being egomaniacs
when they say they want decent-sized and well-lit
signage. Sometimes it is good to have a battle with the
local government concerned if it is overzealous about
the size of signage, because there are important reasons
for having good signage for emergency service
vehicles, and anyone in this house knows that I have a
passion about emergency services. Good signage would
be of benefit not only to my staff and my constituents
who might be visiting my office but also to those in the
whole precinct.
Again in closing I thank all of the staff who make our
lives as members a lot easier. I commend the
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Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill to the
house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. The
purpose of the bill is to make appropriation of certain
sums from the Consolidated Fund for Parliament in
respect of the financial year 2008–09. I, too, would like
to add my support to what the previous members have
been saying about the parliamentary staff and those
people who support us. In the year or so I have been
here, some great kindness and great patience has been
shown to me as a new member, and I am happy to
record that support.
I am going to focus my response on the second-reading
speech particularly on the initiative for live audio and
video webcasting of parliamentary sessions. This is an
initiative that will help country people, particularly
students. Webcasting of sessions will assist country
students to better understand the Parliament, because
they cannot visit Parliament as often as others can, and
they need to better understand how our democracy
works. We see students in the galleries regularly. They
undertake tours, and many of us, with the assistance of
the staff, entertain those students when they are here,
but for country students it is not a very common visit,
and they cannot follow up a visit to better understand
democracy. I have some concerns, though, about how
the webcasting is going to be implemented, and there is
little detail in the bill and in the second-reading speech.
What will be needed are cameras, feeds, an internet link
to transfer the data, servers and someone to manage the
service. Whoever manages the service must be
impartial, and this will be a challenge for whoever takes
that position.
I urge Parliament not to set up its own organisation to
do this. We need to be as efficient as we can in this, and
I think we can take a line from what the ABC or SBS
have to offer with these facilities. I also urge that there
be not only live feeds but also podcasting of sessions
for study purposes. That way students can download
the relevant debates in their own time and examine
them, should that be necessary. It will make it much
more difficult for some students if they can only access
the debates live. I would even suggest that there be
links from the Parliament website to an ABC or SBS
website if they are chosen as the contractors. The ABC
and SBS have the right people to manage the
complaints and the experience to manage the inevitable
impartiality issues that will arise. Let us see our
democracy at work at all times by ensuring we have
both podcasting and webcasting.
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I remind those who have carriage of this project and
those who have responsibility for the expenditure,
including those of us in this house, not to fall into a
myki trap. One of the problems with technology can be
that if it is a difficult task, simply adding people and
adding time will not necessarily bring you the solution.
It is far better to take someone who has a proven track
record and who can deliver these services effectively
and without all the problems that we inevitably suffer
when those of us who do not understand technology
well enough end up having difficulties with it. Let us
choose someone with a proven track record to do the
job properly. The Nationals in coalition are not
opposing this bill.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I would like to
contribute to the Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009)
Bill. I am probably one of the longest serving members
in the house, and Parliament and electorate offices have
changed dramatically since 1996 when I was first
elected. At that time I had to purchase a computer out
of my own budget. Since then all offices have got
computers. We have had several upgrades, for example,
of photocopiers. Our photocopier these days does a lot
more than the previous ones ever did. Our computers
have changed dramatically. We now have laptops and
BlackBerrys.
An example of something that has changed since I first
got elected is emails. I think all members of this
Parliament can relate to the number of emails we are
now getting at all hours of the day. That certainly did
not occur in 1996. To some degree I wish to go back to
those days. Certainly emails and the way the general
public can contact you has changed dramatically. I put
on record that I still respect those handwritten letters
that I receive, basically from the elderly, because I
know they have taken an agonising amount of time to
write and post. They are becoming rarer, but I certainly
respect the sentiment and the effort behind them.
Emails can be mass produced and have been mass
produced.
Ms Campbell — And are being mass produced!
Mr LANGDON — And are being mass produced,
yes. I certainly do not take away people’s democratic
right to do it, but to some degree it loses something in
the equation when they are mass produced.
I know, for example, this budget will see the
introduction of new Acer 1000 desktop computers for
all electorate officers. Each personal computer will use
50 per cent less energy than a traditional personal
computer (PC). Estimates are that we will reduce the
power bill across the board by $15 000 per year with a
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fleet of over 400 PCs. Reduction of carbon dioxide
gases is estimated to be 165 tonnes per year, which is
equated to 1528 cars being taken off our roads. The
new PCs are near silent in operation and are designed to
be recycled at end of their lives with extremely low
impact on the environment and extremely limited
landfill waste.
These are the sorts of things the Parliament has been
doing over the years. As I said, the equipment in all our
parliamentary offices has certainly changed
dramatically since I started. This is one of the bigger
shake-ups. I look forward to the new technology
making life easier for members of Parliament. Certainly
some things like emails have made us more accessible.
We need to have the resources to respond to those
challenges.
I also take this opportunity to briefly thank all the
parliamentary staff, including the attendants, librarians,
dining room staff and so on. This is their budget and
resources as well as ours. I certainly do not take away
from all the work they do. The jobs of members of
Parliament are hard enough as it is. The member for
Yan Yean certainly outlined her support for electorate
officers. None of us would be here without efficient
staff who are very much a replacement for us when we
are not in our offices. Members of our staff make an
outstanding effort and really do not get paid as well as
they should in return for representing us in our very
well-paid positions. I commend the budget to the house.
I support calls for a renegotiation of salaries for our
electorate officers and certainly compliment the staff of
the Parliament.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise on behalf of
the Lowan electorate to speak on the Appropriation
(Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. As the shadow Treasurer
said, we are not opposing this bill, but I would like to
make some comments in relation to it. As we all know,
this bill will fund the Parliament for the year 2008–09.
The total amount is about $94 million. On top of that
we have another $12 million for the Auditor-General’s
office, and I will speak a little about that.
The key thing we see in this budget is the allocation of
nearly $2 million over the next four years for live audio
and video webcasting of all parliamentary sessions in
both the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative
Council. I am surprised at the amount of money there; I
am surprised we can do it for four years at a cost of
under $2 million. We will wait with interest to see that.
The member for Mildura spoke about the fact — —
Ms Campbell interjected.

2149

Mr DELAHUNTY — Yes, we might have to bring
in our own video cameras. We might have them on the
top of our heads. The reality is it is a worthwhile and a
very good extension of the Parliament, particularly for
country people. I know there are many elderly people
and students who would like to witness parliamentary
proceedings. As the member for Mildura said, a lot of
country students get the opportunity to come down here
but a lot do not because of cost, and the ever-increasing
cost of petrol and transport is making it more and more
difficult. We have got to use new and innovative ways
to do things. Live audio and video webcasting is
welcomed, particularly by country members. It will
give those students and elderly people who have the
time the opportunity of watching what is going on in
the Parliament. It will not only make Parliament more
open and transparent but will also make the government
more accountable. People now can go on the internet
and get information from Hansard about what
happened in Parliament the day before. My
understanding is that in future they will be able to get
live audio and video webcasting. It is a very worthwhile
extension of the Parliament.
I heard the member for Scoresby speak about some of
his concerns regarding the budget. Those are concerns
that we all have, particularly the reduction of money to
both the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly for the running of the Parliament. Again, I
hope the minister in summing up will expand on that
and explain the cuts in those areas.
As we know, there have been big cost increases in
everything these days. The consumer price index has
increased to about 3.9 per cent. I am sure with the price
of fuel and everything else we will see a big cost
increase and a lot of service delivery problems, whether
it be in relation to the printing areas, air conditioning,
wages or travel. We need to make sure that the
Parliament is properly resourced, not only the
Parliament here but also members’ electorate offices. I
have heard many members speak about their electorate
office staff. I want to put on record right up front that I
have two electorate office staff who do a fantastic job
for me in my office, and I also pay for a part-time
officer out of my electorate office budget. I have the
biggest electorate in the state. As you know, Acting
Speaker, it is 34 500 square kilometres in size. It is
about half the size of Ireland.
Mr Ingram — It’s a drop in the ocean.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I think the electorate of the
member for Gippsland East is the fourth largest in the
state — the electorates of Swan Hill and Mildura may
have jumped in front in respect of their area. In any
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case, they are fairly big electorates. As I said, I have the
biggest electorate in the state. In fact I can fit 76 of the
other 87 Assembly electorates into the area of my
electorate, which has 53 schools, many health services
and many police stations, and they all need to be
serviced.
I thank my electorate office staff, Joanne Bibby and
Dianne McGennisken, who do a fantastic job servicing
the electorate. I also have a part-time office at Hamilton
from which a phone is connected to my office in
Horsham. Electorate office staff do a fantastic job. As
other members have said, they are the interface between
a member and the community. Not only do they
respond to telephone calls but they also attend to mail
and email, and members of the public see them when
they come into an electorate office. We even get people
visiting who live outside the electorate, because back in
2002 there was a redistribution and people who might
only be half an hour away still come to my office
looking for information about Parliament, about
government and particularly about available services.
I would also like to mention the many services we are
provided with as parliamentarians. They are services
we need. I also want to mention building maintenance. I
compliment Brian Bourke and his team, who do a great
job of looking after this heritage-listed building, which
is over 150 years old. In the nine years I have been in
this place I have had the opportunity to visit the New
Zealand Parliament, which is also a big building. I
noted that shock absorbers had been installed under the
building because it is in an earthquake-prone zone.
The Queensland Parliament in Brisbane was closed
down for a couple of years when it had to be covered
by a tent and fumigated to get rid of all the borers in the
wood and to then refurbish the building. As we have
seen in New South Wales and other states,
parliamentary buildings are the people’s buildings. I
believe that not enough members of the community
come into these buildings. I welcome visits from people
from my electorate if they want to come and have a
look at the building. If I have the time, I take the
opportunity to show them around and have a cup of
coffee.
As I said earlier, at the end of the day Brian Bourke and
his team do a great job of looking after a very old
building. It is a shame that the building was not
completed, and I do not believe a dome needs to be put
on top of the building. When you think that some 20 or
30 members of Parliament are housed outside the
building in portable classrooms, I think the standing of
Parliament has been degraded. It is a pity Parliament
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House was not finished in accordance with the original
plans; it probably will never happen.
In catering Luke Jordan and his team do a great job. I
am a board member of VicHealth, and we have held
various functions here. I have even seen the
Parliament’s catering staff organise and cater for a
wedding here. They do a great job in looking after the
catering in Parliament.
Parliamentary committees are funded through this
appropriation, and they do a lot of great work. Sandy
Cook is the executive officer of the Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee, and I thank her and her staff for
the work they do.
I thank the clerks who sit in here — Ray Purdey, Liz
Choat and Bridget Noonan — and provide us with
support and answer the many queries we have. They do
a great job. In particular I compliment Bridget Noonan,
a country girl who has come down to Melbourne from
Noradjuha in my electorate. A lot of people would not
know where it is, but her presence here highlights the
fact that young people from the country can do a lot of
good things if they get the right training and the right
opportunities. Bridget is doing a great job here
supporting Ray and Liz.
I also mention Hansard. There are many people in
Hansard, and they do a great job of making our
speeches readable. More importantly, I would like to
take the opportunity to congratulate and publicly thank
John Hickey, the editor of the Legislative Assembly
Hansard, who has taken long service leave prior to
retiring. He did a great job. I noticed him here just the
other day. He must have got lost and had to come back
to Parliament House to find his way home. Well done,
John Hickey, for your great work.
The parliamentary attendants, in particular Warren
Smith and his team, have all been issued with new
uniforms this year, and they look the part. Victoria
Spicer and all the people in the parliamentary library do
a fantastic job of supporting members. I know that my
staff appreciate the work done by the library. Members
of Parliament need to be properly resourced, and all
these people do a lot of work in relation to that.
This bill also provides funding of $12 million for the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). In the
early days I did not feel that we were getting a lot out of
the Auditor-General’s office, but in the last few years I
have come to support the work the office does. The
amount of funding for VAGO is nearly one-tenth the
funding for the whole Parliament — a big expenditure
for the Parliament — but I again compliment VAGO
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for the good work it has done, and particularly for its
reports on water infrastructure and patient safety in
public hospitals.
In my previous role I was The Nationals spokesperson
on health, and the report on patient safety in public
hospitals leapt out at me. As is said on page 1 of the
executive summary of the Auditor-General’s report on
patient safety in public hospitals, numerous clinical
incidents occur in health settings. Sometimes they result
in harm to patients, but a lot of the times they do not.
The precise number of clinical incidents that occur in
Victorian hospitals is difficult to estimate.
It is also interesting to note that page 2 of the report
states that Victoria is the only state which has no
incident monitoring system that collates patient safety
data across the state. This report has highlighted what I
think needs to be addressed by the Parliament and by
this government but it also notes that these clinical
incidents are estimated to cost Victoria around
$511 million annually. If we do not get it right,
obviously it impacts heavily on the patients, but it also
costs the patient, their insurer and this government to
address those clinical incidents.
In my final few minutes I want to talk about this great
Parliament House building, which is not used and
visited enough. The Parliament’s excellent staff — the
attendants and the PSOs (protective service officers) —
do a great deal of work around the building, and the
maintenance of the gardens is done very well, even
though we are in drought conditions, but I still feel that
the building is not welcoming enough for people to
visit. I speak regularly at forums across my electorate.
Often I ask people how many of them have been into
the state Parliament. I believe that less than 5 per cent
of the people of Victoria have had the opportunity to
come here. In China every citizen has to climb the
Great Wall of China, and every person in England visits
Buckingham Palace and the houses of Parliament, but I
do not think enough people in Victoria get or take the
opportunity to have a look inside this great,
heritage-listed and historic building. Not only should
they see how the Parliament operates but they should
also be able to look through the building. I think we
could do more in that regard.
I also want to talk about the employment of staff and
other people in this building. We need to make sure that
they are appropriately skilled and resourced. I
compliment the work of the IT strategy group, not only
in relation to email services but also the new
technology that the group has introduced. I will never
forget that when I first became a member of Parliament
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I got an enormous electricity bill. Those bills are now
covered by the budget in this allocation.
Again I return to the point that not only do we need to
make sure that the Parliament and the Auditor-General
are well resourced but also we need to make sure
members of Parliament are well resourced; we need
good staff and the latest technology, such as
BlackBerrys and internet technology. It is great that
across most of my electorate I can get mobile telephone
service, and I congratulate the federal member for
Mallee in the House of Representatives for the work he
has done on mobile phone services.
Like other members, I will not be opposing the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. I ask that
the issues addressed by the member for Scoresby about
the reduction in funding for the running of the
Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council be
explained by the minister in his summing up. With
those few words, I will not be opposing this bill.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to be
able to make a contribution to debate on the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. At the
outset I want to make a comment about contributions
by some other members. There has been some
discussion about the need for further expenditure to
meet other needs. A member on the other side spoke
about the need for further funding to meet the
increasing costs of rents so that members are able to
retain prime real estate positions.
It is important that this Parliament subjects itself to a
certain degree of restraint when it sets its own budgets,
and I think the community would rightly expect that if
the government was careful about its spending on a
whole range of service areas, it would also be careful
about its own spending. Simply because members of
Parliament deem it necessary to have offices in prime
real estate locations, I do not think it is necessarily the
case that that should be funded by the taxpayer. Having
said that, I think it is an important issue that possibly
needs further discussion in the appropriate forum.
On the issue of the total budget I note that in schedule 1
on page 4 of the bill the estimated amount for 2008–09
is $93.402 million, which is an approximately 1.35 per
cent increase on the budget figure for the previous year.
That is a relatively modest increase, and I hope in line
with community expectations as to the amount the
Parliament expends.
This is a very important bill in that it allocates the
resources for members of this place so that they are able
to help constituents who require assistance. One of the
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very important roles that members of Parliament
play — and I have heard previous members speak on
this matter — is in helping a constituent or constituents
who seek assistance with an important matter. We all
know that from time to time some constituents find
themselves in really dire circumstances, and it is
important that members of Parliament have an
accessible office and an accessible means of
communication so that they are able to help them. They
need the resources and the staff to ensure that the time
and energy necessary is spent in helping out people
who might have a problem with the government or a
service provider or what have you. Members need to be
able to communicate and listen to constituents, and it is
important that the resources are provided by Parliament
to do that at an appropriate level. I again suggest that
the bill before us does that.
I note that the budget includes an amount for audio
broadcasting of Parliament on the internet. This is a
very welcome initiative that has been announced by the
Premier and implemented by the Parliament so that
Victorians will have access to audio broadcasting and, I
believe, videocasting further down the track.
It is also important that members have the resources to
properly research and consider a range of policy areas
and bills. The parliamentary committees play a very
important role in that, and it is very important that they
are properly resourced. There are excellent facilities
and staff involved in assisting members on
parliamentary committees.
In closing, I also want to mention the important work
that is done by the whole range of parliamentary staff,
but in particular the people who look after the
Parliament buildings and grounds, as well as the
attendants. A large number of schoolchildren and other
visitors from the electorates come through the
Parliament, and as the centrepiece of democracy in
Victoria it is important that this building, its grounds
and its staff contribute to carrying on the great tradition
of the Victorian Parliament. It is a great experience for
many of the schoolchildren from my electorate who
visit this place, and it is important to continue providing
the resources for that to continue. This bill certainly
does that, and I commend it to the house.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on the Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill.
Every year we debate the allocations in the budget for
Parliament, and it is clearly an important part of our
democratic process that the parliamentary appropriation
is scrutinised every year. The staff and operations of the
Parliament are incredibly important to the job we do
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and the ability we have to deliver services and have
contact with constituents in our electorates.
There are a couple of issues I want to raise in relation to
this bill, particularly the apparent reduction in funding
for the Legislative Assembly and the small reduction in
funding for the Legislative Council. This decrease is a
bit of a concern, because we need to ensure that the
staff of the Legislative Assembly have the capacity to
deliver the services necessary for its operation. It is
particularly important in view of the regional sitting of
the Legislative Assembly at the Gippsland campus of
Monash University this year as funding for that forms
part of the allocations listed in this bill. There needs to
be clarification on the potential impact of the reduction
in funding and whether there are programs that are not
going to be continued. If funding is normally provided,
this reduction needs to be explained, because it is
otherwise not clear.
There has been an increase in funding for the
parliamentary investigatory joint committees. That is
important because with the way the new upper house is
functioning, there is increased activity within the
parliamentary committee system. As members would
know, the committee system is an important part of the
democratic process of scrutinising government, and the
increase in funding clearly outlines that that need is
there. I serve on the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee (ENRC), and the budget for the
committee in the last year has been reasonably tight. It
is important that the committee system functions
properly and that its members can go about their
activities such as making sure that committee reports
are of a high quality and setting the agenda for some of
the legislative reform that the state undertakes.
As has already been indicated, there has been a small
increase in the funding for the Department of
Parliamentary Services. Overall the only real issue that
comes out of the budget is the decrease in the Assembly
and Council allocations.
Over the years that I have been here there have been
significant improvements in the operation of IT services
through our electorate offices, their functions and the
services provided to them, and that must be
commended. When I was first elected in 1999 the
notebook computers provided were fairly basic tools;
the office computers were very substandard. Electorate
offices were still on ADSL — asymmetric digital
subscriber line — and basic dial-up services until only a
very short time ago. The rollout of high-speed
broadband — my electorate office is in the main
business district of Bairnsdale — has been a great
improvement. Before that if someone in the office
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system started downloading a PDF — portable
document format — or large document, the other
systems would crash. It is unbelievable that an
important office that deals with electronic
communications all the time — like the electorate
offices of members of Parliament — did not have
access to high-speed communication when we were
rolling out such much-needed technology to schools,
preschools and other services. Many of the business
people in my electorate found this quite amazing. It has
improved greatly; the new computers, printers and
copiers are much better than the old equipment we had.
They allow us to deliver good services to our
constituents, which is very important in the day-to-day
work of members in their electorate offices because that
is how they communicate with their constituents.
Previous speakers in this debate, particularly the
members for Lara and Mildura, made a number of
comments about audio and video streaming. I think
Parliament has been backward in not embracing this
technology up to this time. I have a bit of an interest in
access to technology, and I have raised it previously
with Speakers and other people. As a member of
Parliament who has cross-border issues with New
South Wales — issues relating to the Snowy debate
both at a federal level and in New South Wales — I
could sit in my electorate office or in my office here
and watch the debates about the Snowy privatisation in
the New South Wales or commonwealth parliaments,
as they are web streamed. Our Parliament has not
provided that access. In the future our constituents will
be able to listen to parliamentary debate live online if
they so choose — and I would not encourage too many
people to tune in — —
Mrs Fyffe interjected.
Mr INGRAM — Sometimes the level of debate is
such that it is not quite as riveting as listening to some
of the other forms of entertainment one has access to
nowadays.
A large number of the debates that we have in this place
are critical to the lives of our constituents. Access to the
democratic process is almost unattainable for a lot of
people. When legislation is being debated that will
impact on their lives, they have to physically attend the
Parliament. At the start of the parliamentary sitting
week we often do not know what day or time of day a
piece of legislation will be coming on, so someone in
far East Gippsland who will be impacted upon by
legislation has to make the big trip down to Melbourne
and stay around all week waiting for the debate to come
on. Now with improvements in IT web streaming or
video streaming, they will have that access within their
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electorates. You will get more people who are
interested in particular debates listening in to those
debates. It might improve the democratic process, and it
will also probably improve the debates that go on here.
The New South Wales Parliament, like the Victorian
Parliament, is housed in a heritage-listed building — it
is a very important and historic building — and it had
an issue with the placement of video cameras. I
disagree with the comments made by other members
about how difficult this process is; it is a very simple
process. The cameras are fixed on pivots and are
managed in a very simple process to direct the cameras
at the person who is on their feet. The problem in New
South Wales is that the video cameras were placed at
the back of the chamber. At question time, and during
other intense debates, the Speaker has almost no
control, because the member who is holding the floor
directs their attention to the cameras and does not look
at the Speaker. That is politics sometimes. It is
important that we get this right. They are fairly basic
systems, but they improve accessibility.
Nowadays at the start of the sitting week we have a
reasonable idea what legislation will be brought on. For
the improvement of access, it is important for the
parliamentary website to list the legislation that will be
debated so that people actually have some idea when it
will come on. I know some of this will take work, but
with a bit of agreement between the parties and an
understanding that the timing is flexible, it could be
arranged. It is important that at the start of the sitting
week we give an indication so that those people who
are not in the precinct know what is coming up.
Hansard always makes the best of our presentations in
this place, but historically the way it has been done is
that our ahs and ums and other fillers, if you like, have
been taken out so that it becomes a very fluent and
embellished presentation. You might look back at some
of my speeches and say, ‘That looks a lot better than it
was’. One of the challenges of live webstreaming is the
issue about how we match those two up, because there
will be a permanent public record of the exact
presentation that was made to the chamber. It will be
important to make sure we record the real comments
that were made. Some members may think it is okay to
slightly edit our greens when we get them. That is one
of the challenges going forwards. I know there has been
some discussion with Hansard as to how that will
occur.
With those words, I support the Appropriation
(Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. I know it is very important
that we pass this legislation to ensure the staff of this
place can continue to do their work not only by
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servicing our needs but also the needs of the people of
Victoria. They do a spectacular job. As other members
have mentioned, all of the staff of the Parliament,
whether they be leading group tours, the library
providing excellent research papers, or the grounds
people and other staff who maintain the buildings and
the facilities, provide services to the members and to
other visitors to this place. I would like to thank them
for their work over the last year, but also say that we are
now providing the resources for another 12 months of
excellent service to the Victorian people.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate the
opportunity to speak on this important legislation on
parliamentary appropriations. Along with so many
other people in this house, I know that being a member
of Parliament is an immense privilege. On the day you
stand in this house for your inaugural speech you
wonder how it is possible that a person finds their way
into this house and has the title ‘MP’ after their name.
In preparing for this legislation I reflected on this and
thought of a couple of very recent examples in my own
electorate office where a member of Parliament’s office
is able to achieve something while so many people
spend months and indeed years trying to navigate
through the bureaucratic process. At the outset I want to
say that MPs — and I compliment others who have
already said it — cannot do their job without good
electorate staff. I record my thanks to Kerrie, Mary,
Bonnie, Therese, Chris and Kathleen, and to Jenny,
who has moved to other work since I last spoke on a
parliamentary appropriations bill.
Going back to some of the very complicated examples
which have come up recently in my own electorate
office where we have been able to achieve positive
results for constituents, I had a worker who had been
trying to navigate through and get justice from the
WorkCover system. After eight years we were able to
achieve a just resolution for that man. Last week I could
have cried when I was presented with another case,
which was a mental health issue. This man had gone to
a legal firm and had paid $3000 up-front for work that
we could have done to assist him to navigate through
the mental health system. In education, local school
communities, be they the non-government sector or the
state school system, use MPs’ offices to advocate
strongly for infrastructure. I note that the Minister for
Education is at the table. Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary
College was one that she recently visited, and she heard
its important requests. As a result of our advocacy
Pascoe Vale North Primary School was very pleased to
have $3.1 million awarded to it in the last state budget.
The non-government sector has been approaching us.
They know that even though some individuals in our
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electorates cannot speak to members there is strong
representation for them.
Often people say, ‘Thank you for looking after me’,
‘Thank you for doing this’ and ‘Thank you for doing
that’. You have to keep reminding them that it is simply
their taxes at work. We are not doing anything
gratuitously; we are being paid to look after them, and
we are very pleased to be able to do so. A recent
highlight of advocacy for me and for my electorate
office was a young man who had been sentenced to
prison in Western Australia. He had a young child, and
as a result of great parents and great family support he
was able to be transferred back here to Victoria, and he
is very soon to be released.
Members would be able to give umpteen examples of
people coming into their electorate offices and of the
honour we have in serving them. I think part of the
reason why people come to us with more complex
issues now is our communications budget. The
parliamentary appropriation bill makes sure that our
electorate offices are adequately financed in order to
send out reports. I always find that after we put out a
report many more people ring the office as a result of
being reminded that they often do not need to pay high
legal fees and they do not need to spend an inordinate
amount of time on hold waiting for government
departments to respond to their requests; they can do it
through their electorate office.
One of the points I want to raise in this debate is the value
of having feedback from MPs. I think our survey forms
are very useful, but I do think they have to be confidential.
When I failed to fill in my survey form I was reminded by
the survey company that I should respond. I thought, ‘If
we are supposed to be doing confidential surveys, I do not
feel really comfortable about being prompted’. I was
reassured that whatever survey comments I made would
remain confidential — —
Mr Ingram interjected.
Ms CAMPBELL — I will respond to the
interjection, ‘Perhaps nobody responded and everybody
was phoned’. I think it is important that we respond. It
is important that we have a feedback loop, and I trust
our comments are taken on board.
One of the comments I am going to make in this debate
is about the importance of wireless connection for our
computers. I notice people nodding on the opposition
benches. Lest I be accused of supporting the opposition
I am very conscious of my opposition days; they are
indelibly implanted in my memory, never ever to be
erased. You are on the road, you do everything yourself
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and wireless connection is really important. Other
members have commented on being deluged with
emails. Quite frankly if you are in a car and perhaps
travelling on a social occasion — and obviously not
driving — having an opportunity to delete one heck of
a lot of emails from your BlackBerry is terrific. But if
you are away you need internet access, and wireless is
really important. I have offered to be the guinea pig for
any wireless connection that comes on board.
I want to record my appreciation of the parliamentary
staff. I am sure many times this place is like a school
staff room where teachers say, ‘Gee, the place would
run one heck of a lot better if we did not have students’.
I am sure the parliamentary staff reflect that this place
would run much more smoothly without MPs, but the
fact is that we all live and work together, and we have
to make sure we support each other. I want to record
my thanks particularly to the catering staff. Shirley and
the team on level 1 and the team on level 2 are
absolutely terrific. Jacqui does a great job, and no
matter what our moods they always have a smile and
make each one of us feel really special. The chefs are
fantastic, and I thank them. There is nothing like fixing
blood sugar levels to put us all in a better mood, and I
compliment them. With those few words I want to
conclude my contribution by reinforcing yet again the
importance of having wireless connection as soon as
possible.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to speak on
the Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill. A
democratic institution such as this Parliament must be
properly resourced to ensure fair and responsible
government that is subjected to the scrutiny of the
opposition. Also the opposition should be fairly funded
so that it can perform the role that it is elected here to
do.
One point that has been raised by previous speakers is
the cut to the Legislative Assembly budget, from
$4.11 million down to $4.076 million, which needs
some explanation. I note there is an increase in the
Department of Parliamentary Services budget, so
perhaps it is just a transferring of services from one area
across to another.
The member for Yan Yean made great mention of
members’ electorate officers. All members of
Parliament, from both sides, can attest that we have
extremely hardworking staff. One of the reasons our
trusted staff work as hard as they do is because no
matter what side of the political spectrum they are from,
they share a common passion to create a better society
for all Victorians. The demands on our electorate
officers are many and varied. They provide a

2155

combination of administrative support, counselling to
distressed constituents and information to people who
do not know where else to turn; and they undertake
research so that MPs can reflect a balance of opinion,
values and technical knowledge. Their workload is ever
increasing.
In the last couple of weeks we will have all noted that
our volume of emails has rapidly increased, and the
management of them is not something an MP can do on
their own — emails have to be attended to at least twice
a day as they are relegated to whether they need a full
answer, need to be printed off and responded to
formally, or whether they require a quick response —
and those activities add to the workload.
We also have a difference in the workload from people
arriving at the door of the office — and I compare it to
when I was in office from 1999 to 2002 — who have
some complex needs and problems. We are all aware
that at certain times in the monthly cycle people who
take up a lot of time and whose behavioural difficulties
can cause concern come to our electorate offices. Our
electorate officers are the ones on the front line who
deal with these situations. I urge all those who are
involved in the negotiations with the salaries for the
electorate officers to realise the importance of their
salaries being commensurate with and representative of
comparable professions with similar duties and
responsibilities.
I would also like to commend the staff in Parliament,
who also work extremely hard for all of us. The
grounds staff make the gardens look so beautiful that
they always give me a few minutes of pleasure when I
arrive here or when I need to get a breath of fresh air
and walk around. The security staff ably check and
meet all the people at the front but do it in a friendly
manner as they guide them through. The catering staff
cater for all our fancies and whims; I in particular have
been a little bit more demanding with dietary needs, but
the staff are absolutely wonderful.
How much I admire the library staff! The number of
times after my electorate office has closed I have gone
into the library and wanted something from
NewsCentre the staff have patiently, once again, found
it for me. I can never remember my password or
exactly how to do it, and time and again they have done
it for me. The library is exceptional in searching for
specific books or documents that you might need to
refer to. As many members on the government side will
remember, in opposition you are left to your own
resources a lot, and you need those extra research
hands.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2008/2009) BILL
2156

ASSEMBLY

I also commend Bill Schober on his parking duties; he
is always friendly, courteous and looks after us and our
guests. Hansard reports our speeches. Often after
having spoken here I think, ‘How on earth is that going
to read?’, but Hansard has made it fairly reasonable and
readable. The staff who support us here in the house
look after us during the day and make sure we have the
things we need.
The Parliamentary Services staff handle the relocations
and refurbishments of our offices. During this last year
I moved from an office that had been the office for the
member for Evelyn from 1978 until last year. It was
quite an old office — a converted factory — and I was
moved into a smaller but better-equipped office. I thank
the staff who handled that, because we all want
everything, and I wanted to pick the best of everything
and have colour schemes which did not fit into the
budget. The things that go wrong when a place is being
fitted out and the attention needed over the following
months when things do not work as well as they should
are handled efficiently by the Parliamentary Services
staff. The other day we had a problem with the handle
on one of the toilet doors, and within 24 hours a repair
man was out there and repaired the handle. The staff are
always very courteous, no matter what it is they are
doing.
Returning to the work in our electorate offices, one of
the things that needs to be noted with the increase in our
communications allowances and other allowances is
that most members are going to be doing more
mail-outs. I think I can speak on behalf of all electorate
officers no matter who they work for when I say it
would be terrific if they had a good mail-folding
machine, equivalent to those found in federal MPs’
offices. The folding of papers and the stuffing of
envelopes can take up inordinate amounts of time as we
try to increase communication with our constituents.
The wireless connection that was mentioned by the
previous speaker is something that we all need. I often
take my laptop home. At home I am on dial-up, and it
would be just so much easier if we had a wireless
connection.
I am proud to be a member of the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee, which recently
undertook valuable work with the inquiry into the
bushfires. It is a reference that was originally endorsed
by The Nationals and supported by the Liberal Party.
The committee is working extremely well under the
chairmanship of the member for Dandenong. We are
writing our report on that inquiry now, but as with all
inquiries, we rely on the public and experts to provide
us with the information on which we assess the merit of
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any proposal, and if we did not have sufficient funding
to advertise for submissions to be made as part of an
inquiry or money to fund in-depth research, the quality
and results of the committee findings would be
compromised. Since they are used to inform
government on policy, inadequate funding can lead the
government to make bad decisions. Every government
has to be conscious that funding is sufficient to support
the committees.
The other thing I would like to speak about briefly is
the electronic democracy that will soon be with us —
that is, webcasting. It will be interesting to see it being
rolled out and seeing how it will work. It would be
good if there were just voice recordings rather than a
camera, but we will go with whatever the government
decides. It will give a lot of people the opportunity to
see firsthand how their MP is performing: whether they
are accurately reflecting the values and attitudes of their
constituency, whether they are fully informed of the
issues that have arisen in their electorate and whether
they are energetic and enthusiastic about getting results
for their residents. In short, it will give the public a
greater opportunity to scrutinise the functioning of both
the state government and the opposition.
As has been mentioned by my colleagues from The
Nationals, the convenience of electronic access to state
Parliament will prove to be especially valuable for
people in remote areas. Geographic isolation and
inadequate transport services in rural communities will
no longer constrain the ability of political citizens to
scrutinise the actions or inaction of the government.
The only thing I would say is that four years seems a
long time for that to be implemented, and it would be
good if it were implemented sooner. I commend the bill
to the house. I look forward to the increase in services
that we as members will have, and I hope the wages
negotiations of the electorate officers go well.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It is a
pleasure to speak on the Appropriation (Parliament
2008/2009) Bill. Whilst this is a bill about the resources
available to members of Parliament and parliamentary
officers to do their jobs, what it is really about is the
way we practise parliamentary democracy in Victoria.
The reality is that many Victorians and Australians take
our parliamentary democracy for granted. Recently I
did some work with the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association executive council as one of the regional
representatives from Australia. I now get to see in more
detail the amount of work that is done around
promoting parliamentary democracy globally and what
a great and fantastic model we have in Victoria. One of
the great unsung achievements of this Parliament is the
amount of international work it does through the
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association. Only a few weeks ago the entire
membership of the Rivers State House of Assembly of
the oil-rich state of Nigeria was here visiting us, the
New South Wales Parliament and the federal
Parliament, along with a number of parliamentary
officers who were looking at the sorts of things they
could learn from us. We assist many other
commonwealth countries, mainly in the Pacific region,
where the Victorian Parliament is twinned with some
sister Parliaments in Tuvalu, Nauru and Fiji, whenever
Fiji comes back into the commonwealth fold.
But not only are there great things we as
parliamentarians can do among our own constituents in
the promotion of issues around parliamentary
democracy so that people do not take it for granted,
there is also the work that we are doing and can do even
more in helping other commonwealth countries and
other regions. We are in a number of parliamentary
friendship groups with different regions of the world,
and parliamentary democracy is a valuable part not
only of sharing experiences of the way we do things
here but also of learning from other jurisdictions about
the way they practise their democracy. We can all
complain about the adequacy of resources we have as
members or staff of the Parliament, and there is a
continuous balancing act that governments have to
perform about what is an appropriate level of resources,
but it is good to see that there is about $1.27 million of
extra resources in the parliamentary departments and
that we are seeing some new initiatives.
I think all of us will welcome the webcasting of the
Parliament of Victoria. It is long overdue. I agree with
the member for Gippsland East that it is another great
vehicle for us to lift the quality of debate and the way
we perform in Parliament, not only because we would
potentially be seen by our constituents in the broader
world, but also because it is another way to get out to
members of the broader public in a way they readily
understand. While we are putting in resources for
webcasting, with cameras et cetera, at the national level
there is a need to look at parliamentary channels that
exist in other jurisdictions. For example, nowadays in
India both the lower house, the Lok Sabha, and the
upper house of Parliament are televised. Given the new
digital TV licences that will be available in the future, it
would be appropriate to have a digital TV channel
provided free of charge by the commonwealth to be
shared by the parliaments around Australia.
Recently I was in the UK and on the TV in the hotel
room watched the Welsh assembly, including its
committee meetings, being televised. Whilst we move
forward on webcasting, as parliamentarians we need to
be cognisant of the fact that although we are not world
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leaders in these developments, we should be. Once we
have the infrastructure in place it will not be too
expensive to make the service much more widely
accessible. I agree with the member for Gippsland East
that one of the limitations is constituents not knowing
what debates are going to be on. As webcasting is a
new area that this Parliament is going into, perhaps over
time it will be possible to have discussions and debates
about how accessible we are.
The Commonwealth Parliamentary Association annual
conference, which is to be held in August in Malaysia,
has as one of the themes on its agenda: how we can be
much more connected with our constituents and the
global community. We have many debates on similar
issues. Those of us in the Victorian Parliament who see
even a little bit of federal Parliament or read about what
happens in other parliaments realise how relevant
debates in other jurisdictions are to our own.
Webcasting would mean that we could be seen by the
world, but I think this is unfinished business for us.
As chair of the parliamentary Environment and Natural
Resources Committee I am very pleased that additional
resources will be provided for parliamentary
committees. Our committee has deliberately decided to
make itself very widely accessible. On our bushfire
inquiry, on which we will report to the house by the end
of the month, we deliberately went into all the areas that
people wanted us to go to, talked to them and held
hearings. We believe that is a very important role for
us. But the flip side of that is that it is a costly exercise.
It involves organising regional trips, advertising them,
hiring halls and incurring other costs. Often we have
had to pay for transcripts when Hansard has not been
available because it has been servicing other
parliamentary committees. There has been a big
expansion in parliamentary committees — certainly
upper house committees — and that has placed
considerable budgetary pressures on all committees.
The committee has been in the very difficult position,
as have I as chair, of having to say no to a number of
things which I would have thought were normal
day-to-day things the committee should have been
involved in because they would have had some
expenditure attached to them. As we have had to say
no, part of our committee work has been curtailed. I am
pleased that more resources will be available to help
parliamentary committees do their future work.
In closing I would like to quickly cover one other area
of important work that we do in this place — that is,
being an accessible place for the people of Victoria. We
can be even more accessible in the way this chamber is
used, in the way that tours of the Parliament are
conducted and in the way school tours are conducted.
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Having previously worn a hat as Minister for Tourism I
know that the Parliament of Victoria is in the cultural
tourism guide of Victoria. Parliament House is one of
the most popular and visited tourist destinations —
certainly of the free tourist destinations — in Victoria.
As members we get to see that in the number of people
coming through the front doors, those taking
photographs on the front steps and the number of tour
buses that stop in front of the building. I often wonder
whether the people taking photographs know what goes
on in this building. Another question that we as
members should ask is how we can make this space
even more accessible to more people so they will
understand the work we do.
I commend the bill to the house. It is great that we will
have extra resources. I also want to commend the staff
of the Parliament as well as all our electorate office
staff, who do great work in assisting each and every one
of us as an MP.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I wish briefly to
make a couple of comments. I am the chair of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. The
Presiding Officers appeared before the committee,
which has been reported on in the most recent report on
the budget estimates tabled into Parliament last week. I
want to thank the staff of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee for the extraordinary work they
do. They are a marvellous group of people, and they
work well and truly beyond what is normally demanded
of staff.
I note in this budget the ongoing extra commitment to
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee of
$360 000 per year. That was provided to the committee
last year by the then Premier; it is continuing for this
year and for future years.
I also note that the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee is responsible under section 7D (2) of the
Audit Act 1994 for discussing the budget of the
Auditor-General with the Auditor-General. That did
occur this year. I also note that the Auditor-General will
actually expect an unprecedented funding deficit in
2007–08 of $2.9 million — $1 million over and above
its target. We have written to the Treasurer pointing out
various aspects of the funding of the Auditor-General.
It is fine for the coming year, but there will need to be
discussions on the funding of the Auditor-General and
his office in the years further out, and that will need to
be considered in the next budget. With those brief
comments, I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 May, on motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to contribute to debate on the Appropriation
(2008/09) Bill. This year’s budget has raised some quite
interesting issues in Gippsland East. I will go to those a
bit down the track. I think the coverage and the
response to the budget has been relatively positive. In
particular one issue that I think has been important is
the further reduction in rates of business, land and
payroll tax and stamp duty. I think this has been good
news for businesses and has been reasonably well
received. There has been a fair amount of debate,
within the chamber, about whether these are actually
real reductions, but I think anything that government
can do to keep these costs on business down should be
encouraged.
One of the issues of concern to have come out of the
budget is the increased level of debt in the budget,
which is increasing over the projected outlook. This is a
concern, and while the level of debt should be
manageable, it does concern taxpayers and all
Victorians that the state debt is potentially increasing.
Government should be prepared to borrow, in my view,
just as householders are prepared to borrow,
particularly for essential pieces of infrastructure and
other assets that the community needs, but we have to
make sure that that borrowing is manageable and does
not place long-term interest costs on the budget and the
community.
I am not going to go down the path of other speakers
who are basically wanting everything out of the budget.
I know there is a very difficult balance in the state
budget. As most members of our community will
probably know, with the increase in costs and the
changed economic times over recent periods, just
maintaining the household budget is very difficult.
Increased interest rates and increased living expenses
are having an impact on the household budget, and that
is the issue that is probably the biggest-biting one
within our communities at the moment. So I think it is
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important that we get the balance right. Mainly, though,
in my budget address I will speak on issues within my
electorate.
As the Minister for Education is at the table, I open the
discussion on funding for the Maffra Secondary
College. I do not think we need to go back over this
issue, because there has been plenty of debate within
this place and within the wider community about it. I
would like to congratulate the Minister for Education
and the Premier for coming down last Friday to visit the
Maffra Secondary College. The Premier also visited the
primary school. We have now allowed the Maffra
community to fully celebrate the upgrades of both the
secondary school and the primary school in that town.
It was a very positive day. The community really
expressed the warmth of gratitude that has come from
the provision of that funding. There was a mistake; but
we will leave that there.
I had a range of meetings with the minister’s office, the
minister and also the Premier’s office and the
Treasurer’s office, with Andrew McIntosh, who is the
school principal, with Ginni Ross, the school council
president, and with Jenny Harris, the parents club
president, and I think we put a pretty strong argument
as to why that funding should be granted. I am just glad
that that has been listened to. The Maffra community is
grateful to the government for its commitment, and I
know that when those facilities are provided to the
school we will be providing much better educational
opportunities within that community. The Maffra
Secondary College has a very high standing within the
community for the education it provides.
I would also like to acknowledge the funding in the
budget for Eagle Point Primary School. I think it is
recognised that that is a small school but is one that
provides great educational opportunities.
I would like to raise the issue of independent schools
funding. I have had representations from particularly
the Catholic school sector and other independent
schools in my electorate. Because of the wage increase,
there will be flow-on effects to the budgets of the
independent school sector. This will cause some real
problems to those schools. I think it is essential that
they have the ability to pass on the wage increases. I
think everyone acknowledges that providing a wage
increase to our teachers, who do a wonderful job within
not only the government school sector but also the
independent school sector, is very important.
Many of our Catholic schools and other independent
schools in regional areas do not necessarily provide a
service for wealthy parents and students. The Catholic
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education system provides a good-quality education
service to all students. This wage increase, because it
was probably done at a time when the schools could not
get further funding from the commonwealth to cover
the shortfall, will mean that this year’s budget will be
difficult for those schools. They need to know with
some certainty about where that funding increase is
going to come from in the future. Unlike some other
private schools, it is difficult for them to pass on the
cost increases to their students. Basically their fees are
set for this year, and the wage increase will mean that
they may have to cut some of the optional extras to
their students, which will impact on the education they
provide.
There are a number of issues that have come out of the
budget in relation to health. Future budgets will need to
consider aged and health services delivered in Maffra
by Central Gippsland Health Service. It plans to
consolidate on the one site both aged and other health
services, and it is important that the government plans
for that eventuality. I know that the health service is
providing that planning at the moment.
We still have issues in Bairnsdale with ambulance
transfer costs. That is something I have taken up a
number of times with the previous health minister and
also the current health minister, and that is something
we are going to need to address. There are also some
challenges at Bairnsdale Regional Health Service due to
the change in its services. Basically it has gone out and
increased the public patient throughput, but that has
impacted on its budget.
I have a number of issues I would like to raise,
including the issue that has been raised with my office
of the investigation of establishing a base price for
transport cartage. The increase in fuel prices has had a
detrimental impact on the transport industry, and the
industry has been undercut by some of its players,
basically because they are cutting the margins very tight
and the cut in the margins has increased the cowboy
element within the transport industry.
One of my constituents indicated that what they really
need to have is some type of regulation about setting a
base price which people cannot undercut so that we
know exactly what the minimum price for transport
cartage is going to be. The industry is aware that
VicRoads would like to increase the scrutiny of GPS
(global positioning system) trackers and the like and the
management of logbooks in the industry to change the
behaviour of transport drivers. Everyone knows that
there are some elements within the transport industry
that from time to time resort to long hours of operation,
drug use and logbook manipulation.
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These are very concerning issues because they decrease
the safety on highways. What the industry would like to
do is weed out those rogue elements, and basically one
way of doing that is by setting up GPS trackers. But to
do that you would need to give a benefit to the industry,
and one way of doing that would be to have some light
regulation of the industry to set a minimum rate which
cannot be undercut.
One of the other issues that has come up in some public
discussion recently has been the proposal to introduce
two new AFL (Australian Football League) clubs into
the Gold Coast and Sydney, and there has also been a
push to move some of our state-based clubs interstate. I
would like to raise the issue of country football.
Country football is very important in regional
communities, and to establish two new clubs would
actually reduce the number of good young players who
remain in country areas. I think we need to be very
protective of our country football to make sure that we
do not bleed it dry simply so we can establish new
football clubs interstate. Also, the sustainability of the
Melbourne-based clubs is very important.
I would like to raise the issue of public transport. The
return of the Bairnsdale passenger train service has
been very successful. Everyone who has been down
there on the train recently would acknowledge that it is
a very good service. Decreasing the cost of fares has
had a very successful outcome: it has increased the
patronage to the extent that future budgets will need to
look at replacement of the existing fleet. I think there
has been acknowledgement of that, and I think that is
something we are going to have to look at in the future.
There are still some issues about the timetables and
getting into Melbourne with luggage, but overall the
service is good. It could be improved, but a good
service is being provided.
One of the other issues in the budget that has been
raised recently relates to stamp duty. I have had
correspondence and discussions with the Civil
Contractors Federation of Australia about the fact that
Victoria is one of the few states that still has stamp duty
on earthmoving equipment, and this has had an impact
on the industry. In Victoria the stamp duty on
earthmoving equipment — excavators, graders, dozers,
rollers and other road-making equipment — is between
$5000 and $8000. In other states either there is no
stamp duty or you can apply for a concession to have it
exempted. This impacts on the ability of those
industries in Victoria to compete with other states, and I
know they have raised this with the government. I think
the government needs to give serious consideration to
removing the stamp duty on earthmoving equipment
and making it consistent across the commonwealth.
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The other issue I would like to discuss is in relation to
the Snowy River environmental flows. I listened with
interest to The Nationals deputy leader, the member for
Swan Hill, and I have to say that his comments
demonstrate the greatest hypocrisy. He also put those
comments in my local paper, and I would just like to
put on the record that this is in direct conflict with some
of his previous comments. I do not think the
community actually believes his current show of
concern in my local paper about environmental flows.
For the record, this is what the member for Swan Hill
stands for. In 1999, as the then VFF (Victorian Farmers
Federation) president, he said:
We’re concerned that political opportunism may override
good policy decision —

in relation to environmental flows.
The current member for Shepparton has stated:
… people in the north-east were angered by seeing the
Premier of Victoria and the former Premier of New South
Wales standing in the Snowy River and watching water being
flushed down the river …

The member for Murray Valley recently said in
Parliament:
As for putting more water down the Snowy River, that is an
absolute disgrace to me.

These comments are quite consistent, and for the
member for Swan Hill to stand in this place and pretend
that he is the saviour of environmental flows is absolute
rubbish, when everything that The Nationals has done
speaks to the opposite.
The other issue that is very important to my electorate
is the Mitchell River, and I would like to point out to
this place that it will not be dammed while I am there,
because the fight will be incredibly severe.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Appropriation
(2008/2009) Bill 2008. We have seen a lot of changes
over the year since the last budget. The former Premier
has gone, the former Treasurer has become the Premier
and we have a new Treasurer. We thought we might
have seen some changes, some new ideas and some
innovation. Instead what we see from this government
is the same old recipe. It is the same old recipe of lots of
tax revenue and skyrocketing debt — up to
$22.9 billion by 2012. We have seen the same old
recipe of ill-managed government services — people
who cannot get access and people who cannot get the
sort of support they should be getting from this
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government. What we have seen from this Treasurer is
more of the same, but the quantities have significantly
increased.
What is the reality we see out there? We see
overcrowding on trains, trams and buses. This is
particularly the case out in Doncaster where we do not
have the rail options, but we see overcrowded buses
and people left at bus stops all the time. What else do
we see? We see lists to get onto a waiting list in a
hospital. People are waiting months and up to years to
access hospital services. We see school maintenance at
a disgraceful level. Hundreds of schools cannot get the
maintenance they need. In my own electorate we see
asbestos that cannot be replaced in schools and children
having to learn in inappropriate facilities. We see a
failure in people’s ability to access services. They
cannot get access to the support they need, and I will
talk through some of that particularly in relation to my
portfolio.
I would like to quote from comments made by the
Victorian Council of Social Service in relation to the
budget overall:
It was just disappointing that at a time when the financial
position of the state is so strong and the pressure on many
families so great, that more could not have been delivered to
ease their present burden and invest further to develop a
stronger and more just state.

I would like to go through a few different areas. Firstly,
I refer to disability services. The government
unfortunately has been playing politics with the
commonwealth state/territory disability agreement for
many months. Back in May 2007 the former federal
government offered a fifty-fifty funding deal. This
government rejected that offer. Subsequently the
present government offered a similar fifty-fifty deal.
The Prime Minister, Mr Rudd, said that it would be a
priority to get that funding in place. That funding is not
going to be delivered until 1 January 2009. That is
nearly $45 million worth of federal government money
which could have delivered services to people with a
disability in this state this year which is not being
delivered. People have to wait to access a service that
has been delayed through this process.
The political game playing of this government is
inappropriate and has resulted in people with
disabilities not being able to access the services they
need. This is particularly the case in supported
accommodation. There has been some increased money
for the refurbishment of existing facilities, which we
know, from community visitor reports, are very poor.
Overall there has been a real fall of 3.5 per cent in terms
of supported accommodation. There are 1370 people on
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the waiting list. The Auditor-General says that by 2016
there will be 2500 people waiting to access supported
accommodation. We know there has been no new beds
for years — the Auditor-General also reported that.
Recently the federal government has given 70 more
beds. That is a good thing, but there is a long way to go.
All of these beds have been federally funded. When
you look at the Victorian government budget papers,
you see that not one extra place in supported
accommodation has been provided for by this
government. This year 4880 people will get supported
accommodation, and next year it will be exactly the
same number.
The government keeps saying it is offering different
types of services, but the reality is that this is
accommodation for people with severe and profound
disabilities. They do not want individual packages in
their home. They do not want individual packages so
that services can be delivered to them in independent
living. They need shared supported accommodation,
and this government is just not delivering it.
On 22 May at a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing the Minister for Mental Health said:
We are now moving to a system which is about
individualised funding and support packages to people with a
disability to assist them to make the right choice.

But what we see is this government telling individuals
what the right choice is, and the right choice is not
shared supported accommodation, because this
government is not investing in services so that more
people can access them.
I am incredibly pleased that the Family and Community
Development Committee is conducting a review, which
was initiated by the opposition, to make sure that we
can have new ideas for shared supported
accommodation, so that we can take action in this area.
Action is what is needed. In terms of services for
people with disabilities, I would also like to mention
door-to-door transport. The multipurpose taxi program
is the main mechanism the government delivers, but
what we see is greater demand for the service but less
access to it. The program is underspent, but the reality
is that it is currently capped and restricted, and is very
complex to access. Many of us will have seen
individuals who have come to us to try and get that sort
of support.
In terms of mental health, the government says there is
a need for a stronger focus on services for young people
and also to improve access, but what is the reality in the
budget? There has been a reduction in the estimated
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number of community clients, and no change in the
estimated proportion of people with a mental illness
accessing community care, either before or after they
enter hospital. There is exactly the same number of
community contact hours, and the same number of
clients being serviced by non-government
organisations. The government is very happy to use the
rhetoric and language of ‘more services’ and ‘early
intervention’, but the reality is that it is spin over
substance. There are exactly the same targets in terms
of the services that are delivered and no real change in
the outcomes for people with a mental illness.
Specifically in terms of not delivering on promises,
73 beds at Dandenong Hospital for acute mental illness
were promised in the election, but they are yet to be
delivered. The people of Dandenong and that area need
those beds, and the government needs to get on and
deliver on the commitment it made.
I would like to talk briefly about drugs and alcohol
services. Just before the budget the Victoria’s alcohol
action plan was announced by the Premier and the
Minister for Mental Health. At the time, the minister
said at a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearing:
We, of course, need to be constantly vigilant and able to
respond to ongoing and emerging problems.

Let me tell you what ‘constantly vigilant’ translates to
in reality. Firstly there was an announcement of a
$17.6 million liquor licensing compliance directorate.
In response to a question the minister said there would
be no new licensing inspectors and no new compliance
activities in the next year, so I do not see how this
constant vigilance and response to emerging issues
translates to action in the budget when no change is
actually delivered.
The Victorian alcohol action plan was a grab bag of
ideas from this government. It did not put back one of
the 66 beds that the government removed from the
treatment service system, and eight more are about to
go from Warrnambool. The plan did not put in place
any long-term treatment services, but consistently we
hear that there is up to a four-year wait for people to
access the treatment services they need. There was
nothing in the Victorian alcohol action plan for country
Victoria.
The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee report into
the consumption of alcohol said that tailored solutions
were needed for country Victoria, because it is different
from metropolitan Melbourne, but this city-centric
government has done more of the same. There is not a
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single initiative for country Victoria in the Victorian
alcohol action plan.
Parents have an important role to play in issues
surrounding young people and drinking. When the
Victorian alcohol action plan was first promised in
2002 — six years before it was delivered — the then
minister said that strategies to suggest what parents
need to know about alcohol would be included in this
process. Once again, there is absolutely nothing.
In the time I have left I will touch on a few other areas.
In terms of our ageing community, I welcome the
funding for Trentham Residential Aged Care, the Stella
Anderson Nursing Home and the second stage of the
Kingston Centre redevelopment, but they have been a
long time coming. These services have needed
upgrades for a long time. This contrasts with the 2001
fabric survey, in which 33 facilities were identified as
dilapidated and as having unsuitable layouts and
occupational health and safety risks. At the present time
17 facilities, which is more than half the facilities
identified seven years ago, have had nothing done to
them; in fact, planning for seven of them has not even
started. This government is not delivering on facilities
for people who are ageing.
In terms of concessions, there was a promise of an
increase in water and sewerage concessions — up to
$23.50, which is about a 14.8 per cent increase, but the
average bill is going up by $100. Pensioners need to
find an additional $76 to be able to pay their bills. The
Premier promised that proportionality would be
maintained, but in Gippsland the charges are going to
go up more than 14.8 per cent, and the government will
not maintain the proportionality of the concession. This
promise is not going to be delivered, and it hits country
Victorians much harder. The concessions need to allow
older people, who are under so much pressure from
price increases, to be able to pay their water and
sewerage bills and be able to access funding for other
things they need.
In terms of the women’s affairs portfolio, I welcome
the $24.7 million initiative against intimate partner
violence, because partner violence is a leading
contributor to death, disability and illness among
women between 15 and 44 years of age. But funding in
and of itself is not enough; it also needs a solid
legislative framework and sound evaluation. In 2005
the Victorian Law Reform Commission recommended
what we have been waiting to see — that is, the family
violence bill. The Attorney-General promised in 2007
that it would be delivered last year, and we are still
waiting for the family violence bill to be introduced to
the Parliament.
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We are pleased that the evaluation of the women’s
safety strategy has happened, but its outcome is not
being made public, consistent with this government’s
secrecy and lack of transparency on important issues
that need to be addressed.
I would like to spend the last few minutes of my speech
dealing with issues in my electorate of Doncaster.
Finally there is funding in the budget for a few extra
buses on the Eastern Freeway, but the funding provided
is a fraction of the commitment of this government
under Meeting Our Transport Challenges, and it goes
nowhere near the $300 million that the Eddington
report said was required to ensure that Doncaster has a
state-of-the-art public transport service to the centre of
Melbourne that is as fast, as comfortable and as reliable
as a fixed rail service.
In contrast to the opposition, this government
consistently fails to invest in rail services to Doncaster.
Bus services need to be frequent and reliable over an
extended period so that people trust the service. We
need more investment in public transport services in
Doncaster so that people have the confidence to use the
system. At the same time that this underinvestment is
happening, the government is going to be taking a
bonanza in speed camera revenue from the residents of
Donvale, Doncaster and their surrounds.
On the one hand, I am very pleased that there is funding
for a master plan for Doncaster Secondary College. I
commend the college’s principal, staff and families
who have spent many years advocating for the upgrade
of facilities so that the students and teachers can have
the positive learning environment they deserve.
On the other hand, the failure to fund the Box Hill
Hospital redevelopment is an absolute disaster. Some
$8.5 million for infrastructure funding will only repair
air conditioners and make sure that things are turning
over, but what is needed is $850 million to completely
redevelop the hospital. The planning has been done for
years and has had the support and encouragement of the
government. The member for Burwood even chaired
the hospital’s redevelopment committee, but absolutely
nothing has happened. People in the eastern region need
a hospital service that is high quality and can deliver the
care and services that they need.
In conclusion, what do we see in the budget from this
government? We see increased revenue,
ever-increasing debt and continually failing services,
when we needed new ideas and a new approach. The
people of Doncaster — indeed, of Victoria — deserve
significantly better than what this tired and arrogant
government has provided.
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Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is with great pleasure
that I join the debate on the Appropriation (2008/2009)
Bill. I have always taken a great deal of pleasure in
speaking on each of the appropriations bills since I was
elected in 2002 because each budget, whether under the
Bracks Labor government or now under the Brumby
Labor government, has delivered significant benefits to
my electorate. This budget has been described as a baby
boom budget, and in an electorate like mine that has a
large number of families and a large number of babies
being born, it is absolutely the right sort of budget that
we need to support the families.
Whilst we are talking about the babies being born in my
electorate, I am pleased to see that we are up to the
fourth upgrade now at the Northern Hospital since we
have come to government. The upgrade this year
focuses on $2.5 million in funding for increased
maternity services that will provide for an additional
500 births to take place at that fantastic hospital. My
electorate and the northern suburbs generally are very
fortunate in the quality of health services that we have,
being served by three out of the four newest hospitals in
Victoria based in the northern suburbs: the Northern
Hospital, the Austin Hospital and the Mercy Hospital
for Women. The Austin Hospital has also had some
significant funding allocated in this budget, including
$25 million to fast-track cancer treatment at the Austin
Hospital’s appropriately named Olivia Newton-John
Cancer Centre. Also the Repatriation campus of the
Austin Hospital is going to have some additional
investment in mental health services for our veterans,
which is another fantastic health service in the northern
suburbs.
There has been additional funding for families, with an
early childhood package of $179.2 million for mothers,
babies and children in the early years. In my electorate
we have already seen a children’s centre in South
Morang, one of the first children’s centres built by this
government — they are now advocated by the Rudd
Labor government in Canberra — and we are going to
have one built shortly at Doreen. It is important to have
these early childhood services co-located with where
our kids are being educated.
I am really pleased to see that in the education
component of this fantastic Brumby Labor government
budget we are funding another new school in the Yan
Yean electorate; the Mernda central primary school will
be built to service the new communities in Mernda.
Additionally, only in the last fortnight I had great
pleasure in hosting the Minister for Education at the sod
turning for the new Doreen North primary school at
Laurimar. That follows on from the opening of the
Epping Views Primary School earlier this year and the
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Mill Park Lakes P–9 school. The first campus opened
last year, and in term 3 the dedicated P–4 and special
development school campus is due to open.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GREEN — It is all happening in schools in the
Yan Yean electorate. We are also seeing at the edge of
my electorate the upgrade to the Upper Plenty Primary
School. Not only are we making a commitment to the
large new schools that need to be built in the new
suburbs in my electorate, but I also have the privilege of
representing a lot of small rural communities, and they
have also benefited from our investments in education
with this rebuild at Upper Plenty. We also have the
Kinglake West school upgrade, which is almost
complete.
I have talked about the early years and the primary
schools, but our secondary schools have also had good
news in this budget in that each of the fantastic
secondary schools in my electorate is receiving a
significant boost in technical equipment. Whittlesea
Secondary College, a renowned leader in vocational
education and training, is receiving new equipment.
The Mill Park Secondary College, where I was
privileged to be at the senior campus last week with the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to
announce additional funding for some new drought
proofing of the multipurpose sporting facility, is also
getting some new equipment at the senior campus. The
Diamond Valley Secondary College is getting some
additional equipment. St Helena Secondary College,
which is on the edge of my electorate and which I share
with the member for Eltham, is also getting additional
equipment. Eltham High School, where many of my
constituents’ children go to school, as does my own
son, is getting additional equipment. Warrandyte High
School, where many of my constituents from North
Warrandyte attend, is also getting additional technical
equipment so that we can deliver the full range of
subjects in all the fantastic government schools in my
electorate.
Following on from secondary schools, we also have a
fantastic trades investment at the Northern Melbourne
Institute of TAFE (NMIT) campus at Epping.This is the
second major upgrade to that campus since I entered
this place in 2002. The first investment was a
$10 million investment in the agricultural and primary
industry trades, because NMIT actually delivers the
largest number of agricultural and horticultural training
courses of any institution in Victoria. This year there is
going to be another $10.5 million for the development
of another facility at this great institution that will cater
for the growing demand for training and provide a
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specialist painting and plastering training centre, a new
library and a student services building. For the
electorate that I represent, with two magnificent growth
corridors in Epping North and South Morang through
to Doreen and Mernda where there are many new
houses built, this sort of investment in local training to
provide the skilled workers to continue building those
homes is very welcome. While I am talking about those
new homes and the need to support families in buying
their homes, I was particularly pleased to see the
$1.43 million of support for first home buyers as well.
I have talked about education, early childhood services
and health benefits going to my electorate in this
budget, but in the health arena there has also been some
additional expenditure set aside for ambulance services,
including an additional peak period unit at South
Morang, which services my electorate and also that of
Greensborough. This is in addition to the many
upgrades to ambulance services that have occurred in
my electorate. I forgot to say — although it is just
outside my electorate it will also benefit the
community — that the Kilmore ambulance unit has
been upgraded to a 24-hour service. My community has
been particularly pleased with and has welcomed the
announcement pre-budget, although it is part of the
budget, of the amalgamation of the two ambulance
services in this state into one new entity that will deliver
even better ambulance services and get rid of some of
those little things such as dispatch issues that occurred
on the boundaries of the areas covered by the Rural
Ambulance Victoria (RAV) and the Metropolitan
Ambulance Services (MAS), particularly around
Kinglake. The amalgamation of those two services will
bring a lot of benefits.
I look forward shortly to the conclusion of the
construction of the first ambulance station in Whittlesea
township in addition to the ambulances this government
has placed at Diamond Creek, Craigieburn, Bundoora,
Broadmeadows and Coolaroo. This just shows that this
government has been very committed to providing and
improving ambulance services in the north, something
that was sorely neglected by the Kennett government of
the 1990s.
In the public transport arena I was very pleased to see
John Brumby on the day he became Premier of this
state less than 12 months ago nail his colours to the
mast and say that he would be a Premier who would
govern for the outer suburbs. This budget has definitely
shown his commitment to doing that. Whether it was in
his role as Treasurer or as Minister for State and
Regional Development, he has always said that he
would govern for the whole state. He has done many
things across regional Victoria, but I am pleased that he
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has also placed a focus on the outer suburbs where the
main pressures of Victoria’s booming economy are
being felt.
I also welcome the expenditure that is being made and
the support that is being provided for first home owners
constructing a home in regional Victoria. I support the
development and building of homes in regional and
country Victoria because that support for those home
buyers takes pressure off the growth corridors that I
represent. I am really pleased that the Premier,
representing the northern suburbs, has shown his
commitment to the northern suburbs by bringing
forward the timetable for the extension of the train line
to South Morang. This budget allocates $10.4 million
for the detailed planning and engineering works that are
necessary to appropriately cost this enormous project.
Those on the other side have tried to make out that this
is a very cheap project to undertake, and it certainly is
not. They have made ridiculous and underfunded
promises and played politics with this issue, but the
reality is that the system we inherited when we came to
government in 1999 was one that they had let down.
They had not invested in it at all. In fact they had
privatised it and left an enormous mess. You only have
to look at the failed contracting to see that. It cost the
government $600 million to bail out that failed
experiment.
We also found that there were very significant pinch
points in the system, and I was pleased that in previous
budgets we had started the staging of the extension of
the train line to South Morang because you cannot just
extend it. Unlike members of the opposition who might
say, ‘Just put the second storey on the house; who cares
if it has dud foundations’, we have been very
committed to fixing the foundations of that system to
prepare it for the extra demand. I am pleased to see the
work that is occurring in duplicating the track between
Clifton Hill and Westgarth and building a new bridge
because it means that unlike the 13 trains per hour that
can currently travel through the junction of the Epping
and Hurstbridge lines we will be able to have 20 trains
per hour travelling through it so that when the line is
extended to South Morang it will offer a regular
service.
I was pleased over the last financial year to see the bus
reviews that have been instigated and funded by the
Minister for Public Transport. I am certain that some of
those resources will be spent soon in my electorate once
the Whittlesea and Banyule/Nillumbik reviews come
out shortly. In the transport area I was also pleased to
see $9 million was allocated for the Yarra Glen bypass.
Many of my constituents on the eastern side of the
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electorate shop, work and go to schools in Yarra Glen
so they are very pleased to see that occurring.
On community safety, we have done a significant
amount in upgrading and building new police stations
in my electorate. I am pleased to see that the
Greensborough police station will be getting an upgrade
this time, which will improve safety and also the
experience of those attending the police station. It will
improve the reception area and the holding cells there.
This is in addition to the new police stations that have
been opened only in the last 12 months at Warrandyte
and Hurstbridge. In previous years we have had a new
station for the first time at Kinglake and a new police
station at Eltham.
In conclusion, this is an extremely good budget that
continues to nail the Brumby Labor government’s sail
to the mast and to ensure that Victoria is and remains as
the best place to live, work and raise a family. Certainly
in my electorate of Yan Yean we have seen the benefits
of the Brumby Labor government. We also look
forward to continued partnerships with and overtures
from the federal Rudd Labor government, and I am
sure that working together we can continue this good
work to deliver for the working families in our area.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the
Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, and I wish to draw on
a series of quotes that have been made in response to
the budget. I start with a quote from the shadow
Treasurer and the headline of his media release on
6 May, which says ‘State debt to sky rocket: Victoria’s
interest bill to hit $1.8 billion a year. Debt jumps to
$23 billion’. It is not a good start. We then go to Peter
Ryan, Leader of The Nationals, whose media release on
the same day states ‘Some budget wins for country
Victoria, but many more losses’. It goes on to say:
And whilst claiming to give back to the community in the
form of tax cuts, the reality is Labor is planning to increase its
tax take from payroll tax, stamp duty and land tax by a
staggering $1.5 billion this coming financial year.

The Leader of the Liberal Party’s media release of
6 May is headlined ‘Labor’s taxes soar as services
slide: payroll tax revenue up by $360 million; land tax
revenue up by almost $300 million; stamp duty revenue
up by almost $900 million’.
We then go to the local media and community
comment. In the Mansfield Courier we see the headline
by journalists Steve Kelly and Rhyll Moore, after
talking with the shire, the school and the hospital, ‘Hunt
for funding: no major windfalls for shire, hospital or
college in budget, but some hope to access more cash’.
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We then go to the Labor Party’s own state members for
Northern Victoria Region in the other place, Kaye
Darveniza and Candy Broad, whose press release says
‘The Brumby Labor government is taking action for
our region’ and all they can identify is the first
homeowner’s bonus and something on the future
farming strategy. When you come specifically to
northern Victoria — that is, all of northern Victoria —
there is a reference to a logistics centre at Wodonga,
rural dental chairs at Mildura and Wodonga which are
welcome, Goulburn Ovens TAFE at Wangaratta and
some funding for schools at Wangaratta and Wodonga.
That is the sum total; about $30 million is the sum total
of the budget contribution to northern Victoria.
If we then go on to education, we see the responses
from the community on education. In the Mansfield
Courier we have the headline on the front page, prior to
the budget, which says ‘Waiting game: college hopes
for rebuild, as termites and age eat away at facilities’.
The article says:
The college has been playing the patch-up game for years,
pouring money in to a structure they hope will soon be rebuilt
to accommodate … the needs of its 470 students.

The only problem is the government says it is not a
growing area, it is not a big school and it is low on the
priority list.
We then have the situation with the federal government
about to withdraw the incentive payments to public
sector employers for the employment of students under
the Australian School-based Apprenticeships scheme.
Mansfield Secondary College is a leader in the scheme;
it has 130 students per year undertaking the scheme and
employs up to 7 of those students in the school each
year. Let us have an example of cooperative federalism;
let us have our Labor colleagues at the state level
negotiate with Mr Rudd and Ms Gillard to bring back
that benefit so that Mansfield Secondary College and
other colleges in country Victoria can give our country
kids a chance of achieving.
Let us move on to Catholic schools. The headline on
the front page of the Wangaratta Chronicle, Friday,
16 May reads, ‘What about our schools?’, and the
subheading reads, ‘Catholic, independents fear higher
fees, as state refuses funding plea’. We then have a
letter from Denis Higgins, who is the director of
Catholic education for the Sandhurst diocese. The letter
identifies a number of issues that are hurting Catholic
schools. It asks the government to commit to full
indexation of all state recurrent and targeted grants to
the Catholic sector on the basis of the increased cost of
education in Victoria. It asks for the base Victorian
state grant to be increased to 25 per cent of the cost of
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educating a student in a government school, in line with
the average state or territory contribution across
Australia. Currently Victorian Catholic schools only
receive 15.8 per cent of that amount — shame on the
Labor government! Catholic schools receive only
$5000 per student with a disability; a government
school with the same student would receive $15 000.
The suggestion to Catholic and independent schools is
that they increase fees, but there is a little problem:
parents cannot afford to pay increased fees. If we look
at socioeconomic status levels — that is, the indicator
of poverty in the communities that schools service —
100 is an average level, whereas St Joseph’s School in
Benalla has the level of 93, down from 94; FCJ College
in Benalla is 92, down from 94; St John’s School at
Euroa is 90; St Mary’s School at Mansfield is 93;
St Mary’s School at Myrtleford is 89 and St Joseph’s
School at Nagambie is 88. The schools cannot afford to
put up their fees because the people cannot afford to
pay them.
Mr Nardella — It is their decision.
Dr SYKES — The member for Melton says, ‘It is
their decision’. Thanks very much to the caring
member for Melton; the local people will be much
impressed by the caring Labor Party!
Let us move on to kindergartens. The headline of the
Mansfield Courier of 3 June reads, ‘Kinder dilemma as
state cuts funding’, and the subheading reads, ‘Higher
fees, big classes, waiting lists pondered’. The article
refers to:
an $18 000 cutback in state government funding for the
Mansfield kindergarten …

It says:
Currently running three classes of 20 per week, the
kindergarten may be forced to drop to two classes of … 30 —

students —
per week.

Thanks very much — the Labor Party cares about
country kids, doesn’t it?
Let us move on to tertiary education. I quote from a
media release by Peter Hall, a Nationals member,
headed ‘Tertiary education, skills, miss out in budget’:
Mr Hall said the government had reduced budgeted funding
for its skills and workforce output by 3.7 per cent —

thanks very much to the caring Labor government!
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The government proposes to change the TAFE system
in ways that may result in the introduction of higher
education contribution scheme-style fees, increasing the
cost of education for country kids, who are already
struggling to achieve their tertiary education, because if
you are a country kid your tertiary education costs
twice as much as it would if you were a city kid —
thanks very much to the caring Labor government!
Let us move to local government, which is outraged. I
again go to the Mansfield Courier. I quote from an
article of 12 May under the headline ‘Weed fight funds
not enough’:
northern Victoria councils say they don’t have —

enough —
money to deal with the responsibility of tackling roadside
weeds in their municipalities.
…
Mansfield Shire Council chief executive officer David Roff
said his council only had the resources to deal with minimal
roadside weed control and the funding provided in the Future
Farming package needed to be reviewed.

We have the Wangaratta Rural City Council being
quoted in an article that appeared in the Wangaratta
Chronicle of Friday, 9 May, under the heading
‘Roadside weeds cost ratepayers’ and the subheading
‘State dumps responsibility: council forced to fork out
around $195 000’.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Dr SYKES — City chief executive officer, Doug
Sharp, confirms that the annual bill will be around
$195 000. The move was a clear case of — the member
for Melton should listen! — government cost shifting.
Let us just stick with weeds for a moment. We have the
government making a great contribution to the
management of our state! About 7 million hectares of
the country is now under the so-called ‘management’ of
the state. Parks Victoria wrote a letter to the local
people in the Goomalibee area. They said in relation to
weed control:
Parks Victoria has limited resources for the control of weeds
in the many parks and reserves we manage, resources are
allocated against a range of competing priorities.

The government has not got enough money! It keeps
taking control of more land, and it will not provide
funds for the land it already has the responsibility to
manage.
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Let us move on to health, and a plea to the member for
Melton, through the Chair of course. Regarding Alpine
Health services, the Alpine Observer of Wednesday,
4 June, has the heading ‘Health service misses funding’
and the subheading ‘Alpine Health left out in cold after
federal government rethink’. The federal government
has pulled the pin on $780 000 of regional partnership
money to upgrade the health services in Myrtleford,
Mount Beauty and Bright. Thanks very much to a
caring Labor government! What about you blokes over
there putting your so-called cooperative federalism into
practice and talking to your mates up there to get that
money so that the country elderly and country sick
people can have some help.
We move on, and there is another little problem called
energy costs. Electricity is set to go up by about 17 per
cent in 2008 and gas prices are going to rise by more
than 7 per cent, but there have been no increases to the
energy concessions or hardship payment, according to
the Leader of the Liberal Party. That is the — —
Mr Nardella — That’s a reliable source.
Dr SYKES — At least we do not tell lies like that
fellow across on the other side who has been naming
the Plug the Pipe people. His day of reckoning will
come. If we look at electricity prices, we see in the
Shepparton News — the paper operated by the
McPherson family, who are strong advocates of piping
water from north to south — of Wednesday, 4 June, the
headline ‘Electricity price surge’ and the subheading
‘New contract, but council’s still forking out 30 per
cent more for power’, it is making it a little bit hard for
country people, is it not?
Let us look at the Weekly Times of 28 May and the
article by Lyndal Reading under the headline ‘Shock
for rural business’. It states:
Country businesses pay up to 40 per cent more for electricity
than their metropolitan counterparts.
A study by the City of Greater Bendigo and the Better
Bendigo Manufacturing Group found that Victorian country
network prices are 19 to 30 per cent higher than Melbourne.

But that is all right — we govern for all Victorians,
don’t we! That side of the house says, ‘We govern for
all Victorians’, but it is not governing very evenly. The
government supposedly looks after the interests of the
people in Bendigo!
Let us move on to deal with the drought.
Mr Nardella — What drought?
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Dr SYKES — What drought? That is right, because
the budget says that we are assuming the drought is
over. I have got news for the government: it is not
over — and the people out there are hurting. What I
will tell the government is that now our community
leaders are starting to hurt. They are coming to me and
saying, ‘Bill, it is getting too tough. Those people we
thought were resilient financially and emotionally are
rolling over, they are going over’. It is starting to knock
around our community leaders who have been holding
them together.
Our community outreach worker, Ivan Lister, whom I
have mentioned in this Parliament before in relation to
this issue, is funded for five days a week until 30 June.
After 30 June his funding cuts back to cover only three
days a week. I have made pleas to the Minister for
Mental Health, and I have made pleas to the secretary
to the Department of Human Services, and they tell me
they are still considering it. They have not worked out
whether in less than three weeks time there will be
funding for a community outreach worker who is out
there connecting people to their lifeline. Thanks very
much for a caring Labor government! We love them!
Just in case members have not read the local papers up
our way, the drought is continuing, and the Murray
River is a series of waterholes. There is a bit of a
drought up there!
The government of the day wishes to take water —
steal water — from the dry north and pipe it south when
there is not enough water up there.
If we then look at another sleight of hand, we have the
Country Fire Authority volunteer welfare fund, which
is a good idea; a generous idea of $2 million. But
according to Mr Alex Hooper, a CFA volunteer — are
members listening? — $1.5 million of that $2 million is
going to come from the fire services levy. Do members
know who pays that? It is those of us who insure our
properties. Do members know what the rate of the fire
services levy is now in Victoria? In rural Victoria the
fire services levy is now 58 per cent or 59 per cent,
which is way above any other fire services levy in states
which have those levies. The Labor government is a
non-caring government.
Finally, let us look at what could have been delivered.
For example, the Alpine shire has issued a booklet on
its economic development issues, and has come up with
a number of suggestions which would kick along the
shire, including clarification of water rights; security of
water supply, which includes the upgrading and
expansion of Lake Buffalo into Big Buffalo; and a
secure water supply for Bright and Myrtleford. Bright
has 30 000 people and still does not have anything
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more than direct access to the river. For $10 million the
shire could put in place infrastructure to put power and
water up to Mount Buffalo Chalet so we would have
something for people to come and visit. But this Labor
government does not care.
I have not even touched on the food bowl and that
fiasco other than to say that last week we saw what
country people were thinking. Today we heard on ABC
radio what their view is. Just in case the government
has not got the message, the headline on the front page
of Wednesday’s Alexandra Standard says:
Brumby calls PTP — —

Plug the Pipe — —
liars.

That is not a good call.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate the
opportunity to speak on this fantastic budget; the first
budget delivered by our new Treasurer, and the first
Brumby government budget. It was welcomed with
open arms in the Pascoe Vale electorate, particularly by
Pascoe Vale North Primary School, which had
$3.1 million worth of reasons to smile. Education is a
top priority in my electorate, for my electorate office
and the work we do, and for the local community, and
this budget delivers a fantastic result.
I want to highlight the great work that enabled the state
budget to deliver for Pascoe Vale North Primary
School’s stage 2 modernisation project. I had been
advocating on behalf of the school to have this
much-needed capital works program finalised. After the
completion of the $1.37 million stage 1 upgrade in
2006 the school was given the go-ahead for the stage 2
plan. We have a fantastic principal in Peter Adams, and
a school council led by Sonia Josipovic. They have
worked tirelessly to get funding to rebuild the school.
When the stage 2 modernisation is complete the new
students at the school will be able to enjoy
state-of-the-art facilities which are matched only by the
fantastic teaching, the curriculum and the dedicated
volunteer and staff team there. Stage 2 of the project
includes the replacement of light timber construction
buildings, a new library, a new art room, and
refurbished administration and toilet blocks.
Other budget initiatives in education that were
welcomed in my electorate were $100 000 for Pascoe
Vale Girls College and $20 000 for Coburg Senior
High School. Those grants will build on funding that is
required to provide state-of-the-art technical and
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vocational education and training. It includes items
such as computer-aided drafting and manufacturing
equipment and software, machinery equipment, digital
lathes and automotive and engineering equipment.
Students doing the vocational education and training
(VET) program and similar programs will have
state-of-the-art technical and vocational education
equipment to accompany the great training provided by
the schools. Lest people say that the work is complete, I
highlight now that in the next budget I will make school
infrastructure funding a top priority for the Pascoe Vale
Girls College, which deserves the next phase of its
modernisation.
Turning now to transport, the budget provided funding
for the implementation of the new clearways policy. I
am pleased the Minister for Roads and Ports is in the
house this evening because I have had the opportunity
to speak with him about the importance of consultation
on clearways, and it is fantastic that he will be meeting
with interested parties in another week or so on
clearways. The Moreland Integrated Transport strategy,
accompanied by the minister’s new announcement on
clearways, can give a greater transport provision to the
Sydney Road corridor. At certain times of the day
Sydney Road has clearways on both sides of the road.
The new clearways policy will enable us to work with
VicRoads, Moreland council and the Coburg traders to
have, for example, three forms of transport along
Sydney Road: the tram line, a road for cars and a
dedicated bike lane. The establishment of the new
clearways and the implementation of these three forms
of transport will ensure the government strategy for
more non-vehicular transport will occur.
What I love about Sydney Road, and I need to declare
my interest in cycling at this point, is that it is a nice,
clear, flat road that goes straight into the city. For those
who are not interested in the great big bike rides and
mountain bike riding, Sydney Road provides clear,
efficient transport straight into the city without any
hills. This will be a great outcome, and funding is
provided in the budget for the new clearways.
I now refer to public transport. This budget continues to
improve on the many initiatives that have been
undertaken by the Labor government in public
transport. It was a great day when the new Gowanbrae
on-demand bus service was announced by the Minister
for Public Transport. It will be running when the third
school term commences. This new service provides
public transport to a part of Moreland that previously
had no public transport whatsoever.
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The transport initiatives from the Hume-Moreland Bus
Service Review have enabled extra bus services on the
Gowrie to Northland route. We have also been able to
implement route 530, which travels between
Campbellfield and North Coburg and which will extend
the existing route to Gowrie railway station and central
Coburg. Route 534, Glenroy to Merlynston, will have
an extension of the existing route to central Coburg and
an extension of operating hours to 9.00 p.m. seven days
a week. The operating hours of route 540, Upfield to
Broadmeadows, will be extended to 9.00 p.m. seven
days a week. That is part of this government’s
commitment under the $10.5 million Meeting Our
Transport Challenges action plan, which includes a
10-year strategy to improve our transport system.
In concluding on transport, I congratulate the
Department of Sustainability and Environment for
taking action to ensure the completion of the principal
bike network. There have been some hold-ups with
municipal councils, and small objections are being
made. Previously they have been heard on a one-by-one
basis. The Department of Sustainability and
Environment has taken the decision to complete as
many of these pathways as possible. This will be a great
improvement. It will be good for cycling, will lead to
improved health benefits and of course will be good for
the environment.
The third area that I would like to mention resulting
from the budget is health. One of the best speeches I
heard from the member for Ivanhoe was the one he
gave the other week in relation to mental health
services, particularly in the northern suburbs. As he is
lucky enough to have the great public Austin Hospital
in his electorate, he knows the facilities there and the
great work of its staff, particularly in mental health.
This budget provides for the northern suburbs even
further improvements in mental health, with
$15.5 million for works at the Heidelberg Repatriation
Hospital, including the centre for trauma-related mental
health services. The centre is to be a redevelopment of
the veterans psychiatric unit and will provide a new
20-bed unit for inpatients and outpatients, treating
veterans and non-veterans suffering from
post-traumatic stress disorder, anxiety disorders and
major mood disorders.
Pascoe Vale and surrounds, particularly Pascoe Vale,
were established after the Second World War by soldier
settlers, who hold the repatriation hospital very dear.
Many of them at our local RSL were probably the most
outspoken critics of our involvement in the Iraq war. I
quite frankly thought that many of them would support
it, but after the trauma they had experienced they said
that no young person should be sent to war in Iraq. Not
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one person at the Pascoe Vale RSL supported our
involvement in that war. The fact is, though, that we
sent people to Iraq, and we will require more inpatient
and outpatient services for veterans as a result. The
wonderful Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital will be
able to provide just that.
Also on health, we will have improvements in
ambulances. Twenty-four new paramedic teams are
being established, and Coburg is lucky enough to also
have improved ambulance services as a result of this
budget.
The Northern Hospital has been allocated $2.5 million
for the expansion of its maternity services. The member
for Yan Yean mentioned that in her contribution, so I
will not go into it in detail because I am running out of
time.
The other item I wish to cover in the 3 minutes
remaining is the fact that money has been allocated to
the Department of Human Services in the Office of
Women’s Policy. I welcome that, particularly in
relation to the recent reports of the Victorian Law
Reform Commission. Good policy requires thorough
investigation by our departmental policy personnel. I
trust they will take time to read and incorporate 80 per
cent of the submissions made to the VLRC’s recent
inquiry into abortion.
In my submission to that inquiry I recommended an
increased emphasis on informed consent. I
recommended an adverse events register, because it is
good public policy and it is done in the public hospitals,
but it is not done in private facilities; with increased
information in relation to post-abortion trauma it is
really important that we have that information on an
adverse events register. The third component that I
emphasised in my submission to that inquiry was
adequate time for pregnancy counselling, reflection and
decision making. If we are to have good public policy
on reproductive technology, reproductive health and
abortion, we must have in all cases informed consent.
We need to know the effects of certain procedures, and
adverse events registers are therefore very important.
Of course you cannot have informed consent without
adequate time for pregnancy counselling, reflection and
decision making.
With those comments, I wish to congratulate the budget
expenditure review committee that put together this
budget. I want to congratulate the Treasurer and the
Premier on what is for one his first budget as Treasurer,
and for the other his first budget as Premier. The results
of this budget will be profound, and they will continue

Tuesday, 10 June 2008

to make Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family.
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — This
government has blown probably the greatest political
opportunity in Victorian history. It has blown it in the
good years — and what a disappointment it is!
Government members have had the time, they have had
the money, they have had the power and they have had
nearly nine years to do anything they wanted as a
government, but they have done so little.
What do Victorians have to show for this government’s
tenure? We have slipped in most of the indexes, we
have slipped in livability in Melbourne and we have
slipped in the interstate comparisons. This budget
simply adds to what is a very ordinary record of a
government that inherited surpluses, inherited
opportunity and inherited a chance to really make a
difference. This budget lacks vision. It simply taxes to
the maximum and provides minimum services. Debt is
soaring yet again.
It is extraordinary that at the very time the federal
government is preaching restraint, this budget expands
the basis both of revenue and of expenses by around
10 per cent in 12 months. Total revenues this year will
be close to $38 billion, a 10 per cent increase from last
year — a $3.5 billion revenues increase from last year
at a time like this! Total expenses are some
$37 billion — an over 9 per cent increase of $3.1 billion
in that period. This is at the very time, as I said, that the
federal government is preaching restraint. Again as I
said, there are maximum taxes, minimum services,
rising debt and a lack of vision.
The budget was self-proclaimed by the Treasurer and
promoted in the budget lock-up as a baby budget —
perhaps it is not a baby boomer’s budget but a booming
baby budget! — and to an extent he was correct. Our
babies will be paying for years to come for the failings
of this government. They will be paying long into the
future. What an irony that is, when this government has
had so much by way of surplus, when it has had so
much by way of opportunity and when it has itself
closed so many obstetrics wards around the state. The
reality of this budget is that trains will still run late,
local school roofs will still leak and Victorians will still
be stuck on waiting lists for vital health care.
An interesting thing has been happening in Victoria and
with this government over the last few months. The
Premier has been in the job for nearly 12 months, but
he is making a concerted effort to wash his hands of his
predecessor’s years. The rhetoric associated with
almost every announcement of this government — and
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we heard it again in question time today — runs to this
issue: ‘We have suddenly got some unexpected growth
in Victoria; therefore all bets are off. We might not
have got it right in the past, so we can wash our hands
of the Bracks years and draw a new line in the sand’. It
is nonsense, Acting Speaker, and Victorians ought to be
on guard for this sort of rhetoric.
To see this we only have to go back to 2002 and the 12
or 18 months beforehand, when the Deputy Premier
was the planning minister and was preparing what was
described then as the metropolitan strategy, which has
since become known as Melbourne 2030. That strategy
initially was going to be a 2020 strategy. It was to map
out growth in metropolitan Melbourne and Victoria to
the year 2020. The population figures were obviously
prepared for that. Along with that strategy went a
transport strategy, which was titled early on and
retained its title, 20-20-20 — 20 per cent of trips by the
year 2020 was the aim, coming off a base of about 8 per
cent of trips. The whole strategy was designed for 2020.
The population figures and the growth estimates were
there and the estimates were such that all that has
happened in Victoria could have been anticipated. But
what happened? Very late in the process, when the
former Deputy Premier was under pressure on the
metropolitan strategy, it switched from a 2020 strategy
to a 2030 one, because the numbers were a bit scary.
The anticipated growth at the time was a bit scary, and
it shifted to a 2030 strategy. And former Deputy
Premier John Thwaites stepped aside and we had
another minister, we have had another since, and we
have had another since then. All along the anticipated
growth was there. This washing of hands of the past has
been a complete nonsense.
In 2004 I had the privilege of attending a conference
when there was a heady debate about population figures
in this state. Some very well-credentialled individuals
got up and indicated that the government was not being
truthful with its growth figures.
Dr Napthine — They weren’t liars, were they?
Mr BAILLIEU — The member for South-West
Coast asked whether the government were liars. I
would not say that; they were simply falsely asserting
the growth figures. Very curiously at that conference
one of the principal public servants in charge of these
figures had the rug pulled on his contribution, because
the government did not want to expose what were the
real figures.
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The good years have been blown and, as I said, this
budget simply has not delivered. It is not the first, but it
is interesting to reflect — —
Mr Nardella — It won’t be the last.
Mr BAILLIEU — You have got two more to go,
Johnny, and I suspect they will not deliver either! It is
interesting to reflect on some of the commentary on the
budget. The Ballarat Courier of 7 May says ‘Tax funds
surplus while debt rises’ and:
Victorians will pay more … than ever as the state government
looks to increase the size of its surpluses and go deeper into
debt to fund infrastructure.

I refer to newspaper headlines. The Warrnambool
Standard said ‘High on taxes, low on glamour’; the
Border Mail said ‘Record tax take to fund spree’; and
the AMA (Australian Medical Association) described
this budget in at least the Ballarat Courier, if not in
other places, as a ‘golden opportunity missed’. The
Australian Financial Review noted the ‘problems
ahead’ for this government, and the Australian noted,
again on 7 May, ‘Brumby borrows to spend up big’.
The Age said it neatly in its editorial of 7 May:
… a state budget of missed opportunities —

and indeed it is. If we look at what the situation is in
regard to other states, how does Victoria measure up
these days? How do we measure up in terms of police,
education, health and public transport? You do not have
to be a genius to know. In policing, per capita police
numbers are amongst the lowest of Australian states.
No new police are announced in this budget, and indeed
since the budget the Police Association has estimated
the force is some 3000 officers short.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr BAILLIEU — The member for Melton wants
to make another contribution, which causes me to note
that in Melton and indeed in Brimbank the estimate is
that they are 120 police officers short, but I am sure the
member for Melton does not care about that even
though Melton has the fourth highest incidence of
most-violent assaults.
On per capita education, Victoria has the lowest level of
Catholic and independent funding per student of any
state and the lowest levels of literacy and numeracy of
any mainland state. What a wonderful trip we had in
terms of the enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) on
teachers, when the government was dragged kicking
and screaming to pay teachers at the highest level in
Australia, only for us to discover later that that was not
the case.
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On health, we still have the lowest level of per capita
funding for public hospitals and the fewest beds per
capita. It is an extraordinary record. In public transport,
there is still no relief: it is overcrowded and unreliable,
with no new trains, trams or tracks. The list goes on.
What have we had in tax, compared with other states?
Victorians will still be paying the most stamp duty of
any state on a median-priced home, land tax has gone
up, gaming taxes are up, stamp duty is up, congestion
levies have been retained when they have proved to be
a farce, motor cycle levies have been retained and fines
are up. Indeed, taxation is up all round. If you look at
the basic taxation message, when the government
released this budget it pushed out this message that
somehow or other it is making some tax cuts. The
budget had $1.5 billion in extra taxes and $300 million
was given back. That was the simple message.
I want to comment also about an issue which is
increasingly engaging not only Victorians but all
Australians, and that is fuel prices. It is interesting that
the take per litre to Victoria is of significance. I think
members would know that the GST on fuel in Victoria
comes back to Victoria by way of that GST.
Interestingly, over the last 12 months fuel prices have
obviously increased. Associated with that increase, the
Victorian government is collecting additional money.
For every 5 cent addition to the fuel price, there is an
extra $30 million take by the Victorian government.
If you go back to 12 months ago, the price of fuel was
about $1.30 per litre, although obviously it varied at
different pumps. It is now heading north, and we are
told that it will soon be $2 a litre. We need to take into
account the fact that the Victorian government is taking
a fair slab of additional money as a consequence. In
addition to the issues of this industry and the economy
in Victoria, it is interesting to look at the latest
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry survey of business trends and the June quarter
2008 outlook. It notes that trading conditions weakened
during the March quarter and that the business
sentiment index is down. Indeed, the document shows
that few are expecting stronger conditions over the next
12 months and others are gloomier.
We have had a positive announcement today about
Toyota in terms of a new model vehicle to be built in
Victoria over the next few years. That came at the same
time as Holden pulled 500 jobs out of its engine
manufacturing plant. Expectations are not high at the
moment in terms of business confidence, and we need
to recognise that. Indeed the Australian Industry Group
said as much in April this year. It noted that the
construction industry is continuing to decline and that
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the service sector is being hit hard by rising interest
rates.
A series of concerns have been expressed by other
members in terms of what this government has and has
not done. Obviously there have been significant
blow-outs, whether it is the Monash-West Gate project,
which is $360 million over budget already, as we have
heard in the last few weeks, the channel deepening
project or the extraordinary myki project. We have
noted that debt is projected to balloon out to some
$23 billion by 2012. If you go back to last year’s budget
and look at the commentary about debt last year, it is
extraordinary to think it has blown out even further.
If we look at some of the things that are missing in this
budget, we see that they are quite extraordinary. There
is no reference of any significance to the Tattersall’s
and Tabcorp payout provisions, channel deepening
support is not what was sought and there is no reference
to funding any projects of the Eddington report or of
recycled water options. Where is that pipeline to
Sebastian near Bendigo, which I am sure you would be
aware of, Acting Speaker? Where is the funding for an
independent, broad-based anticorruption commission?
Where is the funding for the Seymour Technical High
College or for Catholic teachers or TAFE teachers?
Where is the funding in Kororoit for upgrades to the
strategy for Main Road, St Albans? Where is the
funding for Caroline Springs? Just in terms of my own
electorate, I mention again the community hub and
Manresa Kindergarten — where is the funding to
support that? I hope that that announcement comes
soon. Where is the funding to support those initiatives
to reduce crime and violence in my electorate? What
we have seen instead is this government stripping local
communities of power and planning power, and we
have seen yet again a visionless budget of maximum
taxes and minimum services.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am very
pleased to rise in support of yet another terrific budget
presented by the new Treasurer, the Honourable John
Lenders from the other place. It is also the first budget
of the new Premier and builds on major investment of
money in a variety of key areas over the last few years.
I am very pleased to say that yet again the people of my
electorate will share in the benefits arising from this
budget. The budget is squarely a budget that targets
young families, families in general, young people and
the outer suburbs, and it resonates, again, with the
commitment of the government to the key areas of
health, education, transport and, of course, water
infrastructure. I am very pleased that the budget
presents a very good report on where we have come
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and where we are heading into the future. We have a
government that has built up major credit over a
number of years for its record investments into these
key areas, but we have not lost sight of the fact that
there is more that needs to be done, and we are on the
way and in the business of doing more and delivering.
This budget is certainly one that will put fruit on the
trees.
As I said, there has been a major boost to Victoria’s
population, and that is basically because there has been
a major vote of confidence in the management of the
economy here in Victoria, which has seen record jobs
growth and a very low unemployment level compared
to the rest of the country. For a state that has much less
in the way of natural resources to dig out of the ground
and export, we are doing phenomenally well. That is
because we are able to inject faith and strength and
hope into the business community in manufacturing,
and are able to grow the state so that the shares are
there for everyone to benefit from and enjoy — from
the producers, whether of food products or
manufacturing and other types of businesses, right
down to people who are employed in those very
industries. There have been big ticks over the years of
this government for our investment and our faith in
industry and growing the economy, and again, this
budget shares out the benefits derived from that hard
work and investment and trust in our economy and our
people. Our people are our greatest strength.
I would like to talk about some of this government’s
key areas of interest. Education, of course, remains our
no. 1 priority, and that is why we set about making a
commitment before the last state election to rebuild or
renovate every government school right across the
state. This budget provides further dollars to effect that
commitment. The budget provides $592 million to
build, replace and renovate 128 schools in communities
right across the state, and I am very pleased to state that
schools in my electorate have been beneficiaries of this
commitment in previous budgets in this term, and
certainly we are well on the way to fulfilling our
commitment in terms of rebuilding, renovating or
replacing every one of our government schools right
across the state. There have also been major
investments for teachers to work in schools where they
are needed most, and funding for maintenance
programs in TAFEs, to give young Victorians the best
possible learning and training facilities.
I certainly commend and point to the latest government
education blueprint, which comes to terms with very
challenging issues to ensure that we have well-trained
teachers and principals in the schools where it is hardest
to teach. One of the key hallmarks of this government,
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of which I am very proud, is that it is prepared to
address issues of equity and better outcomes for all
children.
Regardless of whether it be in primary or secondary
schools in the Mill Park electorate or in the eastern
suburbs, this government is prepared to lift standards
right across our communities, including in the western
suburbs and the northern suburbs, where my electorate
is and where there are challenges before us. There are
terrific principals and teachers in a lot of the schools in
my electorate, and I am very pleased that this
government is intent on delivering dollars and programs
to assist them in getting the best outcomes that we
possibly can from students and families. Expectations
are very important when it comes to learning outcomes,
and I know that a lot of families and children in areas
such as mine will benefit from this government’s
efforts and specialised concentration on lifting
standards in schools and growing the potential of young
people in our communities. They deserve it, this
government knows they deserve it, and it will help to
ensure that people are given the break they need.
I am also very pleased that there is a new emphasis on
cancer. The new cancer action plan aims to increase
cancer survival rates. We have a government that is not
simply about investing money in infrastructure and
people resources to deal with problems that currently
exist; it is about prevention too. Whether it is about
obesity, whether it is about healthier eating or whether
it is about generally broader health benefits, the key is
also to address the preventive elements that will filter
through our population in areas such as health, and
cancer is a critical area.
The Premier is very passionate about innovation. He
has led the charge in innovation and supporting
innovative programs here in Victoria across a wide
range of industries, and health is no different. I am very
pleased that we are a leading state in the area of
programmatic funding to increase the cancer survival
rates of Victorians. The target is to increase those rates
by a further 10 per cent. If you look at it in terms of
numbers, we aim to save 2000 lives by 2015. This
$150 million plan will step up our efforts to tackle the
causes of cancer. Of course smoking is an important
element, but it is not the only one. I am very pleased
that many people who would otherwise be at risk of
dying from cancer in the future will benefit from this
terrific leading-edge initiative.
Transport is another key feature of this budget. We
have rolled out a number of initiatives over the life of
this government to rebuild what was an early
20th-century transportation system, one that was
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neglected for decades and decades — and let us be
clear about this — by every colour of government. It
took this government to shoulder the heavy burden of
bringing our public transport system to the point it is at
now, and the plan is to bring it to a level that our
communities deserve, especially in the outer suburbs
where there is a large population growth. As part of this
budget the government is investing another
$769 million for outer metropolitan arterial road
improvements and for additional road maintenance
funding, and I am fairly confident that the area that I
service in my electorate will see some of those benefits
reach its boundaries. Since 1999 the government has
funded 1500 road safety projects and over
1130 accident black spots, but of course it does not stop
there.
For an example of the benefits of this budget to my
electorate specifically, we only have to look at the
growth and expansion of the Northern Hospital, which
has the pride of place in our community. It has the
busiest emergency department of metropolitan
Melbourne at least, if not all of Victoria, and this
government squarely recognises the importance of
delivering extra funds to that hospital.
I note in passing that the Minister for Health has been
working very closely in collaboration with the federal
government — with the avid support, of course, and
involvement of the Premier — to deliver record growth
funds to tackle elective surgery waiting lists, and I
know that the Northern Hospital will benefit from that.
I was very pleased that the budget is delivering
$2.5 million to the Northern Hospital to expand the
existing maternity services there. The add-on to the
maternity unit will ensure that it is able to cope with an
extra 500 births each year. I was very pleased that the
Minister for Health was able to visit the Northern
Hospital last week and have a chat with nurses, doctors
and other medical staff, together with the member for
Thomastown and me, to discuss the benefits of that
expansion to maternity services, and the news was very
well received.
We are also looking at improving training opportunities
for young people in my electorate. The Epping campus
of the Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE has been
allocated $10.5 million for expansion of its existing
services. That TAFE college in Epping has gone from
strength to strength since the advent of this government,
with the sheer confidence by weight of investment that
this government has given to training and growing the
training opportunities for young people, especially in
the outer suburbs. I am very pleased to see this
additional expenditure for the suburbs of Mill Park and
surrounds.
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We have also had a very significant boost to local
ambulance services. There will now be money for a
12-hour peak period ambulance unit located in my
electorate to help service the growing area of South
Morang. I also note that there is additional funding to
ensure that there are over 19 000 extra free ambulance
transport services for pensioners and health care card
holders.
Of course our commitment is clear on the extension of
the Epping train line. We have reaffirmed our
commitment as a government to seeing the extension of
that rail line, and I am very pleased that this comes on
the heels of the $52 million that has already been
committed to and is currently being spent on the
duplication of the rail bridge over the Merri Creek at
Clifton Hill to grow the capacity of the two rail lines
there — Hurstbridge and Epping. This will allow
additional morning peak-hour services to run. I am very
pleased that the Premier’s commitment upon his
elevation to the premiership was to bring forward some
key transport initiatives; this is one of them. I am very
pleased that there is clear planning money for detailed
plans for the duplication of the Epping line between
Keon Park and Epping and for the extension to South
Morang. I will certainly be following this development
very keenly, and I look forward with some hope that in
next year’s budget there may be some more news on
the bringing forward of this critical infrastructure
project for the people of my electorate. I would like to
pay particular tribute to the Minister for Public
Transport and the Premier, no less, for their
commitment to this very important initiative for my
electorate.
This budget builds on a terrific or wonderful record that
has brought the outer suburbs into the heart of
government. The electorate of Mill Park is one such
electorate that has been brought into the heart of
government in the way that government operates and
the services that it delivers. I am very pleased to know
that if it were not for the government we have today,
we would certainly be miles behind in terms of the
services that are the very key to the people of my
electorate. I commend this bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
rise to speak in this debate on the Appropriation
(2008/2009) Bill. It is certainly one of the more
important bills that we deal with in a year, and it is
probably one of the relatively few opportunities that
Parliament gets to run the ruler over the government’s
performance — only in the broadest sense of course
because there is not really too much in the way of hard
data or meaningful information. There is lots of paper
in the budget but there is not too much hard data. I
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guess you do not really want facts and stuff that you
can actually get your teeth into to get in the way of
what the government thinks is a good story. I thought
the best summary of the budget came from The
Australian in its quite simple headline ‘Straight-faced
grab for revenue’. I thought it summed up the budget
reasonably well.
The reality is that not much changes from year to year.
Each year the standard of services declines further, the
waiting lists at our hospitals get longer, the trains, the
trams and the buses become more crowded, and the
gridlock on the roads tightens even further. Worst of all
though is the increase in unmet demand across many
human services areas. I find that term ‘unmet demand’
to be one of the more offensive expressions in
bureaucratese. It would be almost quaint if it did not
mask so effectively the enormous difficulties that so
many in our community face. Our state debt continues
to grow, and I guess that is entirely predictable. It is,
after all, a typical Labor budget.
One of the things that concerns me about the way we
are heading is that the hard-fought gains of the 1990s
are in serious risk of being squandered. The economy
and the budget Labor inherited in 1999 were in
excellent shape, and it was all the more remarkable that
they were in excellent shape given the rust bucket,
virtually bankrupt state in which this place was left in
1992. The turnaround that was achieved was the result
of an extraordinary amount of hard work, not only by
the government of the day but from right across the
Victorian community. There were hardships spread all
around, and it had to be that way if we were going to
break out of the direction in which we had been cast.
The community bit the bullet, it put in the time and the
effort, and the result was absolutely amazing. We are at
very real risk of losing those gains and falling back to
where we were.
The figures in this budget and indeed the figures in the
March national accounts figures which were recently
published have now confirmed that Victoria is a
second-tier state. The figures also indicate how exposed
this economy and the state budget has become to the
effect of rising interest rates and how exposed we are to
the blow-out in world oil prices. Of course both those
things have started to bite in the last three months, and I
suspect they will be issues in budgets for a number of
years to come. Under this government the state growth
rate has been below the national growth rate for seven
of the last eight years.
Far from capitalising on the opportunities created by the
Howard government, growth in this state has plateaued
and then collapsed. It is down from 1.8 per cent in the
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December quarter to 0.6 per cent in March. We are
even being outstripped by New South Wales, and that is
saying something. We have only marginally more than
one-third the growth of states like South Australia and
Western Australia, despite the oft-repeated statements
in this place from both government members and
ministers and the mantra of, ‘We are spending record
amounts on …’ — and here we can insert whatever the
subject is.
When it comes to infrastructure, the national accounts
reveal the truth. Public sector capital investment grew
by less than 1 per cent in this state in the 12 months to
March compared with 20 per cent nationally. That
means we are not investing in our schools, we are not
investing in our hospitals and we are not investing in
our public transport or our roads at a pace that goes
anywhere near keeping up with current demand, let
alone building the sort of infrastructure that we need to
ensure future prosperity. Violence on the streets
continues to rise because we are not investing in public
safety. Our quality of life in this state continues to drop.
Melbourne’s much-vaunted livability status is now,
sadly, a distant memory.
With every budget that passes the opportunity to
reverse the decline is diminished. You might well ask
why, because this government has not exactly been
short of cash or of opportunity. It has had the growth
revenue stream of the GST, which thanks to the
foresight and courage of the Howard government has
delivered a bonus to the state that 20th century
treasurers could only dream about. It has gone from a
base in 2000–01 of $5.1 billion to $10.3 billion in the
coming financial year, an increase of 102 per cent. In
contrast the all-groups consumer price index (CPI) for
Melbourne in December 1999 stood at 123.5; by March
2008 it had risen to 160.6, a rise of slightly over 30 per
cent. Inflation is up by less than a third and the GST
income has doubled. Payroll tax, which is essentially a
tax on employment and is a reason not to employ
another person as far as employers are concerned, has
risen by 70 per cent since 1999 — more than double the
rate of increase of the CPI.
Property taxes now make up a huge proportion of
budget income, so we are now dangerously exposed
when the inevitable asset price correction comes.
Whether it is a big correction or a small correction, it
will come and it will cause damage to the budget. Land
tax has climbed from $378 million in 1999 to over
$1 billion in this budget year, five times the increase in
the CPI. Stamp duty, which in anyone’s language is a
key driver of housing affordability — and how much
do we hear about the need to develop more affordable
housing in this place? — has more than tripled since
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Labor came to power. It has gone from $1 billion in
1999 to $3.73 billion next financial year, an increase
eight times the rise in the CPI.
Our insurance taxes have doubled and our police fines
have quadrupled. Tax sourced from gaming
machines — really it is tax sourced from gamblers, and
largely from problem gamblers at that, so it is probably
the most regressive form of taxation ever devised when
you consider who actually gets hurt by this increase —
has gone up by 1200 per cent, 39 times the inflation
rate.
As I said earlier, in question time and on other
occasions what often passes for a response is the
government saying it is spending ‘record amounts’.
Frankly, given the unbelievable growth in revenue the
state has had, it would be pretty difficult not to be
spending more. It would show an even greater level of
incompetence if that could not be achieved.
I want to talk briefly about local government and its
exposure to the budget sector, and the impact of the
budget on it. One of the recurring themes of the Bracks
and now Brumby government has been relentless cost
shifting to local government. The most recent
manifestation of this is the decision to strip councils of
their statutory planning powers and to divert those
decisions to development panels. The announcement
makes no mention of funding. There is no discussion
about how the banks and banks of statutory planners,
who provide the necessary backstop to this process, will
be remunerated. No doubt ratepayers will be left to pick
up the tab and fund the government’s failed Melbourne
2030 policy. Once again we will then have a situation
of taxation without representation, but I digress.
Local councils are being asked to do more and more,
not only by residents, their ratepayers and their
communities but particularly by government. I am not
talking only about the time-honoured practice perfected
by the Cain government of providing money to get
programs established and then winding back the
contribution, and in effect, because councils are
reluctant to accept community pressure, having them
funded from ratepayers money. It was not only the Cain
government that did that; governments of all colours
have done that. I am not just referring to that. I am
referring to the whole range of demands, particularly
administrative demands, that are placed on councils.
Some people might call it red tape, but these are costs
councils cannot afford. I am not arguing the merits of
whether these things are good or bad; either way they
cost money. They cost money that would otherwise be
available to do the basic works that local government is
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supposed to undertake, including investing in
infrastructure.
Recently I was speaking to a chief executive officer
from a metropolitan fringe council. It was nowhere near
the Mornington Peninsula, in case anyone draws any
conclusions. He told me that although he was happy
with the Victoria Grants Commission formula — and
one has to acknowledge that there are winners and
losers under that formula, but he was happy with the
proportion of funds his council was getting through the
VGC; essentially he is one of the winners — the
council simply does not have the funds or the resources
to provide the necessary infrastructure to keep up with
the current demands. He went a little bit further and
said that in his view local government has a long-term
problem with the way it is funded. He then went on to
ponder that perhaps it may be necessary for local
government to surrender some of its responsibilities and
some of its functional areas to state instrumentalities.
That was coming from someone who has spent his
career in local government and understands it very well.
We are seeing this problem reflected in council budgets
as they come through. Last week the Herald Sun was
talking about 42 Victorian councils having revealed
their 2008–09 draft budgets and that rates have been put
up by 5.5 per cent. The Municipal Association of
Victoria is saying councils are being forced to increase
rates by more than the inflation rate to cover the
increased cost of current services. You do not have to
look too far to see the culprit. When you look at
page 465 of budget paper 3 you see that government
funding for local government — table D.1 — will
decline by $25.342 million this financial year. If you
look at the growth in state revenue, which is about
3.9 per cent, and you think local government should
share in that, then it is being dudded to the tune of over
$50 million. You do not need to look too far to see who
the culprit is.
It is traditional for members to speak about the impact
of the budget on their own electorates. I do not have
long, and it will not take long, because a search of all
the budget papers reveals not one mention of
Mornington, Mount Martha, Mount Eliza or
Moorooduc. Just in case I was not searching
assiduously enough, there is no mention in the Leader
newspaper summary either. A few bits and pieces have
dribbled out since the budget was presented, the most
impressive of which seems to be a large amount of
$40 000 allocated for improved security at Mornington
police station. I do not begrudge the station that
improved security, but I think we would have preferred
extra police to provide security for everyone, rather
than simply extra security for the police station itself.
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I will give three headlines to finish: from the Frankston
Standard, ‘Frankston ignored in budget’; from the
Mornington Mail, ‘Fight for rights’, which refers to the
ongoing fight for improved police numbers in the area;
and from the Mornington Peninsula Leader, ‘Give us a
fair crack — Peninsula demands better public
transport’. To summarise: thanks for nothing,
Mr Treasurer.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Today I support a
true Labor budget that, once it is analysed, goes through
the philosophy of the Australian Labor Party. What is
Labor? It is a very broad church made up of members
of the party who, day in and day out, do the hard slog.
They are out there at the polling booths in marginal
seats, safe seats and non-held seats, out there doing the
fundraising and the work to promote the Australian
Labor Party and the trade union movement. The trade
union movement is a critical part of the Australian
Labor Party. I do not walk away from that. The party is
made up of Fabians, of the people in the Socialist Left
and people within Labor Unity — people from a wide
spectrum of views and philosophies. One of the great
things about the Australian Labor Party is that the
people who make up the party are critical to the success
of the party, and everyone is welcome within it.
Philosophy is of a very critical nature within the
Australian Labor Party. The views of the party can be
encompassed in the word ‘fairness’. The philosophy of
the Australian Labor Party is also about aspirations. It is
aspirational and about looking after the less advantaged
within our society. The party is about looking after
young people and students and their needs, and about
looking after seniors. The party is about lifelong
learning and educating people throughout their lives. It
is about jobs, employment and providing opportunity,
regardless of where you live, your gender and your
abilities. It is about making sure that you are able to
participate within our society.
The philosophy extends to quality services and making
sure that people are provided with quality services and
are looked after by a government when they need those
services. The party is also about having debate and not
being afraid to debate and talk about the issues that
matter to people and their communities. It is about
listening to people, to organisations and stakeholders,
and then acting after listening to those people and
organisations. Labor is about looking after everybody
within the state, not any particular section or any
particular group, but looking after all the groups and
communities within our society.
One of the major tenets of our philosophy is caring. We
are about caring for people, caring for communities and
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building up people and communities throughout the
state and throughout Australia. Labor is also about
catching people before they fall, and making sure that
the services that they need and the things they require
as individuals or as families are provided by the
Australian Labor Party. Our philosophy is one of
partnerships and making sure that there is collective
action. It is about looking after your mate, which is
really important.
We have done that time and time again in difficult
situations throughout the wars. It is also about looking
after your mate when they need a hand up from our
community. It is about comradeship, which is
extremely important to the philosophy of the Australian
Labor Party. You can see this every day; party
members help other party members in times of
adversity. That philosophy transcends party members
and reaches members of Parliament, organisational
wings and those individuals who help others all the
time.
The government helps people in those adverse times.
We see that every day we are in this place, when we are
in our electorates and when we are talking to others in
our community. Whether those adverse times are about
the drought, victims of crime or involve people who are
down on their luck, the Australian Labor Party’s
philosophy is to assist and help people during those
times.
Our philosophy is also about compassion. One of the
most critical aspects of this part of our philosophy is to
know and understand issues and to say sorry when
required. It was fantastic when our Prime Minister,
Kevin Rudd, said sorry in federal Parliament. It was
one of the most defining moments in Australian history
and will be remembered forever. The philosophy of
compassion is about doing the right thing. The
philosophy is also about being visionary and aiming for
the light on the hill, as Chifley, a former Australian
Prime Minister, expressed it.
The philosophy also involves taking the reins when the
chips are down. During the Depression or the Second
World War, when the conservatives vacated the field
and could not hack the hard work, the Australian Labor
Party and then Prime Minister Curtin and his team took
over the reins. The reins were taken over also in
1982 when the state was a basket case; the
conservatives could not even get Alcoa off and running.
In 1983, after the disaster of the Fraser years, Hawke —
and Keating, who became the Treasurer — took over
the federal reins. In 2007 — Kevin 07! — Kevin Rudd
and his government are facing the economic reality of
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the new century left to us by the disaster of the former
Howard government.
The basis of the Australian Labor Party when in
government is economic responsibility. It is about
learning the lessons of history; it is about not repeating
mistakes and about taking measures to guarantee
growth and economic responsibility. It is about being
conservative; this is a defining feature of the Australian
Labor Party, including this government and its caucus.
We are economically conservative because we want to
make sure that we are on this side of the house for a
long time and, more importantly, that we can, in actual
fact, do the things we need to do for the people we need
to do it for — these people are the disadvantaged and
those in society who are less well off.
But we go further than that: we help people through
putting in place important policies like A Fairer
Victoria, which is a key to our philosophy. The A
Fairer Victoria policy is about looking after the
disadvantaged. We started with the social justice policy
strategy of the 1980s and the 1990s. Now that is a
critical part of fairness within society and of this
government; it is a part that will be imitated by the
federal Labor government. It is one of the keystones of
this philosophy that makes the Australian Labor Party
the greatest party in the world.
The Australian Labor Party members know this
philosophy. It is part of their being. It is part of their
lives. It is the reason why they remain an integral part
of the labour movement. The labour movement is also
the reason for the Australian Labor Party being
established, but it is an integral part of the Australian
Labor Party.
Over a hundred years ago, the labour movement, the
trade unions within this state, established the Australian
Labor Party. Victoria was the leading state, after
Queensland, under the Tree of Knowledge, where the
trade unions established the Australian Labor Party to
be the political arm of the trade union movement.
Australian Labor Party members and trade unionists
have this running through their veins: this philosophy of
looking after each other, of collective action and of
looking after the disadvantaged.
The Australian Labor Party and the trade union
movement have stood, shoulder to shoulder, during the
hard times: during the McMahon years, the Fraser
years, the Howard years, and under the Bolte years, the
Hamer years, the Thompson years, and then the
Kennett years — the seven long, dark years this state
had to endure under Premier Jeff Kennett. The
Australian Labor Party has stood shoulder to shoulder
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with the trade union movement here in Victoria and
throughout Australia, including in the MUA (Maritime
Union of Australia) dispute — MUA here to stay! —
and I was very proud when I was invited to the MUA’s
10th anniversary celebration of its fantastic win. There
we were, shoulder to shoulder, out there on the Patrick
site, fighting Patrick, fighting Peter Reith and fighting
John Howard. We were fighting for trade union rights
and fighting to make sure people were looked after and
were not thrown to the wolves by the conservatives
within this state and country. We were there, shoulder
to shoulder with the trade union movement, because
that is part of the blood running through our veins; and
it is part of our philosophy. It is about Tampa. It is
about WorkChoices. It is about looking after asylum
seekers. The list goes on of examples of the Australian
Labor Party being there with the trade union
movement.
The trade union movement is also critical, with the
Australian Labor Party, when you are talking about
human rights, when you are talking globally about the
atrocities that are occurring in the world, within other
countries and within this country — within
communities in Australia. We have within our veins a
deep philosophy of looking after human beings — of
looking after people — of righting the wrongs that
people endure in their lives and of making sure that we
listen to those people and have them as our guiding
light within the Australian Labor Party and the trade
union movement. That defines us as different from the
people opposite — the people in the opposition — who
stand for nothing, who are leaderless and rudderless,
who have no heart and who do not care about people
that they affect during their day-to-day operations
within government.
When they are in government, they do not care about
the ordinary, small person, about the families and
individuals within our society; they are there to look
after their vested interests. The people they represent
are the corporations, the organisations like the Victoria
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry and
others within society that are advantaged; they do not
speak for those who cannot speak for themselves and
who do not have the ability to stand up for themselves.
That is when those people come to us. That is when
they turn to the Australian Labor Party. The philosophy
and the critical aspects of the Australian Labor Party
mean that they have to turn to us. That is because they
always get let down by the conservatives. They always
get let down by the people who are there to squash
them. They always get let down by the people who do
not believe in families, who do not believe in
individuals, and who do not believe in the communities
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that build this society. That is why I support this budget
before the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Drought: government assistance
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Health. The action I seek is
the reinstatement of drought support funding.
The Department of Human Services funds regional
drought response coordinators, and in particular a
coordinator in the Loddon Mallee region. This
coordinator networks with the drought coordinators and
local government drought workers who are appointed
by the Department of Primary Industries (DPI).
Because of the cross-portfolio nature of the drought
response, there is a requirement for coordination to
ensure effective and efficient use of the resources.
I understand that the DPI is scaling back its drought
coordinators through reassignment or attrition. As we
end the financial year we are lacking a commitment
going forward. The tasks these workers are doing
involve working with the community, mental health
officers, philanthropic trusts, other organisations and
anyone else who has been supportive of rural
communities during this terrible drought.
The drought is not over, yet the response and the
commitment from the government appears to be. Even
if the government recommits to these programs, it has
already caused a break in the coordination and an
inevitable change in personnel. I understand that this
stop-start approach has been happening since 2003, but
the effects of the current drought are widespread and
serious, and this valuable work in Victorian
communities needs continuity for the job to be done
properly. Even if the drought is over, because of its
severity there will be a very long recovery period.
People administering the programs have been
distributing health dollars and convening meetings with
local coordinators and local government as well as
other government departments to coordinate the
drought responses and develop the networks that will
now be lost and cost valuable time and money to
reactivate.
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I call on the minister to take immediate action to
reinstate funding and to assure those involved that the
programs will continue and thus be effective in
delivering services to those who need them. As an
indication that the drought is not over, rainfall figures
for the Loddon Mallee region, which has one of the
coordinators being retired due to coming to the end of
the financial year and the lack of commitment, indicate
that in the last three months, rainfall in the Mildura
region is 50 per cent below average, rainfall in the
Bendigo region is about 50 per cent below average, and
rainfall in the Echuca region is 65 per cent below
average.
These figures are causing enormous concern, therefore
the minister needs to act now to reinstate the funding
for these positions going forward so that this valuable
work can continue uninterrupted as we wait for this
terrible drought to finally end.

Lysterfield–Wellington roads, Lysterfield:
traffic lights
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I raise an issue for
the Minister for Roads and Ports. The action I seek is
for funding to be provided for the installation of traffic
lights at the intersection of Lysterfield Road and
Wellington Road, Lysterfield. I raise this matter on
behalf of constituents in both the Gembrook and
Monbulk electorates. The member for Monbulk has
been a strong advocate for the installation of lights at
this site and has worked tirelessly with me and with the
previous roads minister to achieve a commitment prior
to the 2006 election.
The intersection of Lysterfield and Wellington roads is
a very dangerous one. It is located at the top of a hill,
and so allows almost no visibility when cars are trying
to turn into Wellington Road from Lysterfield Road or
from Wellington Road into Lysterfield Road. Traffic
travels at up to 80 kilometres per hour along Wellington
Road and motorists frequently have to brake suddenly
due to cars entering Wellington Road. Sometimes,
unfortunately, there is no time to brake. This
intersection has been the location of many ugly
incidents over a long time, and I have feared it for many
years, especially when I first got my licence.
Since coming to office, the state Labor government has
funded 51 outer metropolitan road projects totalling
$1.5 billion. The very successful Arrive Alive program
aims to reduce the road toll by 30 per cent by 2017, and
$650 million has been allocated over 10 years for
investment in road safety infrastructure to help realise
this aim. The 51 projects also include a notoriously
dangerous intersection at the southern end of my
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electorate, the intersection of Enterprise Avenue and
Clyde Road. Traffic lights were recently installed at that
intersection and they will help to make that intersection
safe once the problems related to coordination with the
rail service are resolved. I hope the lights will be in
operation shortly. Over the year much funding has been
provided to improve the safety of Wellington Road. It
is a very dark, winding road with speed limits that
range from 80 to 100 kilometres per hour. The lights at
the Lysterfield Road intersection will add to the safety
improvements throughout the area to assist in
protecting motorists.

average. One does not have to be a rocket scientist to
work out that the projected shortfall in annual training
hours could be overcome by simply funding Victorian
TAFE providers at the Australian average level. The
government is overstating the numbers, but to what
benefit? The use of the gross figure and therefore
exaggerating the problem — a problem which actually
appears to be a surplus of VET (vocational education
and training) qualified people — raises the question of
why the Brumby government is doing this. Is this just
the sneaky beginning of major change, such as
privatising TAFEs?

Therefore on behalf of both the member for Monbulk
and myself I request that the minister ensure that
funding be allocated for the installation of the traffic
lights so that our constituents and our visitors arrive
alive.

If there really are intentions to open this issue for public
debate, I ask the minister to release all the data to the
public, including interested parties, and not merely
open the debate based on a narrow set of figures. This is
an issue that cannot be allowed to be swept under the
carpet. Reforms cannot go ahead without the proper
public debate. I am aware that people in positions that
will be affected by these reforms are being kept in the
dark. This shows the typical lack of consultation this
Labor government is becoming so well known for.
Once again I ask the minister to extend the deadline for
submissions and to ensure that all necessary
information is in the public forum, not merely the data
that suits the government and its intentions.

Tertiary education and training: skills training
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation to
extend the deadline for submissions responding to the
Securing Our Future Economic Prosperity discussion
paper until all the information is in the public arena.
This recently released discussion paper suggests
reforming skills training in Victoria by increasing the
numbers of those who take up training for the first time.
It also claims that this state will face a shortfall of
123 000 diploma and advanced diploma graduates by
2016.
It is supposed to be encouraging public discussion and
debate, but the figures thrown up by the government
can be classed as misleading at best, as these shortfalls
are not expected at all levels. The projected shortfall of
123 000 diploma and advanced diploma graduates in
fact becomes a surplus of 5400 when coupled with
graduates of certificates I to IV courses. A look at the
figures in the 2006 report of the Monash Australian
Council for Educational Research Centre for the
Economics of Education and Training, which the
government uses for its own data, shows that there is a
large discrepancy between the total hours of training
undertaken and the total hours of training required for
these same graduates over a given period. Once the data
is included with certificates I to IV, it can be seen that
overall — and not just in selected numbers — the
annual increase in training is only 13 per cent.
According to the Victorian TAFE Association and
those who spoke with me last week at a Box Hill
Institute of TAFE awards night, Victoria has one of the
lowest student contact hour funding rates in Australia,
which is shamefully 13.7 per cent below the national

Kilbreda College: positive body image small
grants program
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The action I seek this
evening is from the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs, and I ask him to make available grant
funding of $5000 for Kilbreda College for a positive
body image program.
Recently I wrote to all the local schools in my
electorate and encouraged them to apply for funding of
up to $5000 under the positive body image small grants
program. Now it has come to my attention that Kilbreda
College has applied for this grant because it wishes to
put in place an innovative and potentially useful
program for its year 9 and year 7 students. This funding
would facilitate Kilbreda putting this program in place.
Kilbreda is a Catholic girls secondary school that is
attended by many young women from my electorate. It
is a caring and supportive school that endeavours to
provide its students with an excellent, all-round
education to prepare them for full and productive lives.
The proposed program aims to educate the year 9
students about media manipulation and its effects. Over
350 girls will potentially benefit from the program,
which is a bargain really at $5000, with a target of over
100 year 9 girls aged between 14 and 15. The girls who
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directly participate in the program will workshop with
around 170 year 7 girls in the program. The student
team from year 9 will work with core staff to plan the
program days, which will include whole-day
presentations focusing on media manipulation and how
students see themselves, which will also be covered in
personal development classes. It is anticipated that a
web page will be designed as part of the IT curriculum
and included on the school intranet so that it can be
accessed by the entire student population of
1050 students, all of whom are young women. As
Kilbreda College says:
… if we can arm our students with a real sense of their bodies
and allow them to understand that the images in the media are
unrealistic, this in turn could have a positive effect on their
self-image.

I have visited Kilbreda College on a number of
occasions, and I can attest to the care and attention that
the school gives to its students — —
Ms Thomson interjected.
Ms MUNT — That’s right; I have visited with the
member for Footscray. I have been very impressed by a
number of programs that are run for the school’s young
women, ranging from the performing arts to social
interaction projects and even programs participated in
by students to aid other students in East Timor. I
believe this proposed program would be very beneficial
to these young women. Body image and eating
disorders are a tragedy to those affected and can cause
dreadful harm. I commend Kilbreda College for
tackling this head on — and I urge the minister to fund
this program.

Mental health: services
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. The
action I seek is for her to do the policy work to deliver
integrated mental health services rather then the current
Brumby government’s inaccessible and fragmented
mental health system. Last week the coalition
announced some early commitments in its mental
health policy for the next election. Our focus is on
reigniting the reform process and building a mental
health system that will detect and intervene early, is
fully integrated and will ensure that people living with a
mental illness can access the care and services they
need.
In the 1990s, under the Kennett government, Victoria
led the nation in terms of both mental health reform and
investment in mental health. However, under Labor
reform has atrophied, investment has dwindled and we
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have now fallen from being the no. 1 funder of mental
health care in the nation to being no. 3. The result is a
system that is characterised by inaccessibility and
complexity. The statistics are very concerning: 34 per
cent of patients wait over 8 hours in emergency
departments before finally getting access to a bed,
45 per cent of patients get no care in the community in
the month before going into hospital, 31 per cent of
patients receive no care in the month after leaving
hospital and 14 per cent of patients are subject to
unplanned readmission within a month — and those are
the lucky ones who actually get access to services. We
also know that 56 per cent of Victorians with a mental
illness gain no access to services in any one year. In a
report the government commissioned, the Boston
Consulting Group said that Labor’s mental health care
and support system is so fragmented and complex that
even a knowledgeable, healthy consumer would find it
difficult to navigate.
In response to this and to the government’s ongoing
rhetoric but failure to act, the coalition has announced
the start of its mental health reform agenda. A future
coalition government will set up a mental illness
research fund with an initial investment of $10 million
to improve the evidence-based treatment of mental
illness in Victoria. We will also set up a system of
central coordination of inpatient mental health beds so
that people can get a bed when they need one. Finally,
we will establish pathways to participation. This will be
an education and employment program with the
ambitious goal of raising the rate of employment for
Victorians with a mental illness from the 29 per cent
now to 50 per cent by 2020. More will be added to the
coalition’s vision of an integrated mental health system
in the lead-up to the next election, but these
announcements are an important down payment and
stand in clear and stark contrast to what we see from the
government.
The minister should ensure there is bipartisan support
for these important measures so that Victorians living
with a mental illness can get the integrated care and
support they need early in their illness and support and
services as they live with mental illness in the future.

Maribyrnong: positive body image program
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I raise an
adjournment matter with the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The action I seek from
the minister is his support for a positive body image
grant to the Maribyrnong City Council for a
photographic exhibition that will be undertaken through
Footscray City College. Members have heard me talk in
this house before about the disadvantaged people in my
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electorate. While the project is to be undertaken at one
school with 20 students, both girls and boys, in year 9,
through the exhibit it will affect the students around
Braybrook, Footscray West, Kingsville, Yarraville,
Maribyrnong, Tottenham, Seddon and Footscray itself.
A number of phases are being proposed for this project.
There will be six 90-minute sessions. Phase 1
participants will be taken through two workshops that
will look at positive self-esteem and body image. These
workshops will give the participants the background to
work in phases 2, 3 and 4 and will be driven by
questions that the participants will have identified as
requiring answers. Phase 2 will include work with
young people around how photographic images are
being used in the media, how young people are
represented and whether those body images are realistic
and achievable. It will provide an opportunity for them
to have a discussion about that. They will then work at
developing their own photographic images of what are
normal body images, which is really important. Then
they will have the exhibit to demonstrate what young
people really look like.
The project will give them new skills. It is a great
opportunity to make a big difference to the way the
people of Footscray see themselves. It will do so in a
way that crosses the boundaries and divides of ethnicity
and language, which is vitally important in my
community as it has a high refugee base. It will
probably help cement those communities of young
people by drawing them together in discussion. It will
also be documented and have an ongoing life. It will be
the basis for new projects that will extend to other
classes and other schools.
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services in exchange for higher density development.
While other transit cities have received funding for
improvements, Box Hill has been almost completely
neglected.
The government has tried to fob off the community
with streetscape upgrades instead of undertaking the
necessary upgrades to either the interchange itself or the
services operating out it. For years the government tried
to avoid its responsibilities by putting the community
and the Whitehorse council through hoops by requiring
planning study after planning study. We had a
Connecting Transport Services study in 2001, an urban
design framework study and a Box Hill transport
interchange concept design in 2002 and an issues and
opportunities study in 2005. Eventually last year the
council adopted the Box Hill Transit City Activity
Centre Structure Plan, which is supposed to be inserted
as a reference document into the Whitehorse planning
scheme. However, the government has still not
provided the public transport improvements that are
needed.
The bus terminus at the Box Hill interchange is one of
the busiest in Melbourne, but it is cold, windswept and
hard to reach. The Whitehorse council has drawn up
detailed proposals that would vastly improve the
terminus and bus access with a Bondi Junction-style
enclosed central waiting area, better entry and exit
points for buses and direct pedestrian access by
escalator from the Box Hill mall.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Public Transport the issue of public transport
services in and around Box Hill, in particular the Box
Hill transport interchange and the public transport
servicing it. I ask the minister to take action to improve
those services.

The bus services to and from the interchange also need
improving. Recently I presented in this house a petition
taken up by the Public Transport Users Association
(PTUA) seeking an upgrade of route 765 to a SmartBus
route running along Canterbury Road. The recently
announced changes to route 765 fall far short of this,
with services still finishing at 9.00 p.m. and with low
frequency and a slow and circuitous route. The PTUA
argues that high-frequency, direct bus routes along
major roads backed by good local bus services where
needed will provide a service that is far better, quicker
and easier to understand. The PTUA also points out in
its submission to the Manningham, Whitehorse and
Monash bus review that there are many low-cost
improvements that could be made to local bus services.
These include clear and consistent naming of bus stops,
making up-to-date journey planner information readily
accessible for commuters from mobile phone screens,
BlackBerrys and other PDAs (personal digital
assistants) and route and timetable improvements.

As the minister will be aware, Box Hill was declared a
transit city in 2001. This was supposed to mean that
Box Hill would receive improved public transport

There are many ways in which public transport services
in and around Box Hill can and should be improved,
and I ask the minister to take action to do so.

I ask that the minister look favourably upon this
application because people in electorates such as mine
get the least attention in relation to those sorts of body
images. They are the very people whose problems are
kept internal and never really expressed. This is an
opportunity for them to come to terms with these issues
and bring them out into the open.

Public transport: Box Hill electorate
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Yan Yean Road: upgrade

Sewerage: Mount Eliza

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. I ask him
to accelerate the process for the upgrade of Yan Yean
Road particularly in the most southern section of that
road between Kurrak Road, Yarrambat through Plenty
and down to Diamond Creek Road and Diamond
Creek. My community welcomed the work that was
supported by the minister previously, including the
recently completed safety works and additional turning
lane at Diamond Creek Road, which was funded in last
year’s budget as part of the anti-congestion measures.
This new lane is working well and providing additional
safety and improved traffic flow.

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The matter I raise
this evening is for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change in the other place, and the action I seek
is that the minister obtain from his department and
make public an urgent assessment of outfall drainage
points and sewerage pumping stations along the Mount
Eliza coastline together with a timetable for the
refurbishment of these assets.

The minister also previously approved funding of
$25 000 for an alignment study for this section of Yan
Yean Road, and this study has been completed now. It
was a country road with many bends in it which was
not designed particularly to take the loads of suburban
traffic that it is now taking. Previous ministers had also
provided Arrive Alive funding of around $1 million to
improve the surface of the road as well as the shoulders,
which work has not long been completed and which
much improved safety.
However, Yan Yean Road, which is the spine of my
electorate and which I have spoken about many times
in this place, is carrying more and more traffic every
day. It has two local bus routes including one that runs
between Yan Yean and Greensborough, servicing the
new communities in Doreen. I am hopeful that the bus
review, which has been almost completed by the
Minister for Public Transport, will provide some
increased services for that route. There is also another
successful route operating between South Morang and
Greensborough.
In coming years not one but two orbital SmartBus
routes are planned for this section of Yan Yean Road. I
seek the upgrading of this road, and not just for the car
users because 88 per cent of public transport trips
across Melbourne are undertaken on roads. With the
increase in petrol prices, climate change, and the need
to service our growing communities, Yan Yean Road
needs this upgrade in order to ensure that these orbital
SmartBus routes will be a success. It is also required for
safety reasons and to really give those growing
communities a choice, whether it is to attend work or to
connect with the excellent train services that operate
from Greensborough station or to access TAFE or
secondary schools. I urge the minister to act to upgrade
this important road.

The Mount Eliza foreshore stretches some
4.2 kilometres along the coast from Kackeraboite Creek
in the north to Manmangur Creek in the south. It is a
particularly sensitive stretch of coastline. It contains
three bays and three substantial beaches. Five creeks
feed into the bay along its length, and there are sites of
Aboriginal and geological significance. There is also
remnant coastal and dune features; probably more
remnant than we would like them to be. Unusually
there is also a small section of the coast where the tide
extends to the high-water mark.
The Mount Eliza Association for Environmental Care
and Mount Eliza Coast Care are two groups that have
worked very hard along this stretch of coast. They have
undertaken revegetation works and erosion
management activities on the foreshore, and they have
put in a considerable amount of time.
The Mount Eliza to Point Nepean Coastal Action Plan
in its current iteration identifies stormwater outfalls as
eroding the coastline and polluting water and foreshores
and being a significant problem in the area. Both
foreshore and drainage management in this area have
passed through a number of hands since the early
1990s, including the former City of Frankston and the
Dandenong Valley Authority. Most recently Melbourne
Water took on responsibility for waterways and creeks
in the area and the authorities have undertaken some
works, particularly on the pumping stations.
The issue is complicated. A memorandum of
understanding transferred responsibility for
management from the Department of Sustainability and
Environment to Mornington Peninsula shire as far as
the high-water mark, but outfalls extend into the bay.
There are seven stormwater outfalls along this
relatively short stretch of coast. Some have had
minimal work done on them and some are so clogged
below the waterline as to be useless. Most are simply
not up to the task — for example, at Canadian Bay
Beach run-off forms an offensive, smelly and
potentially hazardous pool on the beach. That is just
one example of the seven stormwater outfalls. The
problem is immediate and requires a solution. It is not a
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political issue, but is simply an infrastructure issue that
needs addressing, and I request the minister’s
assistance.
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important the project is, and therefore I look forward to
his action.

Responses
Geelong ring-road: progress
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — Tonight I raise an issue
for action also for the Minister for Roads and Ports. The
issue I raise for action relates to the completion dates of
stages 1 and 2 of the Geelong ring-road. For the
information of the house the Geelong ring-road is the
most important road project seen in the history of
Geelong. It has taken the Bracks and Brumby
governments to bring this project into fruition, after
more than 40 years of procrastination and pork
barrelling from various Liberal governments.
The action I seek is for the minister to work with
VicRoads to ensure that stages 1 and 2 of this important
project are completed and thus open for traffic as
scheduled by VicRoads for late 2008. On completion of
the ring-road in 2010, the road will eliminate the need
for south-west motorists to traverse approximately
29 sets of traffic lights through Geelong and save, I
estimate, around 20 to 30 minutes travel time. In turn,
the ring-road project will also eliminate much of the
traffic for people who live in Geelong, especially along
the routes, as you know, Acting Speaker, of Latrobe
Terrace, Shannon Avenue and east and west along
Malop Street and down to the Bellarine Peninsula.
As this house is well aware, the Geelong ring-road is a
$380 million project which is jointly funded by the
federal government and the Brumby government, with
this state contributing $194 million. Section 1 of the
road is a 10.5 kilometre stretch from the Princes
Freeway at Corio just outside Geelong across to the
Midland Highway, which leads on to Ballarat,
Bannockburn and areas to the north-west of Geelong.
Section 2 travels from the Midland Highway to the
Hamilton Highway, which includes the impressive
200 metre bridge spanning the Moorabool River.
Section 3 stretches from the Hamilton Highway to the
Princes Highway at Waurn Ponds, while section 4
completes the road on to Anglesea and back to the
highway.
As I said, this is the most important road project in
Geelong’s history and builds on this government’s
previous work of upgrading the Geelong-Melbourne
Road in 2002. It will also complement our commitment
to duplicating the Princess Highway west from Waurn
Ponds to Winchelsea, once again in partnership with the
Rudd federal government. This is an important project.
I am well aware that the minister appreciates how

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — The members for Mordialloc and
Footscray raised matters concerning applications from
Kilbreda College and the Maribyrnong City Council to
the Brumby government’s Positive Body Image Grants.
The grants are one component of the broader
$2.1 million Go for your Life positive body image
strategy. The grants were successfully launched last
year and are aimed at funding community-based
activities that promote positive body image messages,
healthy lifestyle choices and building self-esteem in
young people. Projects already undertaken have given
young people a greater understanding of the issues
surrounding body image, including encouraging
healthy life choices and increasing self-esteem and
confidence in young people.
Young people were integral in the development,
delivery and evaluation of the projects, ensuring that
activities met both their needs and their interests. Last
year over 3850 young people participated in projects
conducted through the grants program, and I look
forward to even greater numbers taking part this year.
As I mentioned, it is just one part of the overall positive
body image strategy.
The Victorian Labor government, importantly, is the
first and only government to conduct both a
parliamentary inquiry into the complex issues
surrounding negative body image on young people and
to respond comprehensively. From the inquiry the
Brumby government developed Australia’s first
voluntary media code of conduct on body image, which
encourages the media to use images responsibly and
reduce the impact of negative body image on young
Victorians.
The code contains four clauses that the media, fashion
and advertising industries are being urged to adopt. The
clauses cover the use and disclosure of altered and
enhanced images, which both the member for
Mordialloc and the member for Footscray talked about
in terms of local projects; representation of a diversity
of body shapes; fair placement of diet, exercise and
cosmetic surgery advertising, and avoiding the
glamorisation of severely underweight models or
celebrities. Already the code has had an impressive list
of supporters, including the Age, Girlfriend magazine,
Sportsgirl, Dove group, Media, Entertainment and Arts
Alliance, Australian Association of National
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Advertisers, Mushroom Marketing and L’Oréal
Melbourne Fashion Festival.
The code, in particular, and the positive body image
strategy as a whole, which incorporates the grants that
have been talked about this evening, are a significant
step in changing the way images are portrayed and
improving body image in young people. I would like to
quote Professor Susan Paxton of La Trobe University
School of Psychological Science. She said:
The Victorian government leads the world in the development
of this important code. This initiative will drive changes in the
presentation of dangerous media images and raise awareness
of their negative impact.

Through the Brumby government’s positive body
image strategy the government remains committed to
supporting young people to be positive and confident. I
can assure the member for Mordialloc and the member
for Footscray that I will take into consideration their
strong support for the applications from Kilbreda
College and from Maribyrnong City Council, and I
look forward to making announcements shortly.
The member for Mildura raised a matter for the
Minister for Health; the member for Bayswater raised a
matter for the Minister for Skills and Workforce
Participation; the member for Doncaster raised a matter
for the Minister for Mental Health; the member for Box
Hill raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport; the member for Mornington raised a matter
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
in the other place; the members for Gembrook, Yan
Yean and Geelong raised matters for the Minister for
Roads and Ports.
The member for Gembrook raised a matter both on
behalf of her constituents but also on behalf of mine,
and I thank her for that. It is in relation to traffic lights
at the intersection of Lysterfield and Wellington roads. I
would like to take this opportunity to thank local
resident Gary Williams for raising this important matter
with me. I can assure him that both the member for
Gembrook and I will raise again with the Minister for
Roads and Ports the need for urgent funding for this
important intersection.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.34 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT
(TATTOOING AND BODY PIERCING)
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
Summary Offences Act 1966 with respect to tattooing and
body piercing and for other purposes.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wonder if
the Attorney-General could provide us with a piercing
outline as to the nature of this legislation?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I am happy to
beat the drum on this one! This bill amends the
Summary Offences Act by outlawing intimate body
piercing for anyone under the age of 18. Indeed, it
makes it an offence to perform non-intimate body
piercing on anyone under the age of 16 without the
consent of their parent or guardian. We think this is an
appropriate bill; it gets the balance right; and we do
hope it has the support of all members of this house,
particularly members of The Nationals.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
wondering about the rule of anticipation, and whether
this bill reflects entirely the legislation which has been
introduced by Mr Drum in the other place.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

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
44, 45 and 174 to 187 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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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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
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 type 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) (231 signatures)

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the citizens of Victoria points out to the house
that:
We oppose the proposed dumping of over 2 million
cubic metres of dredged toxic waste from Port
Melbourne channel, Yarra River and Williamstown
channels into the proposed toxic dump site in the bay.
The toxic dump proposal in our bay by the authorities is
very foolhardy and certainly not hole-proof to toxic
leakage in our waters. Such a proposal is unacceptable.
There is no EPA approval for the Port Phillip dump site.
The port of Melbourne authority has no authority to
dump hazardous waste in Port Phillip Bay, and has no
approval to acquire the land for the site.
The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria oppose the proposed dump site project in our bay.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (21 signatures)
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Ombudsman — Investigation into contraband entering a
prison and related issues — Ordered to be printed.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
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The petition of the citizens of Victoria points out to the house
that:
We oppose the proposed dumping in Port Phillip Bay of
over 3 million cubic metres of dredged toxic waste from
Port Melbourne Channel, Yarra River and
Williamstown channels into the proposed toxic dump
site in the bay. The proposal to dump contaminated
materials in our bay is very irresponsible and provides
no certainty that leakage of toxins into our waters will
not occur. Such a proposal is unacceptable.
The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria oppose disposal of contaminated materials at
the proposed dredge material ground site or any other
area in our bay.
The petitioners request that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria oppose the proposed dump site project in our bay.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (200 signatures)
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

Economy: small and medium enterprises
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I refer to an ill-judged
press release issued by the Treasurer on 5 June 2008 in
which he boasted that Victorian SMEs (small and
medium enterprises) have bucked the national trend of
declining confidence, and noted that confidence had
increased by four points to 48 per cent in the last
quarter. However, if the Treasurer had in fact read the
Sensis Business Index — Small and Medium
Enterprises report of May 2008 — his words, not
mine — he would not have issued that press release. If
the Treasurer had read the report, he would have seen
that the confidence of Victoria’s SMEs has declined
over the last year, from a net 58 per cent to 48 per cent.
If he had read the full report, he would have seen that
whilst 24 per cent of Victorian SMEs see the economy
as growing, 42 per cent see the economy as slowing. If
the Treasurer had actually read this report, he would
have read the sections which say as follows:
Victoria continued to record decreasing perceptions of the
economy in the past quarter.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Notification of a new inquiry into Victoria’s
public finance practices and legislation
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Implementation of the Criminal Justice Enhancement
Program — Ordered to be printed
Performance Reporting in Local Government, together
with the best practice guide Local Government
Performance Reporting: Turning Principles into
Practice — Ordered to be printed
Services to Young Offenders — Ordered to be printed
National Parks Act 1975 — Advice under s 11

And:
Victorian SMEs recorded falls in the past quarter for
employment, profitability and capital expenditure.

But most of all, if the Treasurer had read this report, he
would have picked up the fact that, of attitudes to state
government policies in the SME sector, only 14 per
cent of SMEs are supportive of this government
compared with 24 per cent last year, and 28 per cent
found its policies worked against them.

Scottish community: Victorian tartan
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Victoria is proud to be
the multicultural capital of Australia, and we are proud
of one of our first and most enduring migrant
communities, which is our Scottish community. More
than 32 000 Victorians are Scottish born. More than
162 000 Victorians proudly identify themselves as
having a Scottish heritage, including of course many in
this Parliament, and I am one of those Victorians. I am
almost half Scottish, with the saltire featuring on my
paternal and maternal family tree. My mother comes
from a long line of Adams and Airds, and my father’s
grandmother was a Grant and, I am told, a pure Scot.
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On behalf of all Victorians of Scottish heritage, I am
delighted to announce that Victoria, which already has
a sister state relationship with Scotland, now has its
own state tartan. The Victorian tartan has been designed
by Mrs Betty Johnston, and registered on the Scottish
tartans world register. Our tartan consists of an
interwoven pattern of blue, representing the colours of
our coat of arms and the flag of the Eureka Stockade;
five white lines, representing the five stars of the
Southern Cross; green, representing the olive branch on
our coat of arms; and pink, representing our state’s
floral emblem, the common heath.
This is a great day for Scottish Australians. I thank
Mrs Betty Johnston for her wonderful work in
producing the tartan and for the support of Scots of
Victoria — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Weeds and pest animals: control
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — This city-centric
Brumby government again stands condemned for
cost-shifting responsibility for weeds and pests on
roadsides to local government. I have been contacted by
many people in my electorate upset at the lack of
coordination of government departments and agencies
to control weeds and pests such as rabbits. To quote
from one email:
The rabbits are spreading all over the area on main and
secondary roads, laneways, young blue gum plantations, the
Lower Glenelg National Park and on private property.
Action needs to be taken urgently and a coordinated program
of eradication is essential if the spread is to be arrested.

Another said:
Let’s hope they realise their bunny-buster program wasn’t as
efficiently run as they thought and maybe some
counterchecks need to be put in place.

This is a small sample of community frustration. This
should not happen when we have the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, DPI (Department of
Primary Industries) and catchment management
authorities all having a say in the control of weeds and
pests, but there is little action in working with
land-holders. Councils are not impressed to be told that
most of the $20 million for weed and pest control over
the next four years will go to the DPI. West Wimmera
chief executive officer Jim McKay said:
This leaves about $35 000 per year … for each council; that
will not even pay a wage.
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It is no wonder that the North West Municipalities
Association has advised the Municipal Association of
Victoria that it does not want responsibility for the
management of roadside weeds and pests and is
requesting the state government to amend legislation to
remove responsibility from local government. Victoria
is bigger than Melbourne, and the government must
coordinate its government agencies and work with the
community.

Clayton Community Centre: opening
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — Last month I had the
pleasure of joining the Minister for Health and my
colleagues the member for Oakleigh and the member
for Clayton for the opening of the magnificent Clayton
Community Centre. The mayor of Monash, Paul
Klisaris, Monash councillors and the chief executive
officer, David Conran, and many other council staff and
members of the community were present for the
opening.
The new $24 million centre creates a multipurpose
health and community centre providing a very broad
range of services. The Brumby government has
contributed $8 million towards the development, which
will see MonashLink Community Health Centre take
up space to deliver services including physiotherapy,
podiatry, speech therapy and community nursing.
Young families will also benefit from the provision of
maternal and child health services and the 30-place
kindergarten program. The centre also has a public
library and an aquatic health club.
This is a great example of a collaboration between local
government and the state government in providing the
breadth of great services in one convenient location for
the residents of Monash.

Syndal Preschool: 50th anniversary
Ms MORAND — Also last month I had the
opportunity to join over 100 local Waverley residents to
celebrate the 50th anniversary of the Syndal Preschool
in Mount Waverley. The celebration included many
teachers who had worked at the centre over the past
50 years and many children who had attended it over
that period.
This great local kindergarten has been providing a
wonderful and supportive learning environment for
thousands of children over the past 50 years.
Congratulations to teachers Shiona Watson and
Andrew Van Oosterwijck and the committee for
organising the celebration.
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Professor Thomas Spurling
Ms MORAND — Finally, I congratulate Waverley
resident Professor Thomas Spurling on his appointment
as a Member of the Order of Australia in this year’s
Queen’s Birthday honours list.

Veneto Club: synthetic playing surface
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I call upon this
government to provide funding for the upgrade of the
sporting grounds at the Veneto Club in Bulleen. As a
result of the drought the club is now seeking to lay
synthetic turf for the playing surface of the soccer pitch.
The Veneto Club is home to 36 junior soccer teams,
and it also fields a 1st division senior soccer team; in
fact, it is used by over 750 children. On top of its own
teams, the Veneto Club receives inquiries from local
schools and community groups to use its sporting
grounds. However, due to the poor and dangerous
conditions of the ground, their requests cannot be
accommodated. The installation of synthetic turf will
improve the ground, thereby allowing its members and
the wider community the opportunity to use the
facilities safely.
The club is having a morning tea on Friday, 13 June, at
10.30 a.m., when people can inspect the grounds and be
provided with an overview of the club’s future plans. I
therefore call upon the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs, who is at the table, to attend this
meeting, firstly, to see how dangerous the surface of the
grounds is at present, and secondly, to be briefed on the
future plans of the club. The vice president,
Mr Sabbadini, has written a letter to key stakeholders,
requesting assistance to convince the state government
to provide the club with much-needed funds.
I am proud to support the Veneto Club and I strongly
support its application for funding to improve its
sporting grounds. The upgraded facilities would
increase availability of a weatherproof facility for the
club and the local community. I call on the minister to
not ignore Bulleen once again. Our children deserve
better.

Planning: Montrose quarry
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I rise to congratulate the Montrose,
Kilsyth and wider communities for their fight to protect
the local environment. On their behalf, I thank the
Minister for Planning, Justin Madden, in the other place
for not intervening in Yarra Ranges Shire Council’s
decision not to expand the Montrose quarry, which has
been a significant issue for decades.
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The previous attempt to expand the quarry was in the
late 1990s when I was on the council, along with the
current member for Kilsyth. Then, as now, council
rejected any expansion following careful consideration
of all the issues, including the very strong views of the
community.
I take this opportunity to acknowledge and applaud the
tireless community effort, particularly the Montrose
Environment Group and the STOP Montrose Quarry
Expansion group. Special thanks must go to Kim
Wormald, David Dobson, Robin Dobson, Graham
Lorimar, Darren McCrorey, Alan Wiltshire, Graeme
Hindley, Claire Thomas, Fleur Dymond, Lorraine
Pedder, Max Woolcock, Vicki Setches, my former
colleague Dympna Beard, and councillors Len Cox,
Noel Cliff and Mayor Tim Heenan. The community
will long remember and benefit from their unwavering
commitment.

Hilltop Sounds Committee
Mr MERLINO — I would also like to pay tribute
to the Monbulk electorate’s vibrant young music
community. Last week I had the pleasure of
announcing a $10 000 grant to the Shire of Yarra
Ranges to purchase music equipment for the area’s
youth. One of the groups to benefit will be the Hilltop
Sounds Committee. Hilltop Sounds is made up of
12 young people from the Belgrave, Monbulk and
Upwey areas, and they just held their first-ever music
event at the Monbulk Community Centre, attracting
over 300 people.
I was fortunate enough to meet seven members of the
Hilltop Sounds, including Andrew Shears, Michael
Moore, Nicole Tarrant, Nicole Druiven, Zoe Fullarton,
and Kristie Van Develde. I wish these young people
and their colleagues all the best with continuing their
very important role in Monbulk’s local music scene.

Sorrento: first settlers site
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Recently 1.2 hectares of
land on the Point Nepean Road, Sorrento, was sold for
over $18 million. This land, which is beachfront, makes
up a large part of the first European settlement site in
Victoria in 1803. It is commonly known as the Collins
Settlement site, having been named after
Lieutenant-Colonel David Collins, the commanding
officer of the first settlement.
Adjacent to the land is a public memorial to the first
settlers, which was constructed as part of the
bicentenary celebrations back in 2003. Walking past the
monument, you come to the newly constructed visitor
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information centre and then along the cliff top to the top
of the Eastern Sister, which overlooks Sullivan Bay and
the actual site of the first settlement. The Eastern Sister
also contains the graves of some early settlers. I am
confident that the new owners of the land in question
will respect the heritage value of the site.
Unfortunately there is no access from the top of the
Eastern Sister down to the beach of Sullivan Bay and
the first settlement site. I am asking the government, in
consultation with the new owners of the land, to reserve
an easement and allow a path to be constructed down to
and along Sullivan Bay, so that visitors to the area can
appreciate for the first time the actual geographical site
of the first settlement. This would substantially enhance
the visitor experience and complement the existing
monument, upgraded paths and fencing, interpretive
signage and the new visitor information centre. I urge
the government to consider this idea, which has broad
community support, and work to bring it to fruition.

Bill Ermacora
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I want to
apologise to my uncle Bill Ermacora, who turned 70
last week. He had a fantastic celebration with family
and friends last weekend. Sadly I missed this wonderful
celebration due to other commitments. Bill Ermacora
was born on 5 June 1938 to parents Bill and Olga, who
migrated from a place near Udine in northern Italy in
the 1920s. The Ermacora family ran a wine saloon in
Smith Street, Collingwood, and really showed
Australians how Europeans could enjoy wine in a
responsible way. Unfortunately, in the early 1960s and
under pressure from the Australian Hotels Association,
the Bolte government closed all such wine bars, which
were run primarily by sophisticated Europeans like the
Ermacoras. Bill had to have a dramatic change in life.
He became a farmer and went shearing. He learnt to
farm under the guidance of my grandfather, Frank
Plozza, and his daughter, my aunt Lorraine, who Bill
married in 1962.
Bill is a great bloke. He is a caring and innovative
farmer of fat lambs and fine wool. He farmed at Scotts
Creek and Simpson and is now at Winslow. He has
been a great Country Fire Authority volunteer for many
decades, and is a great dad to Jacinta, Luisa and
William, and papa to Annika, Elena, Isabella and Greta.
I want to thank Bill for his great support of me and my
family over my life. Many happy returns and buon
compleanno!
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Disability services: Yarrawonga
accommodation
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — One of the critical
issues facing people with a disability in my electorate of
Murray Valley is a lack of respite and long-term
accommodation. I have detailed in the Parliament past
representations I have made to community services
ministers, including deputations that have not been
successful in achieving financial support. This is
despite the demonstrated need. In the Moira shire alone
there are over 30 people with disabilities waiting for
accommodation, with that number expected to double
to over 60 in a few years.
It should be remembered that many of the people with
disabilities are being cared for by ageing parents
desperate to find accommodation for their sons or
daughters before they are no longer able to care for
their disabled family members. Recognising the
situation, a committee has been set up at Yarrawonga to
raise funds to build a facility to house up to six
residents. I was part of the appeal launch held on
Friday, 8 February. I am informed that almost $400 000
has been raised through donations and functions, where
there has clearly been overwhelming support from the
local community and organisations. Added to this, a
house-size block of land has been donated by the local
Gorman family for construction of the facility. I
understand the project cost of the facility is now
approximately $800 000.
With the bulk of the funding required having been
raised, I believe the state government has an obligation
to recognise the urgent need in the Yarrawonga
community for this house to support people with
disabilities and provide funding support for the project
to become a reality.

International Men’s Health Week
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to speak about
International Men’s Health Week, which kicked off
yesterday and is going right through to this Sunday.
Last Friday I had the pleasure of being joined by Daniel
Alford, exercise physiologist, and Hugh Walpole, social
worker, from Southern Health in celebrating
International Men’s Health Week.
Men and boys face health concerns different from those
faced by women and girls. International Men’s Health
Week is an opportunity to both acknowledge these
differences and look for ways to improve the health and
wellbeing of men and boys. The week is also an
opportunity to acknowledge the great work that
Southern Health staff like Daniel and Hugh do in
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supporting men’s health issues in the Cranbourne area.
The December 2002 edition of Mortality Atlas
Australia published by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics shows that the death rates for the main causes
of death are generally higher among men than women.
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needs to be delivered to make that a reality. Anything
less will ensure that disability organisations are left
without the resources they need to carry on their very
important work.

Deutsche Post: offensive stamps
The appointment of Professor David de Kretser as
Governor of Victoria is recognition by the Victorian
government that men’s health is a mainstream issue.
Before taking up the position of Governor, Professor de
Kretser was the director of Andrology Australia, the
Australian Centre of Excellence in Male Reproductive
Health at Monash Institute of Medical Research, which
has created inroads by raising awareness of male
reproductive health. The average death rate per
100 000 persons — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Disability services: out-of-home support
services
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — The objectives
of the Disability Act 2006, that people with disabilities
should be given real choices and that all efforts should
be made to enable them to participate as part of the
community, are supported by all. However, it is
becoming increasingly clear that this government has
put the cart before the horse. Only now — two years
later — has a tender been opened for the conduct of a
review of the prices paid by the government for the
purchase of a range of out-of-home support services for
people with disabilities, including shared supported
accommodation, day programs and specialist services
delivered in both the government and non-government
sectors.
The current unit costs were established in 1992.
Disability organisations are increasingly saying that
they cannot deliver individualised services with the
funding provided by the government. What is more,
there is also a significantly increased regulatory burden
with all the new reporting requirements, putting even
more cost pressure on these organisations. It is
unbelievable that this government put in place a major
new way of working in the disability sector but had no
idea of the cost burdens and impact of its own
legislation.
The pricing review needs to be honest, transparent and
thorough, and it also needs to give the sector confidence
that the government truly understands the impact of
individual funding on people with disabilities and their
families and service providers, so that the system is
viable and sustainable for the future. Funding then

Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — I am concerned
and disappointed with the German central post office,
which is responsible for the printing of stamps in
Germany. Deutsche Post, a world leader in IT and
logistics, printed 20 stamps bearing an image of the
face of Rudolf Hess, Hitler’s deputy during the Second
World War. It appears that ordinary citizens are able to
submit requests for stamps with faces of people they
wish to be immortalised, and it seems that a neo-Nazi
group has gone through the checks and balances of the
German post office and managed to celebrate the birth
of that monster, Rudolf Hess, on 26 April. The German
post office expressed disappointment and undertook
that it would not happen again. This is a lesson for
everybody who might think that any system can rely
exclusively on the checks and balances undertaken by
computers using new technologies. I am disappointed
that other more stringent checks and balances were not
put in place. This event offends the Jewish people and
those of us who regard Nazism as abhorrent.

Disability services: Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Recently the
shadow Minister for Community Services, the member
for Doncaster, and I, met with staff and parents at the
Yooralla First Base facility in Ferntree Gully. Yooralla
provides a fantastic service for residents with high
needs. During these discussions it soon became
abundantly clear that the Brumby Labor government
has failed to adequately fund disability services in this
state. The government announced in 2006 that
Victorian people with disabilities would be provided
with government funding to meet their individual
needs. Both parents and staff at Yooralla agree with this
principle. However, it was made very clear to the
member for Doncaster and me that the state
government is chronically underfunding this program if
it is to provide individually tailored programs for each
of its 17 high-need participants. On behalf of my
community I will continue to fight for better disability
services for individuals and their families in the
Ferntree Gully electorate.

Rail: Huntingdale–Rowville line
Mr WAKELING — It is very clear that the
Rowville community expects the Brumby Labor
government to deliver on its 1999 election commitment
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to fund the feasibility study for a railway line to
Rowville. To continue this campaign the shadow
Minister for Public Transport, the member for Scoresby
and I recently launched a poster campaign under the
banner ‘Brumby snubs Rowville rail’. This campaign
has been warmly received by my community, and the
member for Scoresby and I are committed to this
project. Despite what those opposite may say, I am
personally committed to this campaign and will not rest
until this project is delivered. The people of Rowville
have made it very clear that a key priority that they
expect to see delivered is this feasibility study. I call
upon the government to deliver on its 1999 election
commitment and fund the feasibility study.

Corio Bay Senior College: debutante ball
Mr EREN (Lara) — Recently my wife, Geraldine,
and I were pleased to attend the Corio Bay Senior
College debutante ball as the guests of honour. It was a
fantastic night which everybody enjoyed. In the limited
time I have available I would like to mention the names
of the people involved in this great evening. The
organisers and teachers were Arda Duck, Daniel Cook,
Mandy Price, Chris Stuart, Paul Hooper, Miriam
Pietrzak, Sylvia Tomkin, Michelle McIntosh and
Geraldine Gallop.
The debutantes and their partners were Nicole Marretta,
Mark Delac, Natalie Williams, Kane Blackman,
Melissa Smith, Jake Moreland, Stephanie Gomez,
Darcy Hutchinson, Daniella Delac, Mateo Kevric,
Emma Cleary, Brendan Slater, Zoe Brown, Ryan
Raymer, Ashlee Cadee, Ashley Cullen, Jenna Wilson,
Josh McInnes, Kimberley Kaw, Chris Magowan,
Stacey DeBruin, Kyle Ricketts, Tahlee Kay, Scott
Milkauskas, Chloe McKone, Harley Hunter, Melanie
Ormeno, Josh Cleary, Gemma Arklay and Ben Garcia.
This was the second occasion on which I attended the
debutante ball at this college, and it was yet again a
fantastic night which everybody enjoyed, and I
congratulate the school on doing a fantastic job.

Monash Freeway, Glen Iris: pedestrian
overpass
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The York Road
pedestrian overpass provides a safe method of crossing
the Monash Freeway for many residents of Malvern,
Glen Iris and surrounding areas. It offers access to a
number of parks and other facilities and is favoured by
families with children because it does not compete with
road traffic, as do other local overpasses. As part of the
Monash Freeway upgrade the York Road bridge is to
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be removed to facilitate roadworks, but under the
contract it must be reinstated.
The Monash Alliance is now proposing that the bridge
be removed permanently and the contract varied to
allow it to avoid its legal obligations. This can only
happen if the Minister for Roads and Ports permits it to
occur. The Monash Alliance claims that at a
community meeting — which was poorly advertised
and poorly attended — there was some support for the
permanent removal of the overpass. However, this
contrasts with a later meeting held on 4 June at which
88 per cent of attendees supported the reinstatement of
the York Road bridge, including both Stonnington and
Boroondara councils. A petition with over
160 signatures was in favour of the bridge’s
reinstatement compared with a petition with five
signatures opposing it. Monash Alliance representatives
were left in no doubt as to the feelings of local residents
and their representatives on this issue. Given the
$360 million cost blow-out on the Monash Freeway
upgrade, there is deep cynicism as to the motives of the
Monash Alliance.
I remind the minister that the contract currently requires
that the bridge be reinstated. If the minister allows the
Monash Alliance to rip up the contract, he is allowing it
to rip off the community. The minister must not do so.

David Broom
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — I rise to
congratulate David Broom of North Balwyn for having
recently been appointed director of finance and
administration at the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association headquarters in London. David was
selected following a search in all commonwealth
countries for someone to fill this position. There were
15 applicants from Australia, and he was chosen as
Australia’s candidate. Every commonwealth region
went through its own process of interviewing
applicants. He was the Australian nominee, and he won
handsomely, being appointed to this important job
involving all commonwealth parliaments. David has an
outstanding background in finance and administration.
His most senior role in the Victorian public sector was
as chief financial officer of the Victorian Electoral
Commission. He has also worked in federal
government agencies and in the private sector.
The Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, of
which most members of this Parliament are members,
represents 17 000 commonwealth members of
Parliament in 152 different parliaments. It is a great
credit to Victoria and to David Broom that he is, as I
understand it, the first Victorian to have such a

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
2194

ASSEMBLY

high-status and senior job representing us as
parliamentarians at the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association in London. I have great confidence that he
will do an outstanding job on our behalf and on behalf
of all commonwealth parliamentarians around the
world.

Schools: Catholic sector
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last week I visited five of
the seven Catholic schools in the electorate of Benalla
and spoke with their principals. I was impressed with
their passionate and continuing commitment to
providing the best possible educational opportunities.
However, it is clear that they are very frustrated by the
inequitable funding arrangements which see Victorian
Catholic schools receiving only 15.8 per cent of their
total funding from government grants, compared with
the national average of 25 per cent.
The impact of this funding inequity is significant and
has been exacerbated by the Brumby government’s
refusal to provide additional funds to cover the flow-on
costs to Catholic schools of the recent enterprise
bargaining agreement for teachers in state schools. The
Brumby government’s response is to say, ‘It is not our
problem; it is a federal government responsibility. They
will have to put up their fees; it is the people’s choice
which school they send their children to; they do not
have to pay the fees’. This is an outrageous and
insensitive response.
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the Trentham mechanics hall. This included displays of
historic photographs of potato growing in the region,
displays of the range of potato varieties that can be
grown, and potato people and sculptures made by local
schoolchildren. At the opening I, along with others in
attendance, were well fed on a broad range of food
items, all of which, not surprisingly, involved potatoes.
These ranged from the usual potato chips and stuffed
potatoes to potato scones, potato fruitcake and many
other delicacies.
Most of the many community groups and businesses in
Trentham became involved in presenting displays and
events that catered to all age groups. These included a
dinner at the Trentham neighbourhood house, a potato
cooking competition, a bus tour of historic potato sheds
once lived in by itinerant potato diggers and a market at
the recently restored railway station. As well as
bringing the community together, the Trentham spud
fest also provided an opportunity to bring visitors to
Trentham. This town was hit badly by the burning
down of the Cosmopolitan Hotel — the Cosmo — and
the subsequent closure of the Fir Tree restaurant, but
many new, innovative tourism-related businesses have
since opened, and the town is now starting to move
forward. The spud fest, which is hoped to occur
regularly, should be a great — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Government: performance
The Brumby government claims that education is its
no. 1 priority, and even it must appreciate that Catholic
schools educate hundreds of thousands of students,
thereby easing the burden on the state school system.
Blaming the federal government no longer holds water;
after all we are now in the era of so-called cooperative
federalism, where supposedly a little word in the ear of
24/7 Kevin will immediately solve the problem. I
challenge the Minister for Education to visit Catholic
schools in my area and hear firsthand about the low
socioeconomic status of many of their families, and I
call on the Brumby government to live up to its claim
that it governs for all Victorians, including students
from battling families attending Catholic schools. By
the way, I am not a Catholic.

Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — EastLink is set to open
at the end of this month. We should not forget that in
2002 the Labor Party promised to build a toll-free
roadway, but just months after the 2002 election it
reneged on this promise. It was during this time that
former Labor members of this place held the famous
‘Tolls are good. Prove us wrong!’ breakfast with the
then Minister for Transport, the current Minister for
Community Development. Is there any truth in the
rumour that the member for Seymour is planning a
forum entitled ‘Pipelines are good. Prove us wrong!’
with Premier Brumby and the Minister for Water, or is
this just a false assertion?

Planning: Montrose quarry
Great Trentham Spud Fest
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to
congratulate the organisers of the first Great Trentham
Spud Fest, which took place recently. This event was
planned over the past year to bring the Trentham
community together around the theme of the potato. It
ran over three days and featured events and displays at

Mr HODGETT — On another matter, I rise to
commend the Minister of Planning in the other place
for taking my advice and not intervening in the Yarra
Ranges Shire Council’s decision to prevent the
expansion of the Montrose quarry. Last November the
council unanimously rejected Boral’s application to
expand the quarry; however, in late January this year
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Boral lodged a request for the planning minister to
intervene and override the council’s decision.
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I raised this matter both formally and informally in the
Parliament, urging the minister not to overrule the local
council and not to become the planning authority by
preparing the amendment necessary to allow the quarry
expansion to proceed at Montrose. What was of most
concern to me was that the minister was seriously
considering intervening in this matter. It is not often
that Labor listens to the community, but in this case I
am pleased the minister has taken my advice and
decided not to assume the role of planning authority but
to leave the planning control in the hands of the council.
This is a great win for the local community on this
longstanding issue. Perhaps now the minister may see
fit to formally respond to the matter I raised in the
adjournment debate on 17 April regarding planning and
the Montrose quarry.

Glenroy West Primary School: student leaders
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — In May I had
the great pleasure of presenting students of Glenroy
West Primary School with their badges. These students
had been elected to a variety of representative positions.
The students include: from the leadership team, Fritz
Frost, Mark Lowerson and Stephanie Wong; Chapman
house captain Matthew Bruce and vice-captain
Christian Bruce; Clovelly house captains Jacob Sooula
and Matthew Turner and vice-captain Sophie Doyle;
William house captain Hayden Hasselo and
vice-captain Mitchell Leathers; York house captain
Justine Cabandong and vice-captain Brody
McPharlane; and student representative councillors
Chavohn Williams, Joanna Zafiropoulos, Thomas Lua,
James Greer, Grace Edmonds, Naomi Ball, Jack
Simmons, Jackson Hole and Nina Zepcan.
I congratulate all the students who were elected to their
positions and wish them all the best in their respective
roles and also for their final year at primary school. I
look forward to hearing of the students’ cooperative
work with the staff of Glenroy West Primary School,
and also of their achievements. Each year Denise
Mendham does a wonderful job of pulling together this
fantastic event. This year I was joined by school council
principal Dean Miskimmin, parents club president
Debbie Clarke and new school principal Brett Millott.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The Speaker has accepted a statement from the
Minister for Water proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house congratulates the Brumby government for the
biggest investment ever made in the Goulburn region, which
will provide new water for farmers, the environment and
Melbourne water users.

Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — It gives me
a great deal of pleasure to contribute to debate on this
matter of public importance because this is a vitally
important project not only for regional Victoria but also
for all Victorians. The basic rationale for this
proposition is that by investing in upgrading our
irrigation infrastructure we can make substantial
savings and then return those savings to more
productive uses. They are savings that can be shared
with our irrigators, savings that can be shared with
stressed rivers and returned to the environment, and
savings that can be shared with urban communities.
That is the rationale for this project, and that is why it is
such a vitally important part of this government’s water
plan to provide water security for all Victorians.
We need to recognise the context in which this plan
came about. The 2007 next stage of the Victorian
government’s water plan came about because of record
low inflows into Victoria’s streams, rivers and
tributaries. That required a response that built on the
comprehensive plan that the government already had in
place — a response that required additional
augmentations, additional recycling measures,
additional pipelines, a desalination plant for supplying
water to Melbourne, Geelong, Western Port and South
Gippsland, and also substantial upgrades to our
irrigation system.
The government takes the view that upgrading our
irrigation system is so important because water for
irrigators is critical and because it recognises that a
system that is losing hundreds of billions of litres of
water every year cannot be allowed to continue to
operate on that basis. But we also recognise that the
investment that is required to capture those losses and
to return them to productive use is a substantial
investment. It is not a small investment; it is not an
investment that can be left to the irrigators who use the
system and who rely on it. It is not an investment that
can be left to them alone. It is not an investment that
can be left to the customers of Goulburn-Murray Water
alone. It is not an investment that can be left to
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increased debt levels within Goulburn-Murray Water
alone. It is a system that we have a shared investment
in; it is a system that we have a shared commitment to,
and therefore it is logical that the investment in
upgrading and repairing this antiquated system is a
shared one for all of us.
It is not just the government that shares this view, it is
in fact shared by people who live in the region. People
who live in the northern Victoria region came to the
government in 2006 and 2007 and said that it is
possible to make investments in upgrading irrigation
infrastructure and then to share the savings that those
investments generate. It was people from the system
itself; it was people who rely on that system; it was
irrigators; and it was investors who live in those
areas — the leading citizens of those communities, as
the Premier has described them — who came to the
government with the proposition that by investing in
the savings and by sharing that investment we can also
share the savings that are generated from it.
Far from being just people who live in the area and the
state government who share that view, it is also shared
by members of the opposition, because we know that,
amongst others, a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the other place, Damian Drum, is on the
public record as saying that investing in irrigation
upgrades and then sharing the savings, including
sharing those savings with urban communities, is a
reasonable thing to do. That is exactly what this
government has done.
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How does this project stack up? Very clearly this
project stacks up because irrigators are being asked to
invest only $100 million of the up to $2 billion
investment that will be made. Melbourne Water
customers will invest $300 million in the upgrades that
will occur; taxpayers from Victoria will contribute
$600 million from the Consolidated Fund; and the
commonwealth government will contribute up to
$1 billion. In other words, for their $100 million, or
5 per cent of the total investment, irrigators will have
returned to them more than 40 per cent of the water
savings that are made; Melbourne water users making
$300 million worth of investment, three times the
investment of irrigators, will have less than 20 per cent
of the water savings that are made returned to them.
That is the rationale of the project.
So what have the critics had to say? It is a controversial
project, there is no question about that; all of our water
projects are controversial. There is controversy around
the desalination project, there is controversy around the
goldfields super-pipe, and there is even controversy
about the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. We know water
is an issue that generates passion; it is important for
communities around Victoria. People want to know that
the government has in place a plan to provide water
security for all Victorians.

That is the origin of this project. It is a project that had
its origins and its advocates in the region itself, who
came to the government and said that by investing in
irrigation upgrades we could share the investment and
share the savings. That is the background to this project.
What is the rationale that the government has put in
place? Firstly, stage 1 of the food bowl modernisation
project is an investment of $1 billion to generate
225 billion litres — that is, 225 gigalitres — of savings
and then share those savings one-third, one-third and
one-third with irrigators, with stressed rivers in the
environment and with the urban communities,
particularly those in Melbourne. That is the rationale of
the project that is being put in place.

Therefore it is worth asking: what is the basis of the
opposition to the project? Firstly, there are those who
say that few, if any, savings can be made from
investments of this kind. We say as a state government
that we completely reject this proposition. We believe
that not only can hundreds of billions of litres worth of
water savings be made, but savings of the magnitude
that we predicted are more than capable of being made
as a consequence of this investment. What is the basis
of this confidence? We look at the average losses in the
system, not only over the last 100 years but over the last
10 to 15 years, where losses in the system have
amounted to 700 billion to 800 billion litres worth of
losses each year, even in the dry years of the last 10 to
15 years. They have been the losses that we have seen;
therefore it is not unreasonable to believe that if we
upgrade this system from 70 per cent current efficiency
to 85 per cent efficiency, those losses can be saved and
returned to more productive uses.

The state government has also now been able to secure
up to an additional $1 billion in commonwealth
funding, subject to due diligence, to generate an
additional 200 billion litres worth of savings and to
share those savings fifty-fifty with irrigators and with
stressed rivers. The proposition that we have on the
table is a total shared investment of up to $2 billion and
total savings in the order of 425 billion litres.

There are those also who say that the only savings that
will be made will be made by installing new meters.
We say that you can make savings by reducing leakage;
you can make savings by reducing seepage; you can
make savings by reducing the outfalls that currently
occur; you can make savings by the installation of total
channel control. Those systems enable you to identify
where leakages are occurring within the system, and
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through strategic use of channel lining and other
treatments you can further reduce the losses that are
occurring in the system.
You can also make sure that the delivery system works
better — the delivery system enabling irrigators to get
the water at the time they need it rather than having to
order it days and days in advance and then being
subject to the vagaries of weather changes and rainfall
events. Instead, subject to the vagaries of those sorts of
occurrences, by the introduction of better delivery
systems and total channel control we can harvest those
savings. That is the response to those who say that there
are few, if any, savings that can be made in investments
of this kind.
There are also those who say that they support the
investment of $2 billion worth of upgrades to the
system, but they do not believe that any substantial
savings can be made. To those people I say, ‘Why
would you make an investment of this kind? Why
would you invest $2 billion of overwhelmingly
taxpayer dollars? Why would you advocate the
investment of that amount if you did not believe that
substantial savings could be made?’. There are those
who say Melbourne has other options and should not be
engaged in the process of constructing the Sugarloaf
pipeline. We say Melbourne is exploring and
implementing those other options.
We are building a desalination plant — the biggest
desalination plant in this country. We are investing in
recycling projects, including the eastern treatment plant,
which will see $300 million invested to generate
100 gigalitres-plus worth of savings, and using that
recycled water for productive, consumptive uses in
Melbourne. We are investing in recycling, we have
invested in conservation measures, and we are investing
in a desalination plant. Therefore Melbourne is
exploring and implementing the very options that others
who are critics of this project advocate.
There are those who say that Melbourne is somehow
stealing water from regional Victoria. We say that with
the investment by Melbourne Water customers of
$300 million, as well as the commitment to not enter
the water market to purchase additional water, as well
as the limitations that are in place on the capacity of the
Sugarloaf pipeline — both the physical constraints of
the pipeline itself as well as the legal commitment to
cap the Sugarloaf pipeline extractions as part of
Melbourne’s bulk entitlement to 75 gigalitres — those
guarantees are in place to ensure that that claim about
stealing water is debunked.
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There are those who say that Lake Eildon will have less
water in it as a consequence of this project. The facts
are the exact opposite: all of our research shows that on
average Lake Eildon will have 27 centimetres more
water in it as a consequence of this investment, not less.
I readily concede — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HOLDING — Twenty-seven centimetres. I
readily concede that 27 centimetres of water is a very
small quantity of water, but it is water in addition to the
water that is already in Lake Eildon. Now those
opposite say that Lake Eildon will have less water in it,
and they have also had the audacity to run the line that
Eildon will become a closed catchment, a closed
storage, as a consequence of this investment. We have
said all along, from day one of the announcement of
this project and investment, not only that Lake Eildon
will have more water in it but that there will be no
change to the current recreational uses of Lake
Eildon — the boating, the fishing and all of those things
that occur.
What else has Plug the Pipe had to say? In that
wonderful press release it put out last week it said:
Yesterday the Brumby government spent thousands of
taxpayers dollars publishing a list of food bowl modernisation
supporters in Melbourne’s major newspapers.

This was under the heading ‘What lies Mr Brumby?’.
There we go — yet another lie from Plug the Pipe
protesters. Not a dollar of taxpayer resources was
expended on the production of this advertisement. This
advertisement was paid for by supporters of the food
bowl modernisation project, many of whom live and
work and invest in the region and depend on this
investment, depend on this modernisation project, to
underwrite their future and to safeguard the investments
they have made in irrigated agriculture in this region.
The truth is that this is a vitally important project for all
Victorians. It is a vitally important project for all
Victorians because it invests in a broken, clapped-out
irrigation system which is desperately in need of an
investment to upgrade its productive capacity. To all of
those opposite who say, ‘Make the investment but don’t
share the savings’, I say, ‘Where will the $300 million
come from that Melbourne Water customers are
investing? Who will pay that shortfall? Are they happy
to see irrigators pay an additional $300 million — four
times the investment they are currently required to
make?’. They would be advocating that those irrigators
make up the shortfall or that taxpayers should come to
the table and basically fund the whole cost of the
project, or that the project should somehow be scaled
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back and that the quantum of savings we can make
from investing in this vital upgrade should somehow be
reduced to the tune of $300 million. We say that a
shared investment in this upgrade is appropriate and
that therefore sharing the savings is appropriate.
Irrigators will get more than 40 per cent of the water,
stressed river systems will get more than 40 per cent of
the water, and Melbourne water users will also benefit
from this massive — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — Water is
the currency of the 21st century. It is the last great
competitive edge for rural and regional Victoria. It is an
issue of life and death for so many people throughout
the country parts of this state. Indeed Mark Twain was
right when he said, ‘Whisky is for drinking; water is for
fighting over’. That is what we have on our hands now
as a result of the way this government has mismanaged
Victoria’s water resources during the eight years it has
been the government of this state.
The Goulburn-Murray region is the magnificent food
bowl of Victoria. It has 14 000 productive farms and
$9 billion worth of production, both on-farm and in the
manufacturing sector, and $1.5 billion of that
production is exported annually. But the key to it is the
issue of the availability of water. In an environment
where so often we hear in this place and beyond its
walls the plea in relation to rural and regional
development, ‘Why would you ever do something
which would negate, or reduce at least, the capacity for
future rural and regional development in country
Victoria, very particularly in a region which has such a
proud record of doing what it does so magnificently,
not only for the state but indeed for the nation?’. Water
entitlements are things which in this nation, and in
particular in this state, are guarded absolutely jealously.
If you are going to touch it, you do so very, very
carefully. If you are going to do anything about it, you
hasten slowly. If you are going to do anything about it,
you consult widely and you act judiciously. The process
that you employ in relation to it is an absolute
imperative. That is the history of the way water
legislation has evolved over the years in this state. It is
part of the Victorian heritage, particularly in relation to
rural and regional Victoria, that issues regarding water,
its ownership and its use are treated with the respect
they deserve.
The food bowl modernisation scheme is an absolute
case in point. It has gone pear-shaped because this
government and this minister and this Premier have
ignored the protocols which for so long have governed
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water usage in the state of Victoria. Let it be said, in the
course of this debate and otherwise, that we on this side
of the house support the food bowl modernisation
scheme. Of course we do. We argue about aspects of
the way the money should be spent, we are particularly
concerned about the small producers in the Goulburn
region — all of that — but we support the principle of
the modernisation of those irrigation schemes. We see
that as a laudable thing to do, and in relation to that
element of this debate we congratulate the government
on its preparedness to invest. But in relation to the
pipeline, we are absolutely, utterly and trenchantly
opposed to it.
The minister mentioned the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline,
and I mention it as a case in point by way of
comparison. That great project was decades in the
making. It happened as a result of an immense amount
of community consultation. People like Stewart
Petering and others came to this Parliament so often
over the years to provide briefings to those of us who
were the government of the day, and indeed to those
who were the opposition of the day, and we gradually
saw it built up through a process of careful community
consultation. We have seen the complete antithesis of
that process in the way this government has gone about
this terrible approach to the food bowl modernisation
scheme.
What happened here, as the minister has again
confirmed, is that sometime in 2006 — and apparently,
we now find, before the election of that year — a group
of unelected people, well meaning no doubt, came to
this Parliament to say that they were prepared to
sacrifice some of the Goulburn Valley’s water for the
sake of getting an investment on behalf of the Victorian
government. There was no consultation or discussion
with the public at large — no public airing. The worst
feature of it, though, that I find very hard to forgive and
forget is that they came here as apologists for country
Victoria. They were not prepared to come here on the
basis of saying to the government, ‘We make the
magnificent contribution which we do, and therefore
we ought to be supported as a community’. Rather, they
came here on the basis of saying to the government,
‘We are prepared to give you a slice of what comes out
of this investment if you are prepared to make the
investment in the first place’.
That is the issue that I simply do not understand on
behalf of these people. No doubt they also told the
government, ‘It will be fine. We will look after the
selling of it from a local perspective’. It has to be said
that has not gone as well as that group might have
thought, putting it at its very lowest. As I say, we now
know this happened before the election of
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November 2006. These people took it upon themselves
to act on behalf of the broader community up there.
The government is the one that I simply cannot
forgive — this slack, lazy, slothful, visionless,
opportunistic government. The government must have
thought it was unbelievably lucky when it accepted the
proposal which was advanced to it by this group. The
government could not believe its luck. For seven years
the government pocketed $2.5 billion of dividends from
the water authorities and did nothing about the supply
side of the equation in relation to water resources in
Victoria. The government spent all that time telling
people not to use as much. The government did nothing
to address how we are going to supplant the water
supply. The drought had started in 1997, as the
Auditor-General’s recent report confirms, and the
government got caught out. What happened next? In
the door wandered this group from northern Victoria
and offered them a slice of the most valuable
commodity that northern Victoria has and that it
depends upon — namely, some of its water supply. The
government, which was then in a state of panic,
embraced this as manna from heaven.
Nevertheless we saw that there was nothing allocated to
funding for water in the budget in 2006. Indeed nothing
was said in November 2006 in relation to what the
government was going to do, save for the fact that it
would not pipe water from north of the Great Dividing
Range. We saw the red helicopter ads, of course, that
came out in June last year, but there was no
consultation on what the government was going to do.
Then on 19 June or thereabouts last year, barely a year
ago, there was the announcement about the pipeline,
which the government had sworn it would never do,
and about the desalination plant, which it had bagged
unmercifully in the lead-up to the election of 2006. This
was of course reflected in the Auditor-General’s recent
report tabled in this Parliament. It was a damning
summary replete with condemnation of the government
in the way that it has gone about all this.
The pipeline itself is the focus of commentary on the
part of the people who oppose what is proposed here.
The savings are in doubt. The government has had
about 8 or 10 different versions of the extent of the
savings. Nevertheless the government says the first
75 gigalitres will go to Melbourne, come what may. If
the government has such faith in this project, why
would it not have the last 75 gigalitres to be saved out
of the 225 come to Melbourne? Would not that be a
statement of faith on the part of the government? All
this is taking place in circumstances where the
prevailing climatic conditions in the north of the state
continue to deteriorate. There is the CSIRO report
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about the probability of lesser inflows, particularly from
floods. There is all the commentary on climate change.
There is the draft river red gum report, which is yet to
be responded to by the government.
Penny Wong, the federal Minister for Climate Change
and Water, is rampaging around in the water market
with an open chequebook, buying water left, right and
centre. The federal government is threatening now to
lift the 4 per cent cap on trading and this government is
obviously prepared to cooperate. All this is occurring in
an environment where this government is persisting
with this pipeline proposal. Increasingly, Melburnians
are waking up to the fact that this is the wrong thing to
do. The enormity of the community opposition out
there has been established and is growing: the letters,
the petitions, the protests at the Parliament, the protests
beyond the walls of the Parliament and the protests in
the streets of northern Victoria.
Premier Brumby must go to sleep at night thinking,
‘What has gone wrong?’. In 1999 — and I have given
him this credit before — he was probably the main
driver of Labor assuming government in this state. Now
he does not dare set foot north of the Divide without
having armed guards around him and people to look
after him because he is concerned about what might
occur in relation to his own welfare. I hasten to add that
I do not, and I will never, countenance any activity of a
nature that would offer any sort of physical threat to
any member of Parliament. That would be a disgraceful
thing to do. But I just pose a suggestion in a rhetorical
sense: he must wonder, ‘Why has this gone so wrong?’.
The answer is because this government abandoned the
long-established protocols on water and its usage in
Victoria. Faced with the magnitude of the opposition to
this proposition of building the pipeline, the Labor
government reverts to type. There was the character
assassination that we witnessed over the course of the
past week or so. The Premier of a state is actually
quoted on the front page of the Age newspaper, one of
our major dailies, as saying:
A number of the claims that Plug the Pipe people are making
at this rally are just not true. They are lies and they know
them to be …

Fancy the Premier of this state using intemperate
language of that nature. This is typical of the
government: it is more of the same. These are the same
government members who have talked about
‘quasi-terrorists’, ‘ugly, ugly people’, ‘a sorry bunch of
people’ and now, of course, there is the ultimate
commentary accusing people of being liars. This has
been in circumstances where the government seeks to
put a new spin upon this. It tries to characterise this as
some politically motivated opposition. Had members of
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the government had the guts to be out there on the front
steps last Tuesday, they would have seen the young and
the old, the sick and the lame, the farmers, the
manufacturers and the businesspeople. Government
members would have been there to witness the
600 vehicles bringing people from all across country
Victoria to express their condemnation of this pipeline.
All this commentary was coming from a vast array of
people throughout country Victoria, and yet the Premier
terms these people ‘liars’.
What about this report of the comments of the Premier
of the day, in an article in the Age on 21 October 2005:
The government said it was not committed to any particular
option but ruled out another dam for Melbourne and taking
water from farmers north of the Great Dividing Range.

That was a lie! That is what it was. What about what
the then Minister for Water, Mr Thwaites, said in the
debate on the Water (Resource Management) Bill on
27 October 2005? I quote:
I will be brief and indicate that it is the government’s policy
that Melbourne retailers will not be purchasing water from
north of the Great Dividing Range.

Another lie! A press release issued by then Minister
Thwaites on 15 November 2005, after meeting
Victorian Farmers Federation representatives, states:
I also reminded the meeting that the government had recently
made a major commitment that it would not allow Melbourne
water authorities to trade north of the Divide.

Another lie! You can ream through them, Acting
Speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The honourable member is sailing very close to
the wind in using the word ‘lie’ and accusing a member
of this house of lying. I ask the honourable member to
be careful.
Mr RYAN — A press release of April 2006 states:
The government does not support importing water from north
of the Great Dividing Range to meet Melbourne’s future
needs.

Let us call that a fashionable assertion, Acting Speaker.
All this was replete with commentary from the
government that these people on the steps of Parliament
House last Tuesday were liars.
The ultimate tragedy in all this is that there are solutions
to this imbroglio. The government can resolve this, and
it can do so honourably. There are different options it
can explore. The food bowl modernisation should be
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undertaken, but, in answer to the minister’s query, what
the Victorian Government should do is contribute the
extra $300 million to the $600 million it already has on
the table, to make it a $900 million investment. The
irrigators will continue to contribute their $100 million.
We then have the up to — I emphasis ‘up to’ —
$1 billion coming from the federal government. We
therefore have our pool of money still preserved. In that
environment the savings achieved in the north could
stay in the north and be divided equally between the
irrigators and the environment. The irrigators do not
want, nor do they lay claim to, all the savings, but they
want to keep it all in the north.
What Melbourne Water could do then is take the
$300 million it is otherwise supposed to put into this
and add that to the $750 million it would save by not
building the pipeline, and bring that massive investment
back into Melbourne. It is in the government’s own
documentation. To see that, you only need to read
Melbourne Augmentation Program — Water Recycling
Options, the technical report from June 2007 and
Melbourne Water’s Stormwater Recycling Feasibility
Study of 8 June 2007. They provide options which the
government should properly explore to enable this
program to be undertaken in a manner which will
ensure that this great city of Melbourne is able to have
its water supplies. Of course it has to have them, but
there are other ways to do it. The government should
invest. It is investing $1.4 billion in the Monash
Freeway, $1.3 billion into the myki ticketing system
and it is proposed it will invest $18 billion in
implementing the Eddington report — guess how much
it will actually spend?
These people are not liars, Acting Speaker. The Premier
is wrong. They are telling the truth, and they should be
honoured.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to support the
matter of public importance:
That this house congratulates the Brumby government for the
biggest investment ever made in the Goulburn region, which
will provide new water for farmers, the environment and
Melbourne water users.

I support the food bowl modernisation project. It is an
investment in northern Victoria, an investment in jobs
and an investment in local communities. It is something
that has not happened under previous governments and
it is something that the people of that region asked the
government to fund by actually sharing the savings
with them.
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The government looked at that proposition after it was
presented to it after the last state election. The people
from that region came to the government to have it
consider this proposal, which would make a big
difference to that area. On that basis I obviously support
all the water projects right across the state, including the
north–south pipeline, which is an important and integral
part of the food bowl modernisation project. I need to
make that very clear. The project is obviously part of
making that region safe for the future.

Yarra Valley Water and some are with Goulburn
Valley Water. The people of Wallan were with
Goulburn Valley Water when their system was failing.
Several years ago the state government invested
$22 million to put that growing town onto Melbourne’s
water supply. We invested that money and now those
people in Wallan get water from Melbourne’s water
supply. They will also benefit from the north–south
pipeline, as will the people who live in the townships of
Yarra Glen and Healesville in the Seymour electorate.

I visited that area with farmers and Department of
Primary Industries staff and spoke to the proponents of
the project and also with a farmer from that area,
because DPI officers thought I should get a balanced
view of the concerns and what have you about a
modernisation project and what it means. I listened to
the farmers’ concerns and to the concerns of the
proponents of the project. What the farmers said to me
was, ‘We need you to upgrade our irrigation system
here, because if you do not, what is going to happen is
people will start selling off their water and walking off
their farms because they cannot get the value out of the
water that is there’. That is basically what they said.

On top of that, we are also augmenting the supplies in
Kilmore and Wandong-Heathcote Junction by
reversing the pipeline that used to go from Kilmore
down to Wallan, because the Sunday Creek Reservoir
has failed as a result of the drought. What is happening
is that the pipe now pumps 1 megalitre a day. I believe
it goes up through Wandong-Heathcote Junction and
Kilmore, assisting with their water supply.

The people who put up this proposal felt that they
would probably be the last men standing in the sense
that the smaller farmers would have been the ones who
would actually have gone off the system first; they
would not have been able to afford to utilise their water
because other areas would have developed modern
irrigation systems and taken that water out of the food
bowl area.
It is a very important project from that point of view. I
really do believe that the Victorian people expect the
government to act, to do something about what is a
crisis. That is why we have had to make tough
decisions, including building a north–south pipeline and
a desalination plant. The government did look at other
projects, such as collection of stormwater and utilising
recycled water. The government concluded that this
was the best way we could actually get water to
Melbourne and to the food bowl irrigation area before a
crisis occurred — and that is what we have done. The
desalination project will also augment Melbourne’s
water supplies into the future. It is really important to
note that this is only the next stage of our water plan.
Before this we have done a lot of other things across the
state, and we are also implementing other plans that are
outside this.
I will mention some of the things that this state has
done on behalf of the people of Seymour in relation to
water, which are really important things to remember.
Some of the people of the Seymour electorate are with

But we are not stopping there. What is actually
happening is that the Sunday Creek Reservoir has failed
so badly that Broadford still requires water to be
trucked in every day. Despite taking at least 6500 and
probably 7000 people off that supply system, we are
still faced with a situation where we are carting water
into Broadford every day. These people are putting up
with stage 4 water restrictions, and it is not easy for
them. But now we are building a pipeline from
Tallarook down to Broadford. The Minister for
Planning — I thank him very much — ensured the
planning process went very smoothly and quickly so
that we could do this. I have seen the pipes already
sitting on the ground waiting to go in near Tallarook.
That is really important because those communities
deserve to have a decent water supply, as do
communities right across the state, including those
serviced by the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
We have invested seriously in those communities by
putting in a pipeline that will stop those towns from
dying. Those towns would be in a dreadful situation
with no future to look forward to if we did not bring
forward this project, invest heavily in it and save those
towns. In the next stage of the plan we talked about is to
extend that pipeline to Hamilton and also build a
pipeline to Geelong, which is an important part of our
community.
Ms Overington interjected.
Mr HARDMAN — As the member for Ballarat
West reminds me, we have built pipelines through to
Bendigo and Ballarat, two important regional
economies that support large areas around them.
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The north–south pipeline project is very controversial. I
understand that members of the opposition smell blood.
The member for Seymour seems to get a lot of
mentions in this house in this day and age, as
opposition members like to condemn me for supporting
my own electorate, for standing up for the whole of the
state and doing the right thing. The opposition tends to
oppose everything. It used to accuse us of being a
do-nothing government. I accuse the opposition of
being a stand-for-nothing opposition, because it stands
for nothing. If opposition members were in government
and carried on the way they do in opposition, they
would be doing nothing the whole time.
I support the north–south pipeline project on the basis
that it is integral to the food bowl modernisation
project. It must also be remembered that the Seymour
electorate will also benefit through the hundreds of jobs
that will be created in both the northern Victorian
irrigation renewal project and also in the construction of
the pipeline. I have gone to the Sugarloaf Alliance, the
Minister for Water, the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development, the Treasurer and the Premier and said,
‘These areas in my electorate need to see benefit from
this project’. That is why there is a Melbourne Water
local procurement project. That is why I spoke with the
industry capability network. That is why I have invited
Regional Development Victoria officers to my area to
talk to the shire mayors and chief executive officers as
well as community and business leaders about what are
the types of things we can do to show that there will be
benefits beyond this project. That is why there is a
$5 million community benefits package, a
compensation package, for the communities that will be
directly impacted by the pipeline. That is why there is
compensation for land-holders.
All that is partially due to the work I have been doing to
ensure that the people of the Seymour electorate are
cared for by this government. There has also been
plenty of community engagement, and there will be
more community engagement. There will be real
consultation about direct routes through the area. That
is why I went on a tour with the people from the Steels
Creek area, who wanted to show me why an originally
preferred route was not a good idea. We got that
changed through making the case.
The actual benefits from community grants will be
fantastic, but we are providing local employment
opportunities, looking to provide local training
opportunities and providing opportunities for Landcare
and environmental groups that do the work. Those
things are happening and — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — Today I rise to speak on
the matter of public importance. I think we should
clarify a few things. There have been assertions made
about water losses in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation
district. It is good to see that the member for South
Barwon is in the chamber. Earlier this year he stated to
the house that the Goulburn-Murray irrigation district
loses in excess of 800 000 megalitres of water every
year. I have the figures here from Goulburn-Murray
Water. The member for South Barwon agrees that that
was the comment he made. The Goulburn-Murray
Water figures show that losses for 2003–04 were
659 000 megalitres.
Dr Sykes — Not 800 000?
Mr WELLER — For 2004–05, they were 680 000
megalitres.
Dr Sykes — Not 800 000?
Mr WELLER — In 2005–06, losses were 667 000
megalitres — not 800 000. In 2006–07, they were
551 000 megalitres and in 2007–08 losses are shown as
only 450 000.
Dr Sykes — Not 800 000?
Mr WELLER — Not 800 000!
Mr R. Smith — False assertions.
Mr WELLER — Indeed the figures have been
falsely asserted. Back in September last year the
Premier told this house that the losses were 800 000 to
900 000 megalitres, when the figures show otherwise.
If we take the government at its word — which is
dangerous — and accept that it will deliver what it says
it is going to deliver, we understand it is going to get
the system up to 85 per cent efficiency and that is what
is going to deliver the savings.
That is fine. If we go back to 2005–06, the losses were
660 000 megalitres. It took 2.4 million megalitres to
deliver 1.74 million megalitres that year and the losses
were 660 000 megalitres. If you do the multiplication,
you find we lost 15 per cent of the 2.4 million
megalitres, which means we will still lose
360 000 megalitres after it has been modernised.
Therefore you will have a saving of 300 000 megalitres.
That is very good, but the problem is that the
government has committed to finding
520 000 megalitres from savings.
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Dr Sykes — How many?
Mr WELLER — Savings of 520 000 megalitres. It
has committed to finding 225 000 megalitres for the
first stage of the food bowl modernisation — that is,
75 000 megalitres to the farmers, 75 000 megalitres to
the environment and 75 000 megalitres to
Melbourne — and Melbourne gets its share before
anyone else gets theirs.
Then in the second stage it has committed to providing
100 000 megalitres to the farmers and
100 000 megalitres to the environment. That brings the
figure up to 425 000 megalitres. Then it has committed
to finding 25 000 megalitres for the environment from
the reconfiguration. The minister did not dispute these
figures at the PAEC (Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee) hearing the other day. The government has
committed to finding 52 000 megalitres from the
Shepparton modernisation, and then there is a further
18 000 megalitres to come from Central Goulburn
(CG), channels 1 to 4. That brings the figure up to
520 000 megalitres, and it has saved
300 000 megalitres.
Let us consider a year like we had in 2005–06, which
given climate change would be a good year. In that year
there was water right on the Goulburn system, and
water right plus 44 per cent on the Murray system. That
would be a good year going forward, so let us do the
sums. A total of 520 000 megalitres has been
committed, and in the first phase we are going to have
75 000 megalitres to Melbourne and 75 000 megalitres
to the environment, so that accounts for
150 000 megalitres. Then another 100 000 megalitres
goes to the environment out of the out of the next
phase, which is a total of 250 000 megalitres out of the
pool. Then we have the 95 000 megalitres that the
government has already committed to reconfiguration
and Shepparton CG1 to 4, so it comes up to
345 000 megalitres in total — and we have saved only
300 000 megalitres. So even in a good year there would
be 45 000 megalitres less in the irrigators pool.
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90 000 megalitres worse off. That is why people in
northern Victoria are marching in the streets — because
there will be less water in the pool. That is the best-case
scenario, because it relies on this government being
able to deliver the program on budget. If it runs out of
money and does not complete the whole system, it will
be worse. We know the government will keep its
commitments to Melbourne and its commitments to the
environment. It will be the irrigators who lose. The
best-case scenario is that in a good year the irrigators
would lose 45 000 megalitres and in a year similar to
this one the figure would be 90 000 megalitres.
We all know that the government cannot deliver on
what it has promised. We have seen the cost of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline blow out by 50 per cent. We
have seen what the government has been doing in the
Shepparton East program, with a blow-out of 50 per
cent. The government cannot deliver on time or on
budget. We also need to remember that Central
Goulburn 2, which is the pilot program for this
modernisation, has been an absolute debacle. Central
Goulburn 2 was started in 2001–02, and it has not been
completed yet. There are enormous problems there. It
has not delivered the savings the government wanted.
The government has to make a further investment in
that project to get it finished. It looks like there will be a
blow-out in costs to double what it would have been.
The government has invested in Goulburn-Murray
Water, the government’s own institution —
Goulburn-Murray Water is a corporation that is wholly
owned by the government. The PAEC report that was
tabled last sitting week is interesting. It shows that this
government is more about spin than substance. The
report talks about drought support for farmers. It talks
about $19 million and what the government is going to
do over the next three years: $6 million of that
$19 million is to be used to promote the northern
interconnector. Rather than helping farmers with
programs that assist them, there is $6 million for the
promotion of the northern interconnector!
Mr Delahunty — Is that right?

If we have a year like we have had this year, when we
lost 450 000 megalitres — not the 800 000 to
900 000 megalitres the government falsely asserts —
what will happen if we get to 85 per cent efficiency?
We used 1.3 million megalitres this year to deliver
850 000 megalitres — we lost 450 000 megalitres.
Fifteen per cent of 1.3 million megalitres is
195 000 megalitres. In a year like this we can save
255 000 megalitres, but we have a commitment to the
environment and to Melbourne of 345 000 megalitres.
That means that in a year like this, if everything
happens as the government predicts, irrigators will be

Mr WELLER — That is right. If you read the
PAEC report, you will see that it is quite clear about the
drought. This government is about promotion and spin.
I have a transcript here from a Kathy Bedford radio
program of last week. It was asserted by Bob
Richardson of Plug the Pipe that the advertisement that
was in the paper last week was the government’s
advertisement. When the Premier was asked about it, he
said:
Look at my ad. Look at my ad. Jess, please. Look at the ad.
Sorry, just one second, just — can we …
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He was so excited about his ad that he held it up while
being interviewed on radio, and the reporter laughed.
The government can say that it did not contribute
money, but the Premier went on radio and said it was
his ad — and he was so excited about it being his ad
that he held it up for everyone to see on radio!
The proponents of this modernisation of the
Goulburn-Murray irrigation district say that
modernisation is the only way to stop water leaving the
district. All I can say is that modernisation, with the
north–south pipeline, only provides another avenue for
water to leave the district.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise
with a great deal of pleasure to speak on the
government’s matter of public importance regarding the
food bowl modernisation program. I think we agree that
the $2 billion northern Victoria irrigation renewal
project, which is another name for it, is an investment
in the future of farming communities across Victoria
and a vote of confidence in the Victorian agricultural
industry in the north. It is a vote of confidence not just
from the state government but in recent times also from
the federal government. Despite drought and climate
change we believe this industry has a prosperous,
long-term, viable future. Modernising irrigation
infrastructure and building the Sugarloaf pipeline will
generate hundreds of regional jobs and pump billions of
dollars into the regional economy for the benefit of all
Victorians.
We understand that country Victorians are genuinely
anxious about what the future holds in a time of climate
change and prolonged drought. I had firsthand
experience of that when I was in Wodonga and
Shepparton for the discussions around biodiversity at a
time of climate change, which I know some members
attended. The green paper has travelled around regional
Victoria, and water was a discussion topic there. I note
that the majority of councils and municipalities around
Shepparton and Wodonga were represented at that
forum. I was there for the whole 5 hours and not one
council officer raised the issue of this project in a
negative way.
An honourable member — They are not game.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — They were very friendly,
they were very forthright and they were very
communicative. In fact the only comment regarding the
north–south pipeline and the food bowl modernisation
project was one of a positive nature. People from local
councils and municipalities were very positive in terms
of endorsing the federal government’s additional
$1 billion, which matches the state’s funding of
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$1 billion for the project. They thought that took away
significant doubt from their view of the project. So all I
can say in terms of there being ‘a groundswell of
opposition’ is that I experienced none in Shepparton
and none in Wodonga. Their real fears and distress are
about the uncertainties created by drought and climate
change.
It is disappointing to see that the legitimate concerns of
some people are being used by others for a political
agenda. The attempt to rob this region of a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity is disappointing. People
in regional Victoria and in Melbourne understand the
benefits of this particular modernisation project and
indeed of the Sugarloaf project, and they can make up
their own minds.
I mentioned Shepparton and Wodonga. Members are
well aware that the food bowl area generates some
$9 billion of activity every year and about $1.5 billion
worth of production from that area is exported.
Everyone in this place understands that farmers make a
contribution to the state’s prosperity, and we all
acknowledge that water is being delivered through an
old, crumbling and leaking irrigation system that was
built some 80 years ago. On average more than 30 per
cent of water in the food bowl — some 800 gigalitres of
water — is lost each year through leaks, system
inefficiencies and evaporation. Even during these
drought years, when less water has been delivered,
losses average around 700 gigalitres, and from
experience we know that lifting the efficiency of the
system from 75 to 85 per cent will capture at least half
the annual losses.
We have learnt from modernisation projects that are
under way in other areas of Australia, such as those in
the Macalister irrigation district, in Central Goulburn
and at Coleambally in New South Wales. They all
provide significant new water — which is not
nonsense, as was asserted by the Leader of The
Nationals. There is new water. The modernisation
project at Coleambally has been funded entirely by the
irrigators. Where did the concept come from? What
was its genesis? There has been much discussion about
that local community’s initiation of this project. Like
many other projects, it is not unusual for community
groups to come to government and say, ‘We have a
visionary project for our region that we think
government should invest in’. The government believes
that Melbourne water users, government and local
communities should invest in such projects in a shared
way so that the benefits of any improvement will flow
to all Victorians.
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I might add that members of The Nationals and the
Liberal Party have endorsed that view in previous
times. Damian Drum, a member for Northern Victoria
Region in another place, said on 20 December 2006:
The Nationals believe that if you are going to get water for
cities, you should be able to do so out of investing in
infrastructure. You should be able to go into the inefficient
systems, the inefficient channels that leak, and fix them up
and pipe whenever you can.

He went on to say:
You can effectively create new water, but the government
does not want to do that.

Members in this place may recall the 21 November
2007 debate on the matter of public importance. During
that debate the former member for Benambra, Tony
Plowman, wrote a letter to the current Premier about a
tour that he conducted in 2002.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I know you know that. I
am just reminding members opposite that the genesis of
this project comes from a broad spectrum — not just
from the local community but indeed from members
opposite.
In relation to the Imperial Valley irrigation district
outside Los Angeles, the former member for Benambra
said:
A percentage of these savings was directed to the City of Los
Angeles as payment for their funding of these projects.
…
The similarity of needs for the city of Melbourne and city of
Los Angeles led me to believe that a similar project could
well be undertaken in the Goulburn irrigation district in
Victoria, with the majority of funding coming from the city of
Melbourne.
On that basis I support the project and am fully prepared to
work towards its successful implementation.

I thank the former member for Benambra in this place
and Damian Drum, because they have articulated not
only the policy of this government but are certainly
supporting the views of irrigators, businesspeople and
local leaders of the Goulburn-Murray irrigation system.
What is the alternative? The Brumby government is
totally committed to modernising irrigation
infrastructure and to building the Sugarloaf project. I
note that members opposite have indicated they will not
tear up or plug the pipe. I think the Minister for Water
has said that they were prepared to ‘hug the pipe’. If
members opposite had no commitment to the project,
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they would want to plug the pipe. If they were so
principled in their opposition to the project — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — It will be built, make no
mistake! I am sure of a number of things, and this is
one of them.
I know that the member for Seymour supports this
project, and he has again articulated his support for it in
the house today. We are not prepared to settle for the
coalition’s non-policy position on this. The coalition’s
policy can be summed up as doing absolutely nothing
and hoping it rains. Members opposite may be down on
their knees wallowing in political opportunism, but
what are their alternatives?
The Plug the Pipe group has said we should put a dam
in the Otways. I have heard a Liberal local councillor in
my area say, ‘Let’s put a dam in the Otways and bring
the water to Melbourne’. Others say we should put a
dam in Gippsland and bring the water to Melbourne.
The aim of this government is to create new water and
bring it to Melbourne.
I would like to see members of both The Nationals and
the Liberal Party go to Geelong and say they want to
put a dam in the Otways and do not want Geelong
people to share in the benefits of new water from the
Goulburn-Murray. I ask them to go down to Geelong
and say, ‘Let us dam the Otways and not put in the
Melbourne–Geelong interconnector’. I challenge
members opposite to go to Geelong and say, ‘We do
not support the Melbourne–Geelong pipe, and we want
to put a dam in the Otways’. Wouldn’t that go down
well!
Mr Walsh — It will go down very well!
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — The member for Swan
Hill has said that he will go down to Geelong and do
exactly that. I challenge the member for Swan Hill, and
I will help him.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I am pleased to
participate in the debate on the matter of public
importance before the Chair. It is yet another
self-congratulatory matter of public importance from
this government in the face of significant public
discontent. After many years of the Bracks government
and now the Brumby government being in office, we
are now seeing what its style is.
When government members are faced with political
opposition, abuse and defiance is their no. 1 reaction.
Now they are crash-tackling farmers from the north.
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Those farmers do not like the government’s policy
solution to the water problem, so the Premier, the
Minister for Water and the Minister for Energy and
Resources have decided they will crash-tackle
farmers — people who hold a different opinion from
that of the government. The only problem is that this is
a democracy, not a football game, and people are afraid
for their livelihoods. In my opinion we have seen
intemperance and insensitivity from both the Premier
and his Minister for Water.
The coalition case is that we support the food bowl
project. It is an excellent project to have a $2-billion
irrigation upgrade in the northern part of Victoria;
however, from our perspective, there are problems with
the conditions attached to the project. The main
condition is the creation of the Sugarloaf
interconnector — known as ‘the pipe’ — which is what
all the protests are about. On this side of the chamber
we do not believe that country Victoria has to have an
offset for capital expenditure on infrastructure. If there
is a deserving project — and in our minds the irrigation
upgrade is an extremely deserving project — we
believe country people should be allowed to have a
capital works upgrade in their own right without an
offset going to Melbourne. It was the Treasurer who let
the cat out of the bag on this one when he addressed a
meeting of local government representatives. He
actually said that there cannot be an irrigation upgrade
in country Victoria without benefits for Melbourne.
Why can there not be expenditure in the country for
country benefit, and expenditure in the city for city
benefit?
One of the most appalling elements of this proposal is
that the government promised it would not do it. The
government promised in 2006 that it would not take
water north of the Great Dividing Range for
Melbourne, and that was reiterated in its Central Region
Sustainable Water Strategy. Another element that is
problematic for the government is that it can bleat all it
likes about the projected water savings; it can call
people liars when in fact there is a difference of
opinion, but the Auditor-General in a report tabled in
this Parliament made it clear that the savings projected
by the government were not robust; there was no rigour
in setting them. The Auditor-General has claimed that
the government simply relied on an interest group that
came to it projecting these savings. The government has
simply picked up these projections and is trumpeting
them as truth.
Melbourne has a range of alternatives, and I have
articulated in this house, as have others, those
alternatives for Melbourne Water. Melburnians do not
want to be on water restrictions. The current low
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inflows into our reservoirs has impressed on
Melburnians the need to be wise with our water, the
need to alter watering practices and the need to alter
water usage practices in our homes, and so on. Nobody
seriously wants to see gardens die; nobody seriously
wants to see sports grounds not get watered, meaning
young people cannot play sport; nobody wants to see
Melbourne’s gardens and parks under stress; but there
are alternatives for Melbourne’s water supply.
What the government could have done was to build a
dam, but it has rejected that option because of its
alliance with the Greens, and I understand the political
reasons for that. It could have built a desalination plant,
as other Labor states have done. I always instance the
West Australian Labor government where a
desalination plant has been built in Perth on time and on
budget — a fantasy for this government! — that is now
supplying 17 per cent of Perth’s drinking water. The
government could have upgraded the eastern treatment
plant, a very important piece of capital infrastructure,
which could make a significant amount of recycled
water available for the Melbourne market. In 2002 the
government announced an upgrade of the eastern
treatment plant at a cost of $150 million. It reannounced
this project in 2006 at a cost of $300 million. This is a
project which is still not going to be completed until
2012.
I compare that with the western treatment plant. This
project was announced in 1999 at a cost of
$120 million. It was reannounced in the ALP’s 2002
election policy at a cost of $100 million — that is
amazing: the cost is going down. However, in August
2004, the government reannounced this project at a cost
of $124 million and said it was almost complete. In
November 2004 the government announced that the
project would cost $126 million. That was interesting,
because that project went up $2 million in about two
and a half months, according to those press releases.
However, in June 2005, the government announced that
the project was complete at a cost of $160 million. I
give the example of the western treatment plant to show
how sceptical I am about whether the government will
be able to upgrade the eastern treatment plant by its
forecast date of 2012.
There are a range of other recycling measures that the
government could institute. We have put on the table a
Victorian Water Substitution Target Bill, and I have
spoken about that previously. Another thing the
government could do is to move along its capital works.
Again I make reference to budget paper 1 which shows
that of the 77 per cent of projects announced in the May
2007 budget, only 23 per cent of the money is going to
be expended by June 2008.
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If you go through budget paper 1 you can see that on
almost all of the water projects all of the expenditure is
in the out years. This is great for the announcement, but
expenditure and delivery is well into the out years. Of
course the government could also fix those 51 billion
litres of leaks in the Melbourne system.
The government has a number of political and other
problems on its hands. Firstly it has acted too late. It
knew that water was a key issue in 2002, which was
why the former member for Albert Park, John
Thwaites, was appointed water minister. The
government did absolutely nothing and is now paying
the price for its inaction. Another problem is the
government’s approach to water. It has collected
$2.3 billion in dividends, tax equivalent payments and
environmental levies — $2.5 billion if you count the
half of the tax equivalent levies that have not been
collected so far — and according to the government’s
own figures, it has spent $1.7 billion on water projects.
The government has traditionally regarded the water
authorities as cash cows when at a time of low inflows
it should have put this money into water projects.
The key problem for the government is its language:
‘ugly, ugly people’ from the Minister for Energy and
Resources; liars from the Premier; ‘quasi-terrorists’
from the Minister for Water; the fact that country
people are too far away according to the Premier; and I
heard the Minister for Water say, ‘Yet another lie’ in
his presentation this morning. The government will
bear the brunt of this sort of attitude towards people
who have a policy disagreement with it and whose
livelihoods are being threatened by its water policies.
I also want to make reference to the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee report of May 2008 which
looks at government advertising, because it appears to
me that this is the only thing the government can
deliver on. It cannot deliver on water projects, but it can
deliver on government advertising. In this report we see
that Barwon Water advertising is up 20 per cent,
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority advertising is
up 66.6 per cent — and I bet that a lot of that is
political; Melbourne Water advertising is up 40 per
cent; City West Water is up 22.6 per cent; and South
East Water is up 21 per cent. These are all examples,
furnished by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, of the government’s advertising. That does
not include the Auditor-General’s finding that
$13 million was spent on Our Water Our Future.
One of the most outrageous advertising campaigns that
the government is embarking on at the moment tells
people what the water myths are. Some of the so-called
myths are political arguments put forward by the
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coalition and others are the lies told by the other side,
which it is now spending taxpayers dollars to counter. I
am pleased to participate in this debate. This is a
disgraceful project, and the government should stop it.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I am
pleased to talk today on the matter of public
importance. The food bowl modernisation project will
deliver more water to farmers and make northern
Victoria more prosperous. Irrigated agriculture in the
area generates about $9 billion of activity and about
$1.53 billion worth of exports every year. It makes
these contributions through irrigation channels that are
about 80 years old. They are old and worn out, and they
need upgrading.
Listening to the debate today, I heard people say, ‘The
project is good, but we do not like the pipe’, and, ‘The
savings are not there’. The project is either good and the
savings are there, or the project is not good and the
savings are not there. The opposition parties cannot
have it each way. Listening to each opposition
member’s contribution to the debate, the coalition
seems to have a most inconsistent policy. The coalition
has an urban water person and a country water
person — sort of a Zing and Zang. I would have
thought water needs to be treated equally across the
state, but for some reason the Liberal-Nationals
coalition believes you can have separate policies for
water in urban and country areas — that somehow you
can treat them differently. We all know that does not
work; it is absolute rubbish and drivel coming from the
coalition.
The upgrade will definitely increase the community
advantage of the agricultural sector in Victoria. Farmers
will be able to produce more with less; it is a fact of
life. It will definitely improve Victoria’s export
capacity; there is no doubt about that. When you do
that, you also build stronger communities, because they
have greater security of water into new industries. We
are putting in money to benefit the area. It will create
more responsive irrigation systems to deliver water at
the best times, on time, and to measure it properly, so
that we do not have the long and short megalitres we
have had for decades. Somehow people seem to have
the right to a long megalitre rather than a short
megalitre, which is the proper megalitre; they would
rather have the long megalitre, because they would like
to have a freebie as well.
The upgrade will also improve salinity and
waterlogging, which are undermining productivity
across northern Victoria, as well as corroding
infrastructure such as rail, roads and even buildings. We
are certain that this $2 billion investment will deliver
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average savings of 425 gigalitres per year. That has
been called into question by the coalition, but then
again it says it is a good project. Either the savings are
there, or they are not. It is a simple proposition. It is
either a good project because it realises savings, or it is
a bad project. The coalition cannot have it each way,
and at the moment it is having an each-way bet.
We know these savings are achievable because we can
go to the Liberal and National parties’ statements on
this. I do not wish to repeat what other members have
already said in the house, but I will anyway, because I
think it needs to be put forward. What did Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region in
another place, say on 20 December 2006? He wanted to
talk about new water, which supposedly does not exist.
The Nationals believe that if you are going to get water for
cities, you should be able to do so out of investing in
infrastructure.

This is what we are doing. He continued:
You should be able to go into the inefficient systems, the
inefficient channels that leak, and fix them up and pipe
whenever you can. If there are people at the end of very long
and inefficient channels who want to get off the system, then
the government might be able to buy those operators out and
save significant amounts of water. There are many ways in
which you can go into the irrigation system throughout the
Goulburn system and invest heavily in infrastructure to
achieve savings. You can effectively create new water —

which is what we are being told does not exist. The
Plug the Pipe people and others are telling everybody
that this water will be stolen — that there is no new
water. But Damian Drum, a member for Northern
Victoria Region in the place, has told us that there is
new water. The coalition cannot have it both ways.
What did Tony Plowman, the former Liberal member
for Benambra, say? He must have found new water as
well — these guys are gold diggers! The coalition
should be sending these guys out to find gold all around
Australia, because they have found it. I quote from a
letter by Tony Plowman:
In 2002 I conducted a study tour of the irrigation industry in
California …
Because the Colorado River was fully committed and all
other resources had been utilised the course of action taken by
the city of Los Angeles was to offer substantial funding for
the upgrade of the irrigation infrastructure in two irrigation
districts.
The Imperial Valley irrigation district and the San Joaquin
irrigation district in southern and central California both
required a substantial upgrade of their infrastructure. These
projects were successfully completed, with both irrigation
districts enjoying the benefit of the introduction of
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state-of-the-art infrastructure which provided substantial
water savings.
A percentage of these savings was directed to the city of Los
Angeles as payment for their funding of these projects.

In other words, it does not look as if the city of Los
Angeles was accused of being a thief or of stealing by
the Liberal Party. Today the coalition accuses the
government of stealing from people, but the
government is actually putting in money to improve
things in the area — that is the difference. If we were
just taking the water without improving the irrigation
channels, the coalition’s statement would be valid. The
problem is it is not valid; it is a load of absolute drivel.
The Victorian government will invest $600 million;
Melbourne’s water authorities will invest $300 million;
Goulburn-Murray Water will invest another
$100 million in stage 1; and the commonwealth
government will invest another $1 billion in stage 2.
Overall there will be water savings — whether they are
425 gigalitres or 400 gigalitres. It is either a good
project that delivers these savings or it is not — you
cannot have it both ways.
You can stir up all the hatred you like, but you have to
do something. As John Kennedy, the former Hawthorn
coach, would say, ‘You’ve got to do something’.
You’ve got to have a policy. At the end of the day there
is no policy but fear and a hatred of the city, and a
stirring up of the special hatred which the conservative
parties are pretty good at doing. They have no policy.
Their only reason for existing is that they do not like the
Labor Party; they have no ideological reason for
existing other than to hate the Labor Party. In the
coming months we will have one scare after another.
The other week we were told by the Liberal Party that
the north–south pipeline would reduce river flows, ruin
farming families and increase food prices. I am still
looking for one economist who backs that up; it is a
load of drivel. The Victorian Farmers Federation also
said that. No other person has backed up such absolute
drivel. At the end of the day if people want to be in the
debate, they need to be a little bit honest. If the project
is good, then the savings will be there.
We have got a ‘Johnny-and-Tampa’ hatred campaign
where divisions are stirred up and you hope that
somehow or another that will deliver electoral victory.
This is more about the survival of The Nationals in the
country than it is about doing something for the people.
Dimbo the village idiot would not believe statements
such as, ‘You can somehow or other have a good
project but there will be no savings in it’.
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If this had to be funded by the irrigators themselves,
Goulburn-Murray irrigation and people I have spoken
to estimate that the cost of a megalitre of water would
have to increase by 1000 per cent, and that is just not
viable. We know that; we know it is not viable. At the
end of the day the government has come in to do what
is necessary: to fix the channels, to improve the
delivery of water, and to do what no-one else has done.
We know it works because the Liberal Party and The
Nationals have told us it works. Numerous times they
have told us it works, but now they pretend that is not
what they said — that it was taken out of context and
that it does not exist.
At the end of the day we need to remember what the
coalition did last time around in the country. It did not
fix irrigation channels; it closed 12 hospitals; it closed
178 schools; it killed 16 passenger lines, and there was
a slow bleeding of 17 500 jobs from rural Victoria. This
government is committed to regional Victoria and to
investing in regional Victoria. Who did not support the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund? I believe it
was the Liberal Party again. At the end of the day the
Liberal Party was seen to do in regional Victoria.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on this matter of public importance that was
introduced by the Minister for Water. It is very typical
of this government to congratulate itself for providing
some sort of investment in country Victoria; it is not
used to making that sort of investment. For the
government to congratulate itself for bringing in some
sort of investment is just typical when most of the
investment is state-owned investment. This government
has been in power for nine years; we have been
suffering from drought for about that time as well.
This government’s water policy, as other members
have said, is to pray for rain. When that did not work, at
the last minute it went into crisis mode and started
piping water into the areas that had run out of water. It
must have known from all of the scientific statistics that
we are not going to have as much rain as we have had
in the past, and yet it still has not prepared a plan.
The government also knew that Melbourne’s
population was increasing, but what has it done to
increase water supplies for Melbourne? It did not do
anything except say that now it is going to pipe water
from the Eildon system, where the storage levels are
actually lower than they have been for many years.
This government is good at spin and propaganda. We
have seen the advertisements it has put out. We have
seen the red helicopter ads it put out all over Victoria.
We have seen the ads on television about sharing the
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water, but when the government talks about sharing the
water, it talks about sharing the water between the
farmers, the environment and Melbourne. There is
nothing which says that if there are any savings, they
will go to Melbourne first; then if there is anything left,
it will go to the farmers for irrigation. There is nothing
said about that.
The government has reports showing the data and the
savings, and on all of those reports there are disclaimers
which virtually say that it does not have any confidence
in the data, so we should not have any confidence in the
data either or use it because the government says it will
not be blamed for any inaccuracies in it.
The member for Rodney talked about the massive
full-page ad which has been in the papers recently,
which probably cost about $20 000, and how the
Premier is taking credit for it. We heard that the food
bowl group is promoting it, but the Premier is now
saying it is his ad. I think what really annoys the people
that I represent in the Shepparton district, which is one
of the areas that will lose out if the water goes to
Melbourne, is that the government says it will only
upgrade the infrastructure if it benefits Melbourne
people. How appalling!
What does this government think irrigators do with the
water? Does it think they drink it? No, it brings to
Melbourne, to the rest of Victoria and to the world
fresh, good quality, affordable fruit, vegetables, meat
and milk. It provides to this state and to the nation the
best food that you can get anywhere. That is why we
are called the food bowl of Australia. Taking water
from the food bowl of Australia, which could be used in
more and better production, does not make sense.
The government now defends its pipeline policy by
saying that a number of irrigators and business people
went to Melbourne and asked the government to do it.
We would like to know who those people were. The
people of the Shepparton district would like to know
who went to this government. Was it before the last
election? We are being told that it was. Who were those
people who are not elected, and who were not
appointed? They are not a statutory body, but they
made a deal on behalf of our farmers, our irrigators and
our business people to do this. What right do these
people have to do a deal with the government? But they
have definitely been dudded.
They went to the government — and I know this from
the food bowl group — and were told that for
$2.2 billion from the state government they would need
to take only one-third of the savings. Now they are
getting $600 million from this government, and not
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only one-third, one-third and one-third, but
75 000 megalitres of water is going to Melbourne first.
It is not one-third, one-third and one-third at all; it is
actually the first 75 000 megalitres of water going to
Melbourne. We hear the government talking about new
water which it says is coming from savings. The only
new water is rain, and we do not seem to be getting
that.
One of the issues in all of the forums and all of the
information groups that I went to was on farmers
talking to the Food Bowl Alliance and the government
about the Detheridge wheel; a lot of the savings were
coming from the Detheridge wheel. They said, ‘This is
inaccurate. We are going to replace that, and we are
going to get all of this new water’. That water is already
used in production. If you remove that water from
farmers, they have to replace it. They have to buy back
water, and it is going to be much more costly and
harder for them to get that water. Let us not make any
mistakes: the water from the Detheridge wheel is not
new water; it is water the farmers and producers of our
food, fibre and meat already use.
The government responded to the food bowl draft
discussion paper, and agreed to most of the
recommendations in the final report, but that draft
discussion paper was put out in the same week that
people in many venues around Victoria held their
meetings, so nobody knew what was in the discussion
paper. At those discussion groups — I went to a few of
them — the government was told that people do not
support the pipeline, but it was not reflected in the
government’s report. It was told that the majority of
submissions to that report opposed the pipeline, yet that
is not reflected in the government’s final report.
We are told that the environment will get more water,
and that the 75 000 megalitres of water will come from
savings. I have a letter from the Premier. In October
2007 I asked in this place whether the government
would continue to upgrade the infrastructure but
abandon the pipeline. The response I got back from the
Premier — the adjournment debate was on 11 October
2007, and the letter to me was dated 1 October 2007,
which is pretty interesting — says:
Using Victoria’s long-term water allocation records from the
last 100 years, it is estimated that on average 800 to
900 billion litres of water in the Goulburn and Murray
irrigation systems is lost annually through system
inefficiencies …

Those figures are well out of date. At the moment
Goulburn-Murray Water says the loss is 450 billion
litres — almost half the savings the government thinks
it is going to get — but the government still continues
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with this pipeline. Also, we had one of the clearest
indications that the government is moving away from
saying the water is going to come from savings, when
the Premier said:
Melbourne will receive its first share of the water savings in
2010, before the desalination plant comes online in 2011.
This water will be sourced from savings generated by the
food bowl modernisation project works, due to begin in
winter 2008, and if necessary on a short-term loan
arrangement from savings from other projects currently under
way, such as the Central Goulburn 1234 project and the
Shepparton modernisation project.

As we can see, the Premier is already conceding that
those savings will not be there and that the government
is going to raid water that has been held in storage to be
used for the environment. Let us not make the mistake
of thinking that the government is looking after the
environment of our area.
We know that water for Melbourne will have to come
via the north–south pipeline. We are talking about a
pipeline that will go through 70 kilometres of good
farmland and Crown land. I have been to the area that it
will pass through along the Melba Highway, and there
are signs saying ‘No pipeline!’. The impact on the
environment and on greenhouse gas emissions will be
absolutely huge. We need to make sure the government
goes ahead with the upgrades, because we need them,
but we certainly want the government to abandon the
pipeline. The Premier has said that the water will come
from savings, but the savings that are already owed
amount to 170 000 megalitres of water for the Snowy
and Murray rivers. The savings are not there, and the
government owes so much in savings that it is not
going to be able to make up even the savings it will
need to use.
My community, the Victorian Farmers Federation, the
Country Women’s Association of Victoria, the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the Murray Darling
Association, the Auditor-General and the results of
most of the polls that are taken in my area and in the
newspapers are saying, ‘Do not build this pipeline’. The
community is saying, ‘Do not hold to ransom the food
bowl of Australia by upgrading systems and saying,
“We will upgrade it, but you have to give us some
water for Melbourne’”. Melbourne has other options: it
should recycle the 350 000 megalitres of water that
goes out to the sea each year.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I am pleased to rise to
speak in support of the government’s matter of public
importance. Again, it is really disappointing to hear The
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Nationals members spin inaccurate information that
they are using as, I guess, a scaremongering tactic
among their constituents in a hope that this will increase
their support. It worries me incredibly, because we all
know farmers have copped a heap over the last 10 or
11 years through drought and through the previous
government closing their schools and hospitals. How
quickly they forget.
Even more frightening is the fact that most of my
relatives live in rural Victoria and many of them, I am
afraid to say, vote for The Nationals. I suppose it is a
natural thing to do when you live in the country. It
blows me away, because I have never seen a political
party do so much to shaft its constituents. Farmers and
country people continue to support the party, election
after election, and I just shake my head. I cannot get
over it. During the seven years when the Kennett
government did nothing for regional Victoria, what did
The Nationals say? Zip! Nothing! The Nationals stayed
in coalition with the Liberals, remained part of the
government and did nothing for regional Victoria.
We then got a Labor government. From day one, and in
fact as part of the 1999 election commitment, the
government put aside a whole bucket of money —
pardon the pun in this debate — specifically for
regional Victoria. For the first time in seven years here
was a government that put its hand up for regional
Victoria. A huge amount of that was because of the
work done by our current Premier. What did The
Nationals do? They objected to it after seven years of
sitting back and letting the government of the day, the
Liberals, do nothing for country Victorians. I do not
have any expectations of what the Liberals would do
for country Victoria, but country Victorians have some
expectations of The Nationals. I could go on and on,
but I am gobsmacked by that support for The Nationals
when the government is prepared to invest in Victoria.
The former government did not want the rail lines.
Similarly The Nationals said nothing about the Kennett
government closing schools and hospitals, shutting train
lines or letting them fall into massive disrepair, which it
was well on its way to doing. It was just extraordinary.
Now The Nationals members sit here, smile and say,
‘Oh, gee, shucks!’. That is how they respond; it is the
level of their intelligence. It is worrying that they try to
continue to create a city-country divide, but I guess it is
their bread and butter. It really is a problem. I think I
heard the member for Benalla say while making a point
about what was said by another speaker, that this
project is about benefiting all Victorians. I could not
agree with him more, because that is what we want to
do and it is what we need to do. Again, as part of the
misinformation that has been presented here, we have
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had members pointing to the lowest inflows into
storages on record and somehow trying to suggest that
that is typical, that that is usual and is what is going to
occur frequently.
It is true that the losses in the Goulburn-Murray
irrigation district in 2007–08 are expected to be less
than 450 gigalitres, which is a direct result of the severe
drought and not indicative of normal years.
Mr Walsh interjected.
Ms DUNCAN — I hear the greatest climate change
sceptic that I know, the member for Swan Hill, yelling
out at me because I am suggesting this is a very unusual
annual flow and asking me if I do not believe in climate
change. If the losses, or the rainfall, in that year are
indicative of climate change, we are in such serious
problems that we should not worry about any pipeline
because there will be no country left.
If, as the member for Swan Hill says, this water inflow
is now indicative of future run-off and future rainfall,
we are in such serious trouble that we may as well all
go home and pack up the state. The low losses recorded
in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation district in recent
years have been achieved by a change in the operation
of the system to save water and to maximise the water
available to farmers. And farmers are doing it so hard
and are doing as much as they possibly can to try to
reduce the losses in their system with this creaky, old
irrigation system.
The efforts that they are making to try to reduce the
leakage in the system has increased costs for
Goulburn-Murray Water through measures such as
trucking in stock and domestic water to some properties
to avoid losses from channel runs. Farmers have done
an enormous amount themselves to reduce system
losses by carrying some of this year’s allocation to the
next season, but this comes, as we know, with lower
productivity returns from their land or higher offset
costs such as for fodder. The Nationals are now silent.
Farmers have also agreed to and are currently
modifying their practices, often to below optimum
efficiency for their own property to help save water. For
example, if a channel run is under way for some
farmers, others will agree to also take their water earlier
or later than they might have wanted so that the channel
is not drawn down between watering and a second
round of losses incurred when it is refilled. Such
practices are not sustainable in the long term for
farmers, and certainly you would not want to keep
running the system this way in the future.
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If we do not modernise the system, this sort of
operating plan will become the norm rather than the
exception, and it is not sustainable economically for the
water authorities or for farmers to continue to operate
like that.
The benefits of the modernisation program will increase
with climate change. Last year has hopefully been a
one-off, never to be repeated. However, we know that
the trend for the future is reduced rainfall, so the more
efficient our systems are, the more benefit we will get,
and those benefits will actually increase over time as
rainfall reduces. Making the investment now to convert
system losses to productive use will help, at least in
part, offset some of the impacts of climate change.
Farmers will also benefit from both improved service
levels which will be critical to improving on-farm water
efficiency and from the water savings.
All Victorians have a stake in the food bowl
modernisation project as the state adapts to a drier
future with climate change. That is why the Victorian
government is investing $600 million into stage 1 of the
project, with a further $300 million coming from
Melbourne Water and $100 million coming from
Goulburn-Murray Water. I do not think it is
unreasonable, given how much Victorian taxpayers are
spending — as taxpayers funds are being used to build
this — for Melbourne to expect to get at least some
benefit from this system.
I refer to some of the economic benefits that the project
will bring to the area. Irrigators will contribute just
5 per cent of the costs, yet they will receive more than
40 per cent of the savings — 175 billion litres in total.
Responding to the challenges that we face in this state
and across this country, we will need to work together
in partnership. Creating a statewide water grid, sharing
the costs of the project and sharing the water savings is
part of this. The project will enhance the future
prosperity of northern Victoria, boost Melbourne’s
water supplies and see more water put back into our
stressed river systems such as the Snowy and the
Murray. Already northern Victoria is feeling the
economic benefits, with 120 jobs to be advertised in
coming weeks to deliver the early modernisation works.
We know the coalition’s opposition is mere political
opportunism, so I completely disregard what the
Liberal Party says on this project and on most of what
is done in regional Victoria. But I hold my head in
shame at The Nationals. I cannot get over how they
continue to turn their backs on their own constituency
and get away with it. I actually know them and have
respect for them as individuals, but they do have form
in turning their backs on their constituents. I suppose
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the goodwill of farmers in this state continues to give
them further and further opportunities to turn their
backs on them again.
In the few seconds I have left I want to talk about the
economic benefits. We have seen Regional
Development Victoria and Deloitte do some work on
this project. There will be an additional 1300 full-time
jobs in 2009 as the high construction phase will bring
more jobs to the region. The Sugarloaf pipeline will
increase the total number of equivalent full-time
employees in the state by 1040 in 2009, and with the
modernisation project, 680 additional equivalent
full-time jobs will be created relative to the base case in
the state at the project’s peak in 2011.
This is a great project for Victoria, it is a great project
for farmers, it is a great project for the city — and I
commend this project.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — Before I go into the
issues I want to raise, I want to do a brief summary of
some of the contributions from the other side. When
you are in government, you can get lazy; you get the
cheat sheet from the department for what you are going
to say. But some members on the other side need to
read their cheat sheets because the facts they have put
forward are quite wrong.
The member for Narre Warren North said 420 000
megalitres of savings had been promised, but actually
520 000 megalitres have been promised by this
government, so the member for Narre Warren North
needs to look at his facts. He also said that it is a lie that
food prices may go up. If you look at what the current
drought has done to the dairy industry in northern
Victoria, you will see that production there decreased
by 15 per cent in 2006–07 and is down another 10 per
cent this year. That is because there has not been
enough water; if the government continues to take
water away from that area, there will not be water in the
future.
The member for Barwon South talked about support for
dams. I say that there is a breath of fresh air in the
Geelong council in that it has Andrew Katos there as a
councillor who is prepared to speak up on water issues,
who is prepared to not be intimidated by the
government and particularly not be intimidated by the
member for Barwon South as he tries to dominate the
Geelong City Council. It is great that there is an
independent voice down there in Geelong.
The member for Macedon talked about the city-country
divide and for a while almost sounded like she was
talking on a grievance motion rather than a matter of
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public importance. Country members do not really have
to say much about the city-country divide when
members of the government say what they really feel. I
do not believe that country people are ugly, ugly
people, as the Leader of the House has said. I also do
not really believe that they are a sorry, sorry bunch, as
the Leader of the House has also said. I do not believe
that they are quasi-terrorists; I believe they are sticking
up for their rights. Finally, I do not believe that they are
liars, as the Premier has said. That is something the
member for Macedon wants to take notice of: country
people are not liars.
The matter of public importance introduced by the
Minister for Water, the member for Lyndhurst, is a
defence motion to try to justify the Premier speaking as
he did. It aims to get him out of trouble for calling
country Victorians liars — because they are sticking up
for their rights and they are using their democratic right
to object to something the government is forcing onto
them. If we want to talk about lies, this government has
form on lies. The great lie of the 1999 election was,
‘We will return water to the Snowy River’. Where is
the water for the Snowy River?
The budget papers this year say that only 4 per cent has
been returned to the Snowy River. The promise was to
have 15 per cent returned by next year. We are only at
4 per cent. Where is the rest of it? It is a great lie. We
were supposed to have 21 per cent by 2012 — another
great lie! Then we go to the election of 2002 and hear,
‘No tolls on the Scoresby’. What a corker of a lie that
was! So the government has form on these sorts of
issues.
Then we come to the biggest lie of the whole lot.
Before the 2006 election the Premier crossed his heart
and hoped to die, when he said, ‘We will not take water
from north of the Divide to south of the Divide’. What
happened? The government was elected, and it changed
its mind overnight.
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr WALSH — I advise the member for South
Barwon that I will get back to new water. This
government has form on this whole issue.
But to go on further, the current Premier, when he was
Treasurer, went to northern Victoria the day before the
announcement was made about the water project and
met with the mayors. He said to the mayor of the Shire
of Moira, ‘If you do not like this, we have other
options. We will not proceed with this. If you do not
like this, we will go elsewhere’. What happened? The
next day the then Treasurer announced the project.
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How can anyone in northern Victorian believe the
Premier when he tells them something about water?
One thing think I will give the Minister for Water credit
for is that when he stands up in this place he knows his
figures. He can recite them back to front. He is great at
speaking without notes, but I do not believe he knows
what those figures mean or what the impact on country
Victoria is when he quotes those sorts of figures. The
flagship project of this government is the Central
Goulburn channel no. 2 project (CG2), which was
going to set the scene for the whole food bowl project.
It was going to do that as the pilot. That $225 million
project has not worked. It has not delivered any
savings, and there is talk of the farmers in that area
suing the government. They have had their supply of
water reduced because the head losses that are going
through the system mean they are not getting irrigation
efficiency into those areas. The government is going to
spend another $6.8 million to fix up that mess, and
there is talk that it could blow out to $10 million. This
is a project that was funded by the Water for Rivers
reference group, a director of which is Peter
McCamish. Mr McCamish is also a director of the food
bowl upgrade, so I can imagine he is not very happy
about the fact that CG2 is not working at all. As I said,
there is talk of legal action. It is my understanding there
is an offer of $3 million on the table to try to
compensate those farmers for what they have lost on
that project.
When we talk about the food bowl project the
government says it was approached by a lobby group.
Hundreds of lobby groups approach the government in
any term in office, but the government picked this one
because it suits its argument. Or did the government
actually give a nod and a wink and say, ‘ Why don’t
you approach us, and we might do something about
this’?
What did the Auditor-General think about this project?
He said that the information provided on the food bowl
project did not adequately explain the basis for
water-saving estimates, so he did not believe the lobby
group had a great idea. The announcement of the food
bowl project in June 2007 was not informed by
rigorous cost analysis and a full validation of the water
saving estimates. The government is prepared to accept
the word of a lobby group but not accept the word of
the Auditor-General. It is an interesting conundrum we
have at the moment. If you look at the food bowl
project and the fact that water is going to Melbourne,
and if you look at where that water is going to come
from for Melbourne, it is out of CG1, 2, 3 and 4. CG2 is
not working, so there are no savings there. The
government is going to take water out of the Goulburn
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environmental reserve to make sure that Melbourne
gets its water.

upgrade for a system that is more than 80 years old —
even older than the father of the house.

I will finish with a poem that was published in the
Swan Hill Guardian last year. It was written by Joanne
Paynter, a year 10 student at Swan Hill College. She
wrote:

Everybody supports this upgrade. The Liberals support
it, The Nationals support it, the irrigators support it and
more importantly the people with the vision support
it — that is, the Brumby Labor government. They all
support it because this 80-year-old system loses a
massive amount of water in every year it operates — at
least 800 gigalitres of water and some estimate up to
900 gigalitres of water in an average year.

You take our water,
we have no rain,
we now have the last to lose,
and nothing to gain.
Why must you steal from us?
Why prevail?
Why bleed us dry
and cover up our doomed tale?
Our spirits gone,
we will never give in.
We may end up losing,
but make … sure you never win!

I ask the house and I ask the Premier of Victoria
whether, because she has voiced her view in the Swan
Hill Guardian, Joanne Paynter is a liar too? Is she a liar
because she is prepared to stand up to the Premier of
Victoria, who thinks that he can bully, intimidate and
denigrate country people?
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — As other ministers have done, as I
have said before, through the things they have said.
I would like to finish on this: the member for South
Barwon said he had been to northern Victoria and had
met with councils and that they did not have anything
bad to say about these projects. That is because the
councils of northern Victoria have been warned by the
bureaucracy through their staff that if they speak up or
criticise the government, they will not get grants. We
have a government that thinks it can intimidate
everyone in northern Victoria to cave in to its wishes. I
oppose this MPI.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I support the matter
of public importance that is before the house. I will
expose the people behind the Plug the Pipe political
campaign and detail to the house the direct links
between these campaigners and the cadre within the
Liberals and The Nationals.
The food bowl modernisation policy is a critical policy
and infrastructure project to provide real water savings
to irrigators, farmers and the environment and to
Melbourne water users. That will be achieved by a
massive $2 billion investment in the region. The food
bowl modernisation project is a critical infrastructure

Melbourne water users used 385 gigalitres in the last
12 months, down from an average of 425 gigalitres a
year. That decrease is due to the stage 3a water
restrictions, increased recycling like Western Water’s
achievement of 92 per cent water recycling, more
efficient use of water in the home through, for example,
new and replacement shower roses, increased star
ratings on water equipment, the installation of water
tanks and a Victorian government rebate for the same
thing, and industry upgrades and recycling which the
government has been promoting.
Listen to the members on the other side of the house:
nothing has been done. They have this fallacy that we
have not been out there doing and putting in place the
policies to save water and to make these savings real. In
an average year the food bowl irrigation system loses
over double the amount of water that Melbourne
consumers use in households, industry and other
organisations. What happens to this water? Much of it
seeps into the ground.
On the other side of this house, members of the Liberals
and The Nationals, want to maintain a system that lets
water seep into the ground, promoting salinity,
promoting agricultural waste and promoting
environmental damage. That is what members opposite
are in here promoting today. This is a disaster for
farmers, irrigators and the environment. Only a Labor
government has a vision and the willpower to act on
this wastage.
Earlier the Leader of The Nationals said, ‘We talked to
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline people, we went through
all the processes, we took seven years’. They did not do
a damn thing to assess the irrigators, the farmers and the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. They had to wait for the
Bracks and Brumby Labor governments to put their
money where their mouth is, to go in there and do the
work that was necessary. The Liberals-Nationals,
instead of supporting this upgrade and instead of being
truthful, are using it to divide the community. The
Deputy Leader of The Nationals just read out a poem.
That is the exact type of situation that they are
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exploiting and promoting. Their own troops within the
community are promoting these campaigns because
people are listening to the very simple proposition that
is being put to them.
The honourable members on the other side of the house
do not care: they do not care about the irrigators; they
do not care about the farmers; they do not care about
the communities that are affected day in, day out
because of the 11-year drought. They do not care
because they are running a political campaign. They are
out there putting a case against the Brumby Labor
government in the community.
They do not care about the environment. They do not
care about salinity. They do not care about — and this
is the important part for the Liberal Party in this
house — securing Melbourne’s water supply, because
all their policies, all their initiatives, all their options
were just rubbish propositions. One was to put a
desalination plant in the bay to provide 45 gigalitres.
One was 15 gigalitres up a river somewhere as a flood
mitigation scheme that would not work. What did they
do? They did two things. The Liberals and The
Nationals are competing against each other in this
campaign. They are trying to get ascendancy over each
other on the north–south pipeline by running this scare
campaign under the name Plug the Pipe. The Nationals
are fighting for survival, and they are losing. Most
importantly, they are losing in the north-east.
The second thing they are doing is disregarding all the
evidence, all the work and all the propositions and with
regard to the upgrade work that has been done, like the
work on the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline and what has
been done on this particular proposal that is before the
Victorian community. The savings will be there after
the upgrade occurs; there is no doubt about that.
Honourable members on the other side of the house
have said these things in their press releases and in
debates in this house and the other house. Who is
behind this underhanded, nefarious, destructive
campaign? The people who do not support $2 billion of
real investment into the region: $2 billion of work,
employment and local economic activity within this
region. Let us go through them. Mike Dalmau, a failed
Liberal candidate in 2002 and 2006, was the chair at the
rally last week. Mike Dalmau is a Liberal Party stooge
and cadre who is out there running this campaign, and
he chaired the rally last week.
Wade Northausen is an organiser of last week’s Plug
the Pipe rally. Who is this bloke? He is a young
Nationals activist; he is active in The Nationals politics.
Who is another bloke? Nicholas Tam. He is the creator
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of the Plug the Pipe Facebook group. Who is he? He is
the vice-president of the Young Nationals. He is a
political activist. He is another cadre in the Nationals,
part of the Young Nationals. That is a pretty broad
thing in the Nationals; he is probably around 55 years
old. Luke O’Sullivan, the state director of The
Nationals, is involved in this campaign as well in which
the Liberals and The Nationals are fighting each other
for ascendancy in the north-east. How is he involved?
He is involved because he has printed an authorised
Plug the Pipe poster. Where can you get this Plug the
Pipe poster? What is the other Nationals connection to
Plug the Pipe? It is the honourable member for Benalla,
Dr Bill Sykes. On the Yea Pipeline Resistance website,
Mike Dalmau tells people to get posters from the
honourable member for Benalla’s electoral office by
contacting Kerrie. Here you have it.
This is a situation where the Liberals and The Nationals
in coalition are out there running a political campaign
against the interests of rural people, against the interests
of farmers, against the interests of irrigators, and against
the interests of the environment — only to attack us.
We are out there doing the hard work, doing the hard
slog, we are investing in jobs and economic activity
within country Victoria while coalition members have
left the field. They have run off the field at half-time
because they want to run a political campaign. They are
a disgrace and they know that they are a disgrace.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2008–09 (part 1)
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to make some
comments on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report on the 2008–09 budget estimates,
part 1, which was tabled in this house in May 2008. I
refer members to pages 23 and 24, which relate to
hearings that took place involving the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, together with a
number of other public officials, most importantly,
Christine Nixon, the Chief Commissioner of Police. As
the committee notes in its report, there were a number
of matters that were actually canvassed in a wide
variety of ways — from issues and measures to address
family violence right through to the people allocation
model. There was a significant discussion about police
numbers and there was also a significant discussion
about crime statistics, including an increase in assaults
against the person, and there was some criticism about
the statistical basis for the claim that Victoria is the
safest state.
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While there was wide-ranging discussion in relation to
the evidence that was given on 15 May, a lot of
discussion about crime statistics related to what the
police are doing to address a significant and burgeoning
problem in the central business district of Melbourne,
and perhaps ignored other critical areas of Victoria and
metropolitan Melbourne. One of the issues that was not
really canvassed in these discussions — it is a matter of
some regret that it was not and it should be put on the
record — is that some of our largest growth areas, such
as the shire of Melton, the city of Wyndham and the
city of Casey, are not only experiencing a large
population increase but are also experiencing a
significant rise in crime against the person.
When you look at the increases in the number of
assaults, for example, in metropolitan Melbourne, as
disturbing as they are, in the six years from 2000–01 to
2006–07 — and I will refer to that period as ‘those six
years’ — assaults have risen by some 22 per cent,
which is a matter of profound concern. In Melbourne
the figure has risen from about 1600 in 2000–01 to
2064, which is a increase of 22 per cent. But when you
look at the city of Brimbank you see that statistically in
the same period of time assaults have risen from 588 to
1099; in Melton they have risen from 226 to 589, which
is a rise of 160 per cent. Those two figures dwarf the
percentage increase in metropolitan Melbourne and
certainly should be ringing alarm bells in the ears of
any government that is interested in protecting its
community.
In terms of crimes against the person in that same
period Melbourne only had an increase of 2.5 per cent,
yet in Brimbank there was a 62 per cent increase to
1595 crimes against the person, and in Melton some
715, which is a rise of 109 per cent. Perhaps the
government should be showing a lot more interest in
those alarming rises in crime.
In terms of the government’s response, as we know, it
is on the record about dealing with the issues of the
central business district. It will be a moot point as to
whether those strategies, which include an increase of
some 50 police officers to form a task force, and the
2.00 a.m. lockout, actually work or not. Certainly in
relation to the outer growing suburbs of Melbourne
there does not seem to be any significant response. As
was recently highlighted in this place, in suburbs like
Keilor Downs and Sunshine, compared with the
establishment strengths of police officers in the early
1980s and early 1990s in those two stations, both
stations are some 20 per cent below establishment
levels, taking into account vacancies and long-term
secondments. Indeed the Police Association has
estimated that police numbers in the Kororoit area are

Wednesday, 11 June 2008

short by at least 70 officers, and this is a matter of
profound concern.

Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee: mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to speak
on the Economic Development and Infrastructure
Committee report into mandatory ethanol and biofuels
targets in Victoria, of which I am a member. At the
moment there is a lot of very positive discussion about
Victoria taking the lead in Prius and hybrid technology.
Both the Parliament and the people are absolutely
delighted that this state government is taking action to
ensure reductions in greenhouse emissions.
Our committee came up with an additional point that
should be picked up by the Environment Protection
Authority (EPA). In our investigations into ethanol and
biofuel targets and the work required to cut air pollutant
emissions, we discovered that the Environment
Protection Authority in Victoria has an interesting
mode of operating in relation to smoky vehicles. Before
outlining what it actually does I want to go to our
recommendation.
We have recommended that given the increased interest
in vehicle air emission reductions in association with
biofuels use, that EPA Victoria also implement
procedures to ensure improved compliance of existing
vehicles with current air emission requirements. In the
course of our inquiry we learnt that currently the EPA
in Victoria runs two smoky vehicle programs — a
public, or community, reporting program, and an
official reporting program. I think it is important and
quite informative to outline to the house the difference.
The official smoky vehicle spotting program relies on
reported observations by Victoria Police and EPA
officers of vehicles they believe are in breach of the
regulation. Reports are submitted in writing using a
standard spotting form. The registered owner of a
vehicle is then followed up and sent a warning letter
requesting that they fix the vehicle. The letter contains
the date, time and location of the offence, and owners
are warned of potential fines. Experience has shown,
though — and this is directly from the EPA — that
only a very small number of owners are repeat or serial
offenders as a result of that.
But there is also a second reporting mechanism — that
is, the public smoky vehicle spotting program. This
program relies on reports from members of the
community. Reports under the program must contain
the registration number, a physical description of the
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vehicle and the date, time and location. Reporters are
also required to provide their name and contact details.
If the vehicle description matches that contained in the
registration database, owners are sent what is called an
advisory letter. This letter sets out clearly the origin of
the report with a request to check their vehicle. It does
not allege an offence and owners are not required, we
learnt, to submit evidence of compliance with the
request by the EPA to ensure that their vehicles are no
longer smoky.
A person who takes their public and civic responsibility
quite seriously, believing that if they report to the EPA
that the EPA will be following up smoky vehicles and
ensuring that the owners comply with regulations,
would be quite shocked to learn that this does not
occur. As in the past the word gets out that X, Y or Z is
not going to be followed by public authorities to ensure
regulations are complied with, and this is occurring in
Victoria in relation to smoky vehicles. It is imperative
that the EPA look at its own policies, examine the
regulations and ensure that when vehicles are spotted
breaking regulations, they are followed up and the
reports are actioned.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2008–09 (part 1)
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
make a contribution to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee report on the 2008–09 budget
estimates, part 1. On pages 317 and 321 of the report
the Premier was asked some questions specifically
relating to government spending on advertising and the
future state debt. The member for Scoresby posed a
question to the Premier that asked, given Victoria’s
anticipated debt will increase to nearly $23 billion by
2012, which includes non-financial public corporations,
what major infrastructure projects the government
would be undertaking as part of this particular debt.
In his response the Premier referred to, in part,
proposed water projects including the Gippsland Water
Factory. This is quite curious given the Gippsland
Water Factory is not mentioned once within the
2008–09 state budget. The Gippsland Water Factory is
a project that will treat local, domestic and industry
waste water. It will be recycled, and 8 megalitres of that
treatable water will be used for Australian paper, and
25 megalitres will be used to treat an open water sewer
that travels out through the regional outfall sewer down
at Dutson Downs.
I want to refer to the cost associated with this project.
Over time we have seen that the costs of the Gippsland
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Water Factory go from $120 million initially up to
$140 million, $160 million, and the latest projections
are $174 million. In actual fact, on page 322 of the
report the Premier has stated that this investment is
somewhere in the vicinity of $200 million. Hopefully
the Premier is not quite accurate on that report.
The ratepayers to Gippsland Water, the underlying
organisation of the Gippsland Water Factory, can
expect a 100 per cent increase in their rates over the
five years. These ratepayers are extremely upset and
concerned with this government. The government has
contributed $50 million to the Gippsland Water
Factory. However, the Premier in question time on
29 May stated that the government had contributed
$150 million to this project.
Whilst some of us were jumping up and down with joy
at the prospect of this additional funding, it appears that
the Premier has amended that comment. I note that in
Hansard today. May I say he probably only did this
because I had highlighted that matter publicly.
Ms Kosky — That was a bit silly of you.
Mr NORTHE — It was. When the Premier
suggested that the state government had contributed
$150 million to this project, I was curious: was it an
error, was it a false assertion or was it a lie?
There are many angry ratepayers within the Morwell
electorate who are quite concerned that, despite the
government receiving substantial moneys from water
authorities — $2.5 billion in this term of government in
terms of water dividends and environmental levies —
only $50 million has been contributed to this significant
project. If the government was able to contribute more,
it would obviously ease the burden on the ratepayers
who have to pay for this project. Concerned ratepayers
have also stated to me that the Premier was quite
willing to step in when the Melbourne water authorities
proposed to increase their rates by up to 22 per cent, as
Gippsland Water had done for 2008–09. The Premier
stepped in and capped their rates at 14.8 per cent. We
do not quite see the analogy here. Again those in rural
Victoria feel that we have been left behind and
disadvantaged.
I wrote to the Minister for Water on this subject and
asked how concession card holders may be
compensated in the future. It is a great disappointment
that in the budget we have seen that concession card
holders have their rates increased by 14.8 per cent. This
is of little comfort to those Gippsland Water ratepayers
who face a 22 per cent increase in rates for 2008–09.
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The Gippsland Water Factory is a great project. It is a
local solution to a local issue. However, we call upon
this government to ensure that it invests more
appropriately in projects such as this to ease the burden
on the ratepayers who are expected to fork out the cost
of projects such as this within our region.

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee:
Police Integrity Bill
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to make some
comments in relation to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee’s report on the Police Integrity
Bill 2008, which, along with a minority report, was
tabled in this house yesterday. It is interesting to note
some of the comments made in the minority report. I
think it is important to go over the sequence of events
in relation to the delivery of this report.
It is important to remember that the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee considered the bill in Alert
Digest No. 4, which was tabled on 8 April. I consider
that most members would find that report to be
thorough. It did not contain any notation of dissent from
the Liberal members of the committee. There was no
indication in the Alert Digest that any submissions had
been made. The Police Integrity Bill passed the
Legislative Assembly the next day, on 9 April.
It was only after the bill left this chamber that we had a
sudden push by the opposition to delay the bill in the
upper house. The opposition used its numbers in the
upper house to send the bill off to the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee for a further month and for
another report. Its members on the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee have tried in every way to
delay the passage of the bill. We even had the member
for Warrandyte hysterically telling the Parliament that
he was going to resign from the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee over this issue. I am not aware
that he has gone ahead and done that yet; we will wait
and see whether he does do what he told Parliament he
would do, and resign from the committee.
There was a motion from the opposition in the upper
house to delay the report for a further month so we
could have hearings. I welcomed the prospect of having
further consideration of the bill. We had public hearings
after we contacted likely interested parties. I would like
to thank Liberty Victoria, the Police Association, and
Dr Hill from the Premier’s department for attending
and giving evidence. However, I must say that the
report found no real issues that were new to the
committee. The minority report demonstrates a pretty
poor attempt on behalf of those members who put their
names to it to try to justify the wasted month.

Wednesday, 11 June 2008

What is interesting in considering this report is why the
Liberal Party is trying to delay the bill. I cannot
understand why the Liberal Party would want to delay a
corruption-fighting bill in the upper house. There has
been more scrutiny of this bill than you can poke a stick
at. I understand that only yesterday the opposition used
its numbers in the upper house to delay this bill further.
I think it is important for the Leader of the Opposition
to tell Parliament why his party is obstructing this
crime-busting bill in the upper house. The Leader of the
Opposition needs to come in here and explain to the
house exactly why the opposition will not support the
bill and is trying to keep putting it off. In fact I think the
actions of the Liberal Party in this regard are quite
smelly. Its members obviously have something to hide
here, or they are trying to protect somebody. I will be
interested to see what eventually happens with the bill.
For the life of me I cannot understand why they are
trying to delay this bill.
The minority report, which, as I said, lacks substance
and coherence, tries to throw up three major issues as
concerns. The first one is there is a complaint from the
Police Association about consultation. The second one
is in relation to Liberty Victoria and its evidence around
the stipulation in the bill that for someone to be eligible
for appointment as the director, police integrity they
need to be someone who is eligible for appointment as
a judge. I think that is quite a sound qualification.
The minority report also raises an issue in relation to
the terms of reference of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and suggests that section 7 of
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
supports a view that we as a committee should be
looking at policy issues. I would strongly reject that
position and suggest that the current practice of the
committee is entirely appropriate.
I suggest the Leader of the Opposition should tell this
house why he is obstructing a corruption-fighting bill,
why the Liberal Party members in the upper house are
trying to obstruct and delay the passage of this
important piece of corruption-fighting legislation, and
why the members of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee from the Liberal side of this
house continue to try to delay the passage of this report,
so the bill can finally be considered by the Legislative
Council.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2008–09 (part 1)
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to make some
comments in relation to part 1 of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee report on the budget
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estimates for 2008–09 and in particular in relation to
evidence taken from the Minister for Public Transport. I
would like to focus on an issue raised in that committee
hearing, on page 17 of the minister’s evidence — that
is, questions and comments from the member for
Mordialloc who raised issues in relation to the early
bird rail scheme.
The Frankston line, which goes through the member’s
electorate, was one of the lines on which the early bird
fare trial, or lack of fare as the member put it, was
rolled out. The member for Mordialloc claimed that she
thought it was a successful trial, when in actual fact
when you look at comments attributed to Bernie
Carolan of Metlink, he indicated they did not think the
trial set the world on fire. I believe Metlink would be
the appropriate authority to comment on this particular
matter as it is the agency in charge of the metropolitan
ticketing system.
The member failed to recognise that the Sydenham line
was also chosen by the government to carry out a trial
of the early bird scheme. You would have to ask
yourself how Sydenham came to be involved in this
trial. Of course Sydenham is the line that services the
electorate of Kororoit, and the people of Kororoit are
gravely concerned about the poor public transport
system that runs into their electorate. They are very
concerned about cancelled trains. They are concerned
about late-running trains, and of course they are
concerned about the level of violence in and around the
line and some of the stations that service that electorate.
You only have to look at the Connex website and
download some of the statistics that are shown on a
line-by-line basis to see exactly how poorly the
Kororoit electorate fares on a system-wide basis. The
average punctuality performance across the network
through to April 2008 shows a rate of 91.4 per cent
across the network. If you look at it on a line-by-line
basis you see that lines such as Williamstown come up
at 96 per cent. Alamein is 95.2 per cent.
On the Glen Waverley line, 95.1 per cent of trains turn
up on time. On the Epping line, it is 94.1 per cent. As
you go further and further through these charts you
understand just how far down Sydenham is and how far
down in terms of the government’s priorities the people
of the electorate of Kororoit are. The Sandringham line
is at 93.7 per cent, Upfield is 93.6 per cent. The
Lilydale line is 93.5 per cent, the Stony Point line is
92.8 per cent, the Belgrave line is 92.2 per cent, and
Broadmeadows is 90.6 per cent. We then get down to
lines such as the Werribee line where under 90 per cent
of trains turn up on time. When you finally get to
Sydenham it is the same at 89.2 per cent. That puts the
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Sydenham line equal 11th across 15 metropolitan
electrified lines as having the worst performance. It is
equal 11th in terms of performance ratings across
15 electrified lines. It is little wonder that the people of
Kororoit are asking whether they have been completely
and totally abandoned by the Brumby Labor
government. There are only a handful of lines whose
figures are less than the Sydenham lines.
We visited that area today. People are absolutely and
completely convinced that the government of the day
has deserted them in relation to public transport. Not
only that, some freedom of information documents
received from the former Department of Infrastructure
show issues in relation to unruly passenger assaults,
injuries to railway staff and other incidents, such as
fights, loitering and vandalism between 1 January and
30 June last year; and on the Sydenham–Watergardens
line there have been 14 incidents of unruly passenger
assaults, injuries to railway staff and other incidents,
including fights, loitering and vandalism. On the
Cranbourne line there were three such incidents, and
seven on the Epping line. It just goes to show that, once
again — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
financial and performance outcomes 2006–07
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to discuss the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC)
report on the 2006–07 financial outcomes, which was
tabled in May. This is a fine report, because it says
much about how this government works and in whose
interests. I congratulate the committee and its chair for
their fine work.
I would like to focus my comments by looking at the
national reform agenda and its progress of
implementation to date. I do so because this section of
the report points to the strong and emerging theme in
the operation of Australian federation under the
arrangements in place between the Rudd
commonwealth government and the Brumby state
government, particularly in the critical area of
implementing the national reform agenda. The
emerging theme of these arrangements could be best
summed up under a heading ‘National coordination and
local delivery’.
At page 56 the report points to a series of key meetings
that have forged this relationship between the
commonwealth and state governments. On
20 December 2007 a Council of Australian
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Governments meeting breathed new life into the
national reform agenda items of human capital
development, regulatory reform and competition
reform in key sectors of the economy. Out of this
meeting came the real workhorses of forging a new
cooperative federalism through a series of working
groups in areas such as health and ageing, the
productivity agenda, climate change and water,
infrastructure, business regulation and competition,
housing and indigenous policy reform.
The PAEC’s report notes that many of these items stem
directly from the initiative of this state government
under the national reform agenda, so now we see the
framework for how microeconomic reform and the
heavy lifting of refashioning commonwealth-state
relationships in delivering services to the Australian
people will be implemented.
For instance, in health we have already seen an
immediate commonwealth allocation of some $1 billion
to relieve the pressure on public hospitals — a pressure
built in part by the former Liberal government’s refusal
to shoulder its fair burden of public hospital funding.
Perhaps more importantly, we see a recognition that in
delivering the new federal and state health care
arrangements to be signed before the end of 2008 for
implementation next year, that there will be a review of
the indexation formulas for future years so as to return
to the appropriate sharing of balance between the states
and the commonwealth.
In the area of water management, we have seen the
historic memorandum of understanding between the
states and the commonwealth on the Murray Darling
Basin reform to tackle overallocations, to improve
environmental outcomes, to enhance irrigation
efficiency and, perhaps most significantly of all in the
case of Victoria and the commonwealth, agreements
over the terms of a further $1 billion of assistance
towards stage 2 of the northern Victorian irrigation
modernisation program. The list goes on, but I might
particularly refer to the area of regulatory reform as it
applies to occupational health and safety.
COAG has set up a national working group to focus on
creating a seamless national economy unhampered by
unnecessary state duplications, overlaps and
differences. At a subgroup meeting on 1 February this
year, all the relevant state and federal ministers sought
commitments to harmonise relevant laws and
agreements to make sure that we had model legislation
in the area of occupational health and safety.
COAG established a working group of three
members — Stewart Crompton, Barry Sheriff and
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Stephanie Mayman. That panel has already commenced
the process of consultation with key stakeholders across
every state and territory. They will be reviewing
legislation in each state and territory to make sure that
the recommendations on an optimal structure and
content of a model occupational health and safety act is
capable of being endorsed right across the country.
By the end of October they will report to the ministerial
council on duties of care and on the nature and structure
of how a bill should be structured. There will be a new
report on all matters by the end of January 2009. What
we were seeing in the case of occupational health and
safety reform through the COAG process is one small
corner of how the new federation of the state and
federal Labor governments is working to build a safer
and better Victoria and, indeed, Australia.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
The time for making statements has now ended.

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 June; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Benjamin Franklin is
attributed with having said, ‘The only certainties in life
are death and taxes’. Perhaps if Mr Franklin had been
around today to see the Brumby government’s 2008–09
budget he would have amended it to read ‘debt and
taxes’, because debt and taxes are the two keystones of
this government’s budget.
We only have to look at the debt situation. Net debt has
increased sixfold — from $1.5 billion in 2005 to a
scheduled $9.5 billion for 2012. Even if you were to
look at total public sector net debt, that has also
increased sixfold — from $3.5 billion in 2002 to
$22.9 billion expected for 2012. Debt servicing — that
is, the interest that taxpayers are paying on this Labor
government’s debt — is scheduled to reach
$1.75 billion by 2012. That is about the same amount
that we spend on Victoria Police, and more than the
total that this government is raising from gambling
taxes this year.
This brings me to the question of taxes. I refer to
table 4.2 of budget paper 4, which shows that
government presents its figures by comparing its
budgeted taxes for the 2008–09 year with the
2007–08 revised figures, whereas what the government
should be doing is showing what the 2007–08 budget
was compared to the 2008–09 budget, because those
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figures are the ones which give the true picture on
where this government has taken us in the last
12 months and where it is going to be taking us in the
next 12 months.
When it comes to taxes, you can see why the
government is trying to fudge the figures; the land tax
increase between the 2007–08 budget and the
2008–09 budget is a 37.16 per cent increase. With land
transfer duty — otherwise known as stamp duty — the
increase is 30.92 per cent, or $882 million. Total taxes
on property are increasing by over 30 per cent in this
financial year. For a government that claims to have
some tax cuts, quite the contrary is happening. Taxes
are increasing at a massive rate. Can anybody else
imagine an environment where your tax revenue can
increase by 31 per cent in just 12 months, yet the
government claims it is cutting taxes? That is an
extraordinary proposition from a government that has
an absolute appetite for increased taxation.
With gambling taxes — an area particularly close to my
heart as the shadow minister for that area — a
comparison of the 2007–08 budget with the 2008–09
budget shows a 10 per cent increase in lottery taxes, or
an extra $32.5 million. Poor old lottery agents are going
through a lot at the moment. Intralot, the new kid on the
block — the new player introduced by this
government — is pointing a gun at the heads of lottery
agents and saying, ‘If you want to sell scratch tickets
after 1 July this year, you will have to pay us a $10 000
up-front licence fee and a $5000 bank guarantee and
training fees before you even see a single dollar of
revenue’. There is no doubt that the money the
government is budgeting on this year is directly coming
out of the pockets of poor old lottery agents, and this
government should be ashamed at the way in which it
has put lottery agents to the sword to benefit its own
bottom line.
Let us have a look at electronic gaming machines.
Taxes are increasing by $83.6 million on a full-year
basis — up by 8.9 per cent. Despite all the
government’s claims about what it is doing about
problem gambling, the reality is that the tax revenue is
increasing massively ahead of the consumer price index
and a lot of the money that is contributed to electronic
gaming machines comes from the pockets of problem
gamblers.
As one of my colleagues said earlier today, gambling
taxes are one of the most regressive forms of taxation,
but they are a form of taxation that this government is
pursuing as aggressively as possible.
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In relation to gaming taxes, it is obscene in my view
that at a time when the government is increasing its tax
take from gambling revenue it is also slashing problem
gambling advertisements. Expenditure on advertising to
let addicts or potential addicts know about problem
gambling counselling services was $4.75 million in
2005–06. People might have said that that was not
enough, but it was certainly a reasonable amount. That
amount was slashed by over 35 per cent the following
year to just over $3 million. The Minister for Gaming
confirmed in Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings that that cut will remain in place
for the next financial year as well. The government has
cut the advertising for problem gambling counselling
services by 35 per cent. It cut it two years ago, and it is
keeping that cut in place.
At a time when the government is making a record
amount from gambling and consequently a record
amount of revenue from problem gamblers, that is an
absolute disgrace. I call on the government to remedy
that situation as urgently as possible. I do not know if
the government realises it, but problem gambling has a
massive effect on not just gamblers themselves but on
their families, on their communities, on their
employers, who quite often wind up being the victims
of gambling-related debt, and also on community
groups, which a recent study showed were often the
victims of gambling-related debt. As I said, for the
government to be slashing funding for the advertising
of problem gambling counselling services is obscene.
The government should also hang its head in shame
over the fact that it has deliberately increased petrol
prices to the tune of $163 million. I raised this in my
speech on last year’s appropriation bill because the
government had decided to remove the subsidy it
previously had on petrol prices, which was worth
$163 million over the forward estimates period. At a
time when petrol prices are as high as they are, every
little bit helps, and when it comes to taking away
subsidies, every little bit hurts. This government has
deliberately taken on a policy position of increasing the
price of petrol to Victorian motorists by $163 million
over the forward estimates period, including the
forthcoming financial year. For the government to
profess concern for working families at the same time
as it is deliberately increasing petrol prices is just not
on.
When it comes to stamp duty, the government claims in
the budget papers that it is reducing the stamp duty take
by 3.6 per cent comparing only the 2007–08 revised
figures with the 2008–09 budget. When you look at it
on a full-year basis and compare last year’s budget with
this year’s budget, you see that stamp duty revenue will
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increase by over 30 per cent. The government still has
not changed the rate; it has tweaked thresholds by about
10 per cent. Any tax cut in this area is welcome, but the
government has barely tweaked the thresholds and has
left the rate in exactly the same position. If over the last
12 years the federal government had taken the approach
that it was going to keep the rates of taxation on income
tax exactly the same and just tweak the rates every now
and again, the public would be rightly up in arms. If the
government is serious about tax reform it cannot just
look at the thresholds, it must also seriously look at
cutting the rates.
One other point I want to make in my capacity as a
shadow minister is that the government has made quite
a song and dance about what it is going to be doing in
relation to liquor licensing and enforcement. A press
release from the Premier’s office dated 2 May 2008
entitled ‘Victoria’s alcohol action plan to restore the
balance’ says:
A $17.6 million liquor licensing compliance directorate will
be established in the Department of Justice to significantly
strengthen enforcement of liquor licensing laws across all of
Victoria.

The press release quotes the Premier as saying:
This directorate will be responsible for the inspection and
enforcement of liquor licence laws and will be staffed by
30 inspectors and six lawyers who will operate across the
state.

Those are fine words, but the budget papers tell a very
different story. When you look at the budget paper
concerned with service delivery for the forthcoming
year, you see on page 178 the major outputs and targets
the government sets for itself for what it is going to do
with the money it is appropriating. Under the heading
‘Promoting and protecting consumer interests’, which
refers to things that include liquor licensing, the
government has targets for the number of inspections
that are to take place, for compliance monitoring and
for enforcement activities. For the 2007–08 financial
year the government’s target was 7750. In its press
release the government announced a $17.6 million
boost, a new liquor licensing compliance directorate,
30 new inspectors and 6 lawyers. How many additional
instances of inspections, compliance monitoring and
enforcement activities do you think those 30 additional
inspectors and 6 lawyers would produce? According to
the government’s budget paper the answer is zero —
not one extra inspection, not a single extra instance of
compliance monitoring and not a single extra
enforcement activity. How can this government say it is
spending $17.6 million on increasing compliance with
liquor licensing laws when its own budget papers show
not one extra instance of inspection, monitoring or
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enforcement? These figures show that the government
is not serious about this issue. It is more interested in
spinning the issue rather than tackling the serious
problem of alcohol-related violence.
In relation to my electorate, I can leave my comments
until the last 4 minutes of my speech because sadly,
once again, there is not much of which to speak. Lloyd
Street Primary School is one of the five state primary
schools in my electorate, and it is in serious need of
upgrading. This was acknowledged by my Labor
opponent at the last election, and it was one thing that
we both agreed on. I was able to secure a pledge from
my party to significantly fund an upgrade for Lloyd
Street Primary School, unlike my opponent, who
nonetheless went into print recognising the need for the
school to be upgraded.
The school council president, Simon Richards, was
quoted in the Stonnington Leader in the first week of
May as saying the school was desperate for funding.
The article quotes him as saying:
When is it going to be Lloyd Street’s turn? … The building
needs painting, if it’s not done soon, there will be structural
damage …

We are talking about a school that is at full capacity on
a very small plot of land, with very old buildings that
are falling apart and with portables eating up the
children’s recreational space. What has the government
delivered for the school in this budget? Nothing — not
a cracker, not a major upgrade. Nothing at all. This
government promised to upgrade every state school in
Victoria over a 10-year period; it had better get
cracking in Malvern, because it has not touched any of
my schools yet, and it does not look as if it is going to.
The electorate is getting pretty sick of this government
playing politics over our children’s education based on
postcodes. Unless the government starts providing
funding on the basis of need rather than political
margin, it will pay a very serious price in 2010.
There has been a $360 million blow-out on the Monash
Freeway, so a lot of money is being spent somewhere,
but it is not being spent on noise barriers for residents in
my electorate. The government holds itself to a lesser
standard when it comes to noise barriers than it does
CityLink. CityLink has to have barriers in place to
prevent noise going over 63 decibels, but
government-funded upgrades can go as high as
68 decibels. If the government is serious about bringing
the community with it on these major projects, it needs
to make sure that residents are not adversely impacted.
There is nothing in the budget for the Malvern police
station, which is desperately in need of some money for
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an upgrade, and nothing for public transport. There is
also nothing in terms of level crossings. My area has
five level crossings, all of which clog traffic quite
significantly and all of which are in the top 5 per cent of
dangerous level crossings in the state, according to the
recent VicRoads and Department of Infrastructure
surveys. However, there is no money for even a
scoping plan to deal with these level crossings.

which is stage 2; and thirdly, the grade separation of the
Furlong Road rail crossing. Fifty-four million dollars
has been committed for stage 1 of the strategy, and that
is the underpass of the railway line at Taylors Road. I
am pleased to say that construction is under way and is
expected to be completed by early 2009. Planning for
stage 2 is also well advanced. VicRoads has a preferred
route and is undertaking a detailed design.

Unfortunately, my constituents are probably paying
more than those in just about any other electorate in
terms of taxes to the government, but they are getting
the least of just about anybody. The people of Malvern
are more than happy to contribute their fair share — in
fact, I think they contribute far more than their fair
share. All they ask for is a fair go in return, but sadly
the 2008–09 Brumby government budget is anything
but fair to the people of Malvern.

Generally in relation to transport in this area we have
significantly expanded bus services in Kororoit. We
have added two new routes: 400 and 460. We have
delivered seven route extensions — 215, 216, 418, 419,
421, 425 and 456 — and we have done that into the
growth suburbs like Caroline Springs. Six bus routes
have had their hours extended until 9.00 p.m., seven
days a week. They are routes 408, 418, 419, 425, 451
and 456.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Beattie) — Order!
Now is an appropriate time to break for lunch. The
government will have the call when debate resumes.

The Leader of the Opposition raised the issue of grade
separation. In addition to that we have an additional
62 services a week to Deer Park station, and I have the
new and improved timetable for Deer Park which has
been delivered by a Labor government, not by the
Liberals. Only Labor could deliver those
improvements. When I first entered this Parliament in
the 1990s I entered as a member of the other place, and
much of the Kororoit electorate was part of Doutta
Galla Province. During the period of the Kennett
government I remember the campaigns against the
$100 home tax. I remember the cuts to public
transport — —

Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Rail: St Albans level crossing
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Will the Premier match the
coalition’s commitment and fully grade separate the
St Albans level crossing, which is rated the fourth most
dangerous crossing in the state, or will he continue to
ignore the pleas of thousands of local residents and the
St Albans Traders Association whose president told the
Star News Group on 20 May that the government’s
long proposed but never delivered bypass ‘was not
wanted’ and ‘would not solve any safety issues’?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question, and for his new-found
interest in the western suburbs of Melbourne. We
should start with the facts in relation to this matter, and
they are that our government is totally committed to the
St Albans strategy for grade separations on the
Sydenham line. That strategy was put in place
following consultation with local residents, local
traders, the city council and public transport operators.
The St Albans strategy to improve road safety and
reduce congestion is a three-stage strategy. It involves,
firstly, the underpass of the railway line at Taylors
Road, so that is stage 1 of the strategy; secondly, the
local bypass of the main road and the rail underpass,

The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will not
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I remember the cuts to schools,
the cuts to hospitals — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is debating
the question, and I ask him not to do so.
Mr BRUMBY — Finally, I see the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of The Nationals now on a
roadshow around the state promising money to
anybody who asks for it. I remember at the last election
there were unfunded commitments between the Liberal
Party and The Nationals of $7 billion, and, Speaker, do
not think — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue, and I ask you to have him
return to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is debating
the question, and I ask him to conclude his answer.
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Mr BRUMBY — No-one believes the
commitments that are made by the Leader of the
Opposition, just as nobody believes commitments that
are made by the Leader of The Nationals. This is a
hollow and dishonest promise not intended ever to be
delivered, and it will not be delivered under a Liberal
government.

Water: Victorian plan
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: can the Premier
outline to the house what action the government is
taking to ensure Victoria’s water security for a record
number of Victorians?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
Mordialloc for her question and make the obvious
response that our government is taking decisive action
to secure water supplies for Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — I will ignore the interjection. I am
told that this morning a speech was made in the house
by the Leader of The Nationals, in which he proudly
said that the former government had consulted for
10 years on the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline but had
never committed to it!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — We make no apologies for the
fact that we are taking decisive action to secure
Victoria’s water supplies. Whether it is the water
supplies for Melbourne, whether it is the water supplies
for the food bowl region, whether it is the water
supplies for the Wimmera Mallee, whether it is the
water supplies in north-eastern Victoria or Gippsland,
we are taking decisive action to ensure that we can
drought-proof our state to the maximum possible
extent.
The reason we need to do that is we obviously have dry
climatic conditions and we have climate change, but we
also have the strongest population growth occurring in
this state for decades. Last week the Australian Bureau
of Statistics released its latest data. The December 2007
figures show that Victoria’s population grew faster in
percentage and absolute terms since records began
35 years ago. More babies were born than in any other
year on record, more overseas migrants settled in
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Victoria than in any other year on record and our
population growth of 1.6 per cent was higher than the
national average.
Is this not a contrast to the 1990s, when the Leader of
the Opposition was the state president of the Liberal
Party, and to the years when 30 000 to
40 000 Victorians a year were leaving Victoria?
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue, and I ask you to have him
return to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the Premier to come back to answering
the question.
Mr BRUMBY — Those ABS figures that were
released this week show that Melbourne’s population
will increase by 1 million by 2020. Again, what a
contrast between what is occurring in Victoria now —
people are voting with their feet, coming to live here
from interstate and from overseas; it is not just the
population growing in Melbourne but in country
Victoria; the four fastest-growing inland cities in
provincial Australia are Bendigo, Ballarat, Shepparton
and Mildura — and those years in the 1990s when
people could not get out of the state fast enough, could
not leave country Victoria fast enough, with the closed
schools, the closed hospitals, the closed railway lines
and the lack of planning for the future.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is clearly
debating the question, and I ask him to stop doing so.
Mr BRUMBY — That is why our state is investing
so significantly in water infrastructure projects to secure
our future. The goldfields super-pipe is already securing
the future of Bendigo and Ballarat. If it were not for
Labor governments — our government — those cities
would be out of water because of the lack of planning
that occurred in the 1990s under the former Kennett
government.
The desalination plant will deliver 150 gigalitres of
water. The eastern treatment plant, following a
$300 million upgrade, will produce 100 gigalitres of
class A recycled water. The Gippsland Water Factory
was put in place to secure the future of Australian Paper
in Maryvale and treats up to 35 million litres of
domestic and industrial waste water. The Wimmera–
Mallee pipeline, the biggest water-savings
infrastructure project in Australia, will be delivered by
our government — delivered by a Labor
government — and on top of all of those things the
northern Victorian irrigation renewal project, the food
bowl project, is a $2 billion project that will deliver
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425 gigalitres of new water for the food bowl region,
for the environment and for Melbourne.
We are on about taking decisive action to secure the
future of our state and to ensure that we have water
supplies to meet the needs of our farmers and the
environment and our provincial cities. We are doing
that through unprecedented investment. It is the right
decision for the state, and they are the right decisions to
meet the extraordinary growth in population that we are
experiencing.

Rail: Caroline Springs station
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — I
refer the Premier to his answer just given and his
commitment to taking decisive action. I ask: will the
Premier match the coalition’s commitment to a new
railway station in Caroline Springs?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think the point about
the Leader of the Opposition is this: the Leader of the
Opposition, when he was the state president of the
Liberal Party — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier not to
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I am not debating the question,
Speaker. As I was saying, at the last election the
aggregate unfunded promises of the Liberals and The
Nationals were worth $7 billion.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
address the question.
Mr BRUMBY — The commitment that is made by
the Leader of the Opposition is completely unfunded,
and it is not believable. The only record the Liberal
government had in this area was in selling off assets.

Emergency services: volunteers
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My question is
to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. 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 advise how the
Brumby Labor government is taking action to support
emergency services volunteers in regional and rural
Victoria?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Certainly the government is
very, very pleased that what it has been able to do is

2225

double the funding for emergency services during the
time of the Labor government.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CAMERON — How much has the Country
Fire Authority got? I will tell you what it has got —
there has been an increase in government funds going
to the CFA of 130 per cent. Is that not a wonderful
thing? There has been an increase of 143 per cent in
funds going to the State Emergency Service and large
increases going to the Metropolitan Fire Brigade.
Volunteers across our great state do a tremendous job.
In the CFA — honourable members obviously endorse
what the government has done with the CFA and the
protection that its volunteers provide throughout
Victoria — we have seen in the recent budget money
allocated for the establishment of a $2 million welfare
fund. That will mean that rural fire brigades will have
access to a welfare fund, as urban fire brigades have
had for many years. We believe that is important. We
believe it creates equity. We believe that is great for
rural communities, and it is very much supported by the
rural fire brigades.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr CAMERON — Yes, that is what she asked.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAMERON — Honourable members opposite
want to know what we are doing to support volunteers.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask for cooperation
from members of the opposition. The level of chatter
and interjection is not acceptable. I ask that members of
the government, if they wish to conduct discussions in a
loud manner, do so outside the chamber.
Mr CAMERON — We believe that that welfare
fund is something that is going to be very positively
received, and on early advice it already is. In addition,
with the community safety emergency support program
we are making a large investment across country
Victoria — and that is going to continue. That does a
fantastic job. What we ultimately end up with are
volunteers who are not only well trained but who are
provided with great equipment. That is something that
as a government we are extremely proud of.

Transport: east–west link needs assessment
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to comments by Brimbank
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city councillors Natalie Suleyman, Troy Atanasovski,
Kathryn Eriksson and Margaret Giudice that:
… current transport issues in Brimbank [are] not being
addressed in the report…

And that:
… transport issues would be exacerbated if recommendations
made by Sir Rod Eddington were adopted by the state
government.

What action has the Premier taken in relation to the
concerns expressed?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I think in the earlier
question that was asked of me by the Leader of the
Opposition I highlighted some of the investments that
the government is making in the western suburbs,
particularly in the Kororoit area. I think the honourable
member has asked exactly the same question again. I
am happy to give him the same answer again.
I note in relation to the train services for Deer Park, for
example, that during the week the number of off-peak
services to Melbourne was 5 and that under the new
timetable there are now 8. The number of off-peak
services during the week from Melbourne was 7 and
under the new timetable there are now 11. At weekends
there are now 33 services under the new timetable
compared with 5 previously. Overall, if you look at
Deer Park, that is 35 new services a week on top of the
27 previously. I think we are putting in place positive
steps to ease some of the congestion that is clearly
apparent on that line.
Sir Rod Eddington was asked by the government to
report to it on the east–west transport needs of
Melbourne. He has presented us with that report. I
made it very clear that there is a public period for
consultation and debate, which will run through until
mid-July this year. People are entitled to put a view,
there is no secret about that. We have had views that
have been put by the Labor Party conference, we have
had views that have been put by Melburnians right
across Melbourne. We encourage people to put a view.
Those councillors have put a view. All of that will be
fed back into the government. Following that period I
intend to have a series of further guided consultations
building on the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BRUMBY — By mid-July we will have
received all of the views and submissions from the
community. We will be able to summarise those and
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then have some guided consultations around the key
issues emerging from the consultations. By the end of
the year, I have said, the government will form a final
view on the Eddington report.
Eddington has recommended proposals which have an
aggregate cost of somewhere between $15 billion and
$20 billion. They involve construction periods that run
for the best part of a decade, possibly beyond. They
need to be looked at properly. There needs to be a
comprehensive public debate. There needs to be a
process within government. I do not know why the
shadow Minister for Public Transport would be
concerned about those comments. I think it is a good
thing that there is public debate and public comment,
and I welcome that.

Water: Melbourne usage
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — 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 advise the house what steps the Brumby Labor
government is taking to ensure that Melbourne’s water
users continue to use water efficiently?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
member for Footscray for her question, and it is an
opportunity to inform the house that today the
government announced that Melbourne would remain
on stage 3a water restrictions until at least
30 November 2008.
Mr Ryan — Whose policy was that?
Mr HOLDING — The Leader of The Nationals
interjects, ‘Whose policy was that?’. It is in fact true
that the Leader of The Nationals policy was that
Melbourne should stay on stage 3a water restrictions
until 2010. This is a confirmation that we welcome, and
I will return to that. But in relation to today’s
announcement, I am very pleased to inform the house
that we have been able to make this announcement
today because Melburnians — Melbourne residences,
Melbourne households as well as industry in
Melbourne — have done a fantastic job in reducing
their water consumption over the last 12 months.
As of yesterday, Melbourne’s water storages were at
29.6 per cent, which is 20 billion litres, or 20 gigalitres,
more water than they had at the same time last year. We
have achieved this outcome because Melburnians have
been able to reduce their water consumption. In fact not
only is total water consumption in Melbourne down,
and down quite substantially, but per capita water
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consumption in Melbourne is down 34 per cent on the
average for the 1990s. Households in Melbourne and
Melburnians have done a fantastic job of reducing not
only their total water consumption but also their per
capita water consumption.
It is not just households that have come to the table in
playing this very important role; industry has also
helped to reduce its water consumption through the
government’s introduction of water MAPs
(management action plans), making them compulsory
across not just the top 100 water users here in Victoria
but the top 1500 water users who use 10 megalitres of
water or more per annum. These water users have now
complied with our water MAPs policy and reduced the
water consumption of industry in Melbourne by
9 billion litres, 9 gigalitres, over the last 12 months.
This is a fantastic effort, and it is exactly why we have
been able to keep in place stage 3a water restrictions.
This is an important announcement because it has
meant that those in the nursery industry, those who run
commercial car washes and those who are landscape
gardeners — people in all of these industries — now
have the continued certainty of stage 3a water
restrictions until 30 November 2008.
But of course the shadow minister for urban water, the
member for Brighton, was in this place this morning
saying that Melburnians should not even be on
stage 3a water restrictions, even though the Leader of
The Nationals says they should be on stage 3a water
restrictions until 2010. Opposition members cannot get
it right; they are backwards and forwards. Whatever
audience they are speaking to, the message is nuanced
to be exactly what that audience wants to hear. That is
what you hear from the opposition. Instead we
understand that what Victorians need are substantial
investments in upgrades to water infrastructure.
We are not going to be the sort of government like the
one led by a former Prime Minister who said that
Australians should pray for rain. We will not be a ‘pray
for rain’ government. That is why we are investing in
Australia’s largest desalination plant. That is why we
are investing in upgrading the state’s irrigation
infrastructure. That is why we are investing in a
statewide water grid to provide water to where it can be
most efficiently used. That is why we are investing
$300 million to upgrade the eastern treatment plant to
provide over 100 gigalitres of recycled water for
consumptive uses for Melbourne and surrounds. That is
why we are investing in projects that will provide water
security for Victorians for decades to come.
We will not be a ‘pray for rain’ government. We are
investing in vitally and desperately needed upgraded
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infrastructure to provide water security to Victorians for
many years to come.

Former member: employment
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question without
notice is to the Premier. Will the Premier guarantee that
the former member for Kororoit, André Haermeyer,
will not be appointed to any taxpayer-funded position
under a Brumby Labor government?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I am not aware of any
positions in relation to the former member for Kororoit.
The member for Kororoit resigned from his seat last
week. He made it clear at the time that he wanted to
spend some time with his wife and family, that he
wanted to smell the roses, and then he would look
around for employment opportunities in the future. I
have not discussed employment opportunities with him.
If any former member, be it on this side or that side,
wished to apply for employment positions in the future,
like many former members of this Parliament have,
whether it be in the private sector or the public sector,
then I do not — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon! The Minister for Education!
Mr BRUMBY — The fact is that there are former
members of all sides of the house in such positions,
including of course the former Leader of the
Opposition, Robert Doyle, who does such an excellent
job as the chair of Melbourne Health, and people like a
former leader of the National Party, who is a board
member of the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — —
Mr BRUMBY — So it would be entirely
inappropriate, I believe, for a Premier to proscribe
employment positions for any former member of
Parliament.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the members for
South-West Coast and Forest Hill.
Mr BRUMBY — I do not believe it would be
appropriate. I do not believe there have been any
circumstances in the past, by the way, where a Premier
or a Parliament has proscribed someone’s future
employment opportunities. I am not aware of any views
the member has, but I am not in a position to rule in or
out any employment opportunities he may wish to
participate in in the future.
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Water: infrastructure
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Rural and Regional Development. 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 advise the house what action
the government has taken to support regional industries
with water-saving projects and what further action the
government is taking in this area?
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I thank the member for Geelong for
his question. As we have heard already in the house this
afternoon, the Brumby government’s massive
investment in water infrastructure right across the state
of Victoria is drought-proofing the state and providing
more water security for Victoria.
But it is not going to do only that, it is also going to
provide significant job and investment opportunities,
particularly across regional and rural Victoria. You just
have to look, for example, at the opportunities that are
coming from the food bowl modernisation project and
the Sugarloaf pipeline project. An independent study
that has been undertaken by Deloitte has found that as a
result of these projects, $367 million is going to be
injected into the Goulburn-Murray district during the
construction phase, and it is going to create more than
1720 new jobs over that time.
A study of the desalination project down in South
Gippsland has found that that project is going to inject
$1 billion into the Victorian economy, it is going to
create 3000 jobs during the peak construction period
and a further 150 jobs ongoing over the life of the
project. In addition to these important and big water
projects across the state, the Brumby government has
also been helping industry to do its bit, particularly in
regional Victoria, in saving water through our dedicated
Water for Industry program. Under this program we
have seen so far more than $6.19 million committed to
nine projects across regional Victoria that are going to
reduce the annual demand on our urban water supplies
by up to 10 000 million litres, or 10 gigalitres — a
massive amount of water that has been saved as a result
of having a dedicated program by the Brumby
government that is working with industry and the
community.
The unparalleled investment in water infrastructure,
whether it be for irrigators, for industries or for
communities, is going to help drive further jobs growth
and further population growth in our regions,
particularly as we secure the long-term viability of
Victoria’s irrigation industry. It is important to note —
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and this follows on from what the Minister for Water
just mentioned — that it takes courage to tackle these
challenges now and a real commitment to our regions,
both things that are sadly lacking from members
opposite.
It is interesting to note that many Victorians are getting
very sick and tired of the two-faced approach that they
are seeing from The Nationals when it comes to water
infrastructure. On the one hand they say they support
the modernisation of Victoria’s water infrastructure and
on the other hand they are pretty quick to jump up and
say they support those who want to see it fail.
The SPEAKER — Order! I request that the
minister not debate the question.
Ms ALLAN — We have invested $1 billion in the
food bowl modernisation project, and interestingly,
before the last election this was the sort of program or
project that was being urged by other people in the
Victorian population. It was a project that was being
urged by The Nationals, yet only last week the same
approach was called mad by a member for Northern
Victoria Region in the other place, Damian Drum. The
same project he was advocating for — —
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question, and I would ask you
to have her return to answering that which she has been
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the minister to not debate the question.
Ms ALLAN — It is the work of the Brumby
government that is investing in water infrastructure
projects to secure water for industries and communities
across regional Victoria, and we know that there is
more to do. That is why just last week, as part of the
$68 million Moving Forward update package, we
invested a further $10 million in another program that is
dedicated to water, energy and efficiency projects. It is
going to help industry save even more water through
dedicated projects that are going to generate less
demand on urban water supplies.
We are also, as part of the Moving Forward update
which was released last week, investing $1 million for
the development of an investment prospectus that is
going to help to attract new industries to the food bowl
region off the back of the $1 billion that is being
invested by the Brumby government and the $1 billion
that is coming from federal Labor. This $2 billion
project is going to generate enormous opportunities —
for more jobs in the region, for more people to come to
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regional Victoria — and that is going to see significant
growth.
We on this side of the house want to make sure that we
capture every single opportunity that is going to come
as a result of this historic project. It is a shame that
those opposite call this sort of project mad. We on this
side of the house think this is a great project, and it is
going to continue to ensure that regional Victoria is the
best place to live, work and raise a family.

Local government: FuelWatch
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Local Government. I
refer to the Prime Minister’s comments on Fairfax radio
on Friday, 30 May, when, in relation to concerns that
FuelWatch could increase the price of petrol in rural
and regional areas, he said:
… it is a matter entirely for local government authorities in
the bush to opt into the system if they want to …
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the Victorian government’s response to the Prime
Minister’s comments was. I did not hear that in the
original question that was asked. I am providing the
Leader of The Nationals an opportunity to rephrase the
question.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, you
have just indicated you are not in a position to recall the
question. Now you are inviting the Leader of The
Nationals to rephrase the question. Can I invite you to
ask the Leader of The Nationals to ask the question
again so that you are in a position?
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for that advice. I did suggest to the Leader
of The Nationals that I was not in a position to recall —
and I meant to say ‘word for word’ — what the lengthy
question involved. The Leader of The Nationals has a
choice to make. He can ask the question again in a
manner that explicitly relates to what I recall the
question being.

I ask: which Victorian local government authorities will
have this option available, and what consultations has
the government undertaken with those authorities to
assist them in determining if they should opt into
FuelWatch?

Mr RYAN — With respect, Speaker, I am uncertain
as to whether your concern is that you did not hear the
content of the question as I originally asked it or
whether you are of a view that that question was
inappropriate and therefore I ought re-ask it.

Mr Batchelor — On a point of order, Speaker, this
was a question directed to the Minister for Local
Government asking for a response about federal
government initiatives. The question related to federal
government areas of responsibilities and activities. The
Leader of The Nationals specifically asked what actions
the federal government will be taking. It is not possible
for our local government minister or indeed any other
minister of the Victorian government to answer what
initiatives the federal government will be taking. It
should be ruled out of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! What I am trying to relay
to the Leader of The Nationals is that in his response to
the point of order that was raised he made specific
references to Victorian business, which I do not recall
hearing in the original question.

Mr RYAN — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Prime Minister made specific reference to local
government authorities in his quotation. I am simply
asking, in a Victorian context and its local government
authorities, about the application of this scheme to those
authorities. What advice has the government of Victoria
sought and offered with regard to the interests of
Victorian local government authorities?
The SPEAKER — Order! I will provide the Leader
of The Nationals an opportunity to rephrase his
question. I am not in a position to recall every word of
the lengthy question that the Leader of The Nationals
asked the Minister for Local Government. The Leader
of The Nationals has, in his response to the point of
order, suggested that the question was directed to what

Mr RYAN — Albeit with respect, I am not quite
certain as to your concern. I ask the Minister for Local
Government: given that the Prime Minister in
comments made on 30 May this year deferred to the
states of Australia the application of the FuelWatch
program and said:
… it is a matter entirely for local government authorities in
the bush to opt into the system if they want to —

I ask: which Victorian local government authorities will
have this option available? What consultations has the
government undertaken with those authorities to assist
them in determining if they should opt into FuelWatch?
The SPEAKER — Order! I rule the question in
order.
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Health
is warned.
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Mr Batchelor — On a further point of order,
Speaker, the rephrased question from the Leader of The
Nationals should be ruled out of order because it is
contradictory. In the first instance he said the Prime
Minister had referred it to the states — and I understand
that that is not the case — and then he went on to say it
was entirely a matter for local government. The Prime
Minister, as I understand it, has not referred this to the
state, and if he has indeed referred it to local
government, that is a decision for local government to
take, not the Victorian government.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled the question
in order.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the Leader of The Nationals for his question. The
Prime Minister has referred no such matter to me as the
Minister for Local Government in relation to the
involvement of local government in the FuelWatch
scheme. There has been no such referral whatsoever.
As the Leader of The Nationals indicated in his
question, it is entirely for local government to decide if
it wishes to be involved in this initiative in any shape or
form. Of course I do not need to remind the house that
local government is an autonomous level of
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Nepean!
Mr WYNNE — It was enshrined in the constitution
by this government. We respect the autonomy of local
government. It is only this government that enjoys a
robust and mature relationship with local government.
It is not the plaything that the other side of
politics — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister must not
debate the question.
Mr WYNNE — The answer to the question is it is
entirely a matter for local government. We have had no
referral from the Prime Minister in relation to this
FuelWatch initiative.

Latrobe Valley: clean coal technology
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — My
question is for the Minister for Energy and Resources. I
refer the minister to the government’s commitment to
making Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a
family, and I ask: can the minister update the house on
plans to use Latrobe Valley coal to make fertiliser and
what this means for Victoria’s future coal use?
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Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I thank the member for Narre Warren
North for his question. The Latrobe Valley contains
some of the most extensive coal resources in the world.
These coal resources have provided Victoria with
reliable, low-cost electricity for the last 75 years. They
have boosted the state’s economy significantly,
particularly with employment in the Latrobe Valley.
The previous Liberal-Nationals government sold off the
generators, sold out the Latrobe Valley and left the
Latrobe Valley floundering. This government has been
steadily rebuilding the area since it came to power in
1999. We have been rebuilding confidence and
investment in the Latrobe Valley. With the international
price for oil steadily increasing, this provides a growing
opportunity for the expanded use of Latrobe Valley
brown coal.
Just last week the Australian Energy Company
announced plans for a $2 billion clean coal technology
project to produce nitrogen-rich fertiliser from Latrobe
Valley brown coal. This is only one of a number of new
projects that are on the drawing board in the valley.
These projects could involve investments of between
$10 billion and $20 billion in the Latrobe Valley as a
result of the encouraging policies that are being put
forward by the Brumby government. In addition to the
production of fertiliser, coal drying, gasification and
other clean coal technologies have the potential to
produce exports such as diesel and other liquid fuels
and even to produce export-quality brown coal.
Investment and job creation are central to the policy of
this government. They are also central to these new
projects that will be critical to securing the prosperity of
the Latrobe Valley. But in an era of climate change
these projects can only go ahead if they can be
developed in an environmentally friendly way.
Near-zero emissions are the key to that. That is why
this government has invested more than $240 million in
clean coal projects since 2002, including $127 million
in this year’s state budget. We have been at it for some
time and we will continue to provide that support to the
Latrobe Valley. This funding will help position
Victoria’s coal industry as one of the cleanest in the
world. It will drive new employment opportunities in
the Latrobe Valley, as well as boosting the Victorian
economy.
We are not just looking at new technologies. The
Brumby government is also investing in the
infrastructure that is needed to support the Latrobe
Valley’s rapidly growing clean coal industry. We
recently announced that $100 000 will be provided by
this government for a study to examine the potential
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road, rail and port infrastructure needed to support these
new clean coal technologies and industries in the
Latrobe Valley. We will make sure that the Latrobe
Valley is a region well equipped to drive further
industry growth, expansion and jobs and provide
support to those people who were callously left behind
by the previous Liberal-Nationals government. This
study is being conducted by the Gippsland resource
infrastructure development group, or GRID. It includes
representatives from the Latrobe Valley generators,
from Monash Energy and from other organisations with
a significant energy interest in the region.
The Latrobe Valley has been Victoria’s powerhouse for
more than 75 years. The Brumby Labor government is
committed to planning and investing in the Latrobe
Valley to ensure that it continues to be Victoria’s
powerhouse and provides jobs and economic growth
well into the future.

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing) — I am
delighted to have the opportunity to speak on the
appropriation bill from the perspective of my three
portfolio areas. I will start with housing because the
2008–09 budget will put housing in reach of more
Victorians across all regions and suburbs in Victoria.
This year’s budget has significantly increased
assistance for first home buyers in Victoria, which of
course is very welcome. Changes to stamp duty will
save all new Victorian homebuyers in the order of
$2460 on the purchase of a median-priced home of
roughly $317 000 — a cut of almost 17 per cent. Those
budget announcements have been very much
welcomed. In addition a new $3000 bonus will be
available to first home buyers who purchase a new
home in regional Victoria. That will be an enormous
fillip to regional Victoria going forward. Of course this
bonus is on top of the existing $7000 first home owners
grant and the $5000 first home bonus for newly
constructed homes. It is a package for first home
buyers. This is a wonderful budget outcome for those in
regional Victoria.
My department, the Department of Planning and
Community Development, will receive $15 million
over four years to provide more land for housing and
reduce costs for purchasers. On top of that, we have the
very welcome announcement by the Premier of the
freeing up of land in growth corridors. If you put this
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package together, it is a fantastic outcome for first
home buyers both in metropolitan Melbourne and
regional Victoria.
Turning to the public and social housing sector, we
expect to spend in the order of $1 billion on housing
and homelessness in 2008–09, which is slightly more
than we expected in 2007–08. The budget commits
$395.6 million to growing and improving social
housing. This additional investment means that by June
2009 the Victorian government will have invested in
excess of $820 million in housing assistance above —
and I emphasise the word ‘above’ — our commitment
to the commonwealth-state housing agreement.
Building on our boost to social housing announced in
the 2007–08 budget, the 2008–09 budget allocates
$201.3 million to buy and build a further 1330 new
homes. This will be a mix of public, social and
Aboriginal housing, and that is a fantastic outcome for
us.
We will also spend a further $194.3 million on
upgrades and redevelopments to make existing
properties better right across the Melbourne
metropolitan area, and indeed in Geelong. The
Corio-Norlane area is a classic example of where we
have a huge investment, both in redevelopment and
upgrades, right across metropolitan areas and in country
Victoria. In the next 12 months we expect to deliver
2150 upgrades, with progressive redevelopment
projects across 15 sites.
The budget will also commit a further $14 million over
four years to increase homeless services. Again,
additional funding is above and beyond our
commitments under the commonwealth-state
agreements. There is funding of $6.7 million for the
Opening Doors program, which will improve access to
housing and homeless services, $4.2 million through A
Fairer Victoria to assist in supporting vulnerable
tenancies, and $3.1 million to provide on-site support
for the chronically homeless as part of our $50 million
supportive housing program.
In addition the government will provide $9.4 million to
improve our response to family violence, with a
particular focus on indigenous family violence. This is
part of funding of $24.7 million over four years
allocated across government and builds on the previous
investment of $35.1 million in the 2005–06 budget to
improve the family violence system more generally.
Finally in relation to housing the budget includes
$52 million for public housing in neighbourhood
renewal areas. What a fantastic story this is. Right

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
2232

ASSEMBLY

across the metropolitan area and regional Victoria our
neighbourhood renewal projects have been an
outstanding success story. They are lifting not only the
physical infrastructure of areas where there has been
systemic and chronic unemployment and
underinvestment but also the social infrastructure of
those areas. We are about improving the physical and
social infrastructure of those areas to put life back into
neighbourhoods that for so long had been neglected.
We are also developing social enterprises and training
opportunities for people in those areas and generating
employment.
We must speak of social inclusion in the context of
employment because we want people to be employed
and to be active citizens so that they can be involved in
mainstream economic life. That is one of the major
goals of our neighbourhood renewal program. In that
context there is funding of $41 million for capital
projects and $11 million for place management and
community building. It is a wonderful initiative. This
funding is on top of the government’s record
investment of $510 million in the previous budget —
the largest amount ever committed by a state
government to public and social housing. It is
something I am immensely proud of, and the funds will
be spent wisely right across Victoria.
I turn briefly to Aboriginal affairs, because we are
committed to the implementation of the Victorian
indigenous affairs framework. We believe that
implementation of the framework will generate crucial
outcomes in terms of closing the life expectancy gap
between Aboriginal people and other people in
Victoria. We know that the 17-year gap in the life
expectancy outcome for Aboriginal people is
completely unacceptable, and is one that this
government is very committed to addressing.
We are committed to addressing the problem through a
whole-of-government response, and the indigenous
framework is the guiding framework for that
commitment. I am pleased to advise that this budget
continues to build on our commitment to improve the
lives of indigenous people with a further $48.7 million
towards dealing with these critical issues. Some
$25 million will be available over five years to improve
educational outcomes for indigenous children in
schools. There is funding of $4.1 million to enhance
child protection services for indigenous families and
$2.1 million to establish an indigenous youth
employment program. The package also focuses on
managing the capability of and improving
Aboriginal-controlled organisations, with a funding
commitment of $3.8 million over three years.
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As the house would know, we have committed
significant funds to the Koori courts, and they have
proved to be a very successful initiative of the
Attorney-General. Some $590 000 has been committed
to establish a new Koori County Court, which is the
next division above the Magistrates Court. There is
funding of $4.4 million over four years towards
developing a new Aboriginal heritage information
system.
We have just celebrated the first year of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act being put in place, and I think it is
generally regarded across the state as being an excellent
initiative from the point of view of developers, who are
now given clear guidance in how they are to deal with
Aboriginal heritage matters, such as when they are
undertaking subdivisions of land. They will now know
what processes they need to go through in terms of
protecting Aboriginal sites.
From the point of view of the Aboriginal community,
the act provides an opportunity for both guidance and
education of the community more generally about the
crucial role that Aboriginal heritage plays in the life of
this state. The relationship the government has with the
development community, both in the formation of the
Aboriginal Heritage Act and more generally in its
implementation over the last year, has been first class. I
thank those members of the development who have
been very active supporters of ensuring that the
Aboriginal Heritage Act works in the way that the
government envisaged.
Finally in relation to Aboriginal affairs, additional
funding of $8 million over four years has been
allocated, as I indicated, to counter indigenous family
violence, with a particular focus on men’s rehabilitation
services. Obviously we think that one of the most
important things we can do is start to address some of
the systemic issues around violence in Aboriginal
communities. More broadly, the Victorian indigenous
affairs framework is the guiding framework which the
government is using in pursuing a
whole-of-government approach to indigenous issues in
this state.
We have significant challenges ahead of us, but this
government is committed — in partnership with the
federal government — to achieving sustainable
outcomes going forward. We have indicated that this
will take some years, but significant steps have already
been taken by this government, and we believe that the
partnership we will have with the federal government
going forward will make a significant difference over
the next few years.
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Finally, I want to touch briefly on local government.
Neighbourhood houses again have had a very good
outcome. Some $17.6 million was allocated in
2006–07.
That has been increased to $19.3 million in 2008–09.
This represents a threefold increase in funding since
1999, when we came to government. The total
recurrent funding for neighbourhood houses in the
1999–2000 budget was a very small $6.1 million. We
have been a very good friend to neighbourhood houses
because we believe they are significant players in our
community. They are really part of the social glue that
helps to hold communities together. They do a
wonderful job, and we are pleased to be great partners
with them going forward.
With respect to libraries, every community loves its
municipal library. The government considers libraries
to be a key part of the social fabric of our communities,
and this financial year it is delivering record recurrent
funding of more than $31 million to public libraries. In
addition to this record recurrent funding, the
government will be providing a further $1 million to
public libraries in 2008–09 under the Premier’s
Reading Challenge Book Fund program, and it will
provide $1 million over two years to support the
introduction of wireless internet capacity in libraries.
Any members of Parliament who take the opportunity
to go to a public library will see just what a wonderful
resource they are. The internet facilities are always
being used, particularly after school by kids doing their
homework and research and so forth. We think that the
provision of access to the internet, particularly for
poorer communities, is a fundamental social justice and
access issue, and we are delighted to have that
$1 million going into libraries. The $1 million is being
provided to assist libraries to implement computer
safety and management systems. We think it is
important that there be appropriate monitoring of access
to the internet, and that initiative has been very strongly
welcomed by local governments and library service
providers more generally.
Finally, without canvassing it in any great detail,
because I have in the house previously talked about the
local government agenda going forward, all councils
are going to elections in November this year. There is a
huge responsibility on us as a government to make sure
that we get that right. We will see the full bloom of
democracy in November. We are providing $600 000
to develop and deliver an induction program for
councillors who are elected to office in November
2008, but we will be putting in place two tranches of
legislation. One that will be introduced this week
contains some electoral changes, and conduct and
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conflict of interest issues will be dealt with later on this
year, including all of the recommendations of the
Ombudsman on conflict issues. We believe that local
government councillors will then be in an excellent
place going forward post the elections to deliver for the
communities they will be elected to serve.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make my
contribution to the debate on the Appropriation
(2008/2009) Bill. It has probably been about a month
since this bill was introduced to and first debated in this
house. It is good timing, now that one month has
elapsed since we first debated this bill, that on 30 May I
welcomed the news from the government in relation to
the rail relocation project at Wodonga and the
standardisation of the 200 kilometres of track between
Seymour and Wodonga. We have seen successive
budgets year after year, but to set the record straight, it
was a Liberal coalition government that first announced
funding for the relocation project. Yesterday in this
place we heard the Minister for Public Transport
speaking about her announcement for Wodonga, and I
want to set the record straight. The minister said that the
members for Seymour, Murray Valley, Benalla and me
as the member for Benambra were present at that
announcement. I can say emphatically that I was not
extended the courtesy by this Labor government of
being invited this announcement, and my parliamentary
colleagues from the electorates of Seymour, Murray
Valley and Benalla were not present. However, I was
there, and I did listen very closely to the announcement
by the Premier and the Minister for Public Transport in
relation to this project. I am just getting the facts right
and stating the truth.
We have heard over the last week the Premier call
country and rural Victorians liars in relation to water.
Where does the truth lie? Where are the lies? Where are
the misconceptions? Where are the deceptions? The
truth in relation to this project is that we were not there,
contrary to the record that suggests that we were there.
Secondly, we hear great news about rail freight. There
is a particular part of this relocation project that will rip
the guts out of moving rail freight out of the Mars
Petcare factory to the port of Melbourne for direct
export to the Asian market. Something in the order of
4000 containers annually move out of that part of
Wodonga. Mars Petcare is the third largest employer in
the region and accounts for about 1000 jobs. It is
probably a flow-on effect from that to other small and
medium enterprises that keeps the region and the
electorate thriving and growing. It beggars belief that
this company first came to the area in 1967 on an
assurance that it would have rail access to move freight
directly to Melbourne. The untruth is found in the fact
that the government is applauding that it is securing
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further rail freight infrastructure when in fact it is
ripping the guts out of it; it is decommissioning this
line.
I refer to a letter dated 28 May and sent to me by the
Minister for Public Transport, just two days before the
announcement. This letter says:
Advice received from Mars Petcare Australia who
traditionally utilised a rail siding adjacent to its plant west of
Kelly Street is that it will no longer utilise the site for rail
handling as it is unable to find a rail operator prepared to
service the siding. The government is not in a position to
invest substantial funds in establishing a connection from the
new bypass to a siding that it is not intended for use.

Let me assure everybody here, the Labor government
and the state of Victoria that that siding is in operation
daily, loading cans of pet food for the Asian market.
Approximately six carriages every day are loaded with
produce that will go directly to that market. The lie or
misinformation is there, wherever it is coming from.
Let us hope that this government will investigate, listen
to the employers in my region and ensure that this
siding remains in place so that it can provide the
essential jobs in order for Victorians to live, work and
raise a family, as we constantly hear in this place —
and by the way, this was one of the catchphrases I used
continually during my election campaign prior to
entering this 56th Parliament.
The Premier’s adviser for the north-east actually said to
me not so long ago, ‘It is not my job to deliver the rail,
it is your job; you are the member for Benambra’. In
response to that statement from someone working for
the Brumby Labor government, I say that I am proud of
being effective in opposition, of having some small part
in ensuring that this government delivers on its hollow
promises year after year. It has taken nine years and a
lot of hard work by many people. A lot of quiet
achievers out there have worked exceptionally hard on
this. A lot of backslapping has been going on, but it is
important to recognise other people from all parts of
government and external agencies and those who will
participate in the relocation of the rail. I do not wish to
single out any particular person, but a lot of people need
to be recognised for the hard work and effort they have
put in to see the growth of the main rural centre for the
electorate of Benambra, which is Wodonga.
In relation to funding, we heard yesterday the
announcement of cooperation between the federal and
state Labor governments, but the federal government
has not added one additional red cent to this project.
That $45 million was a commitment to this project by
the former Howard Liberal-National coalition. I cannot
see that there has been any cooperation since the Rudd
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Labor government took office. It has not said a word
about the Wodonga rail project since it was elected last
November, but we hope to ensure that it does. To
correct the record, it was the Howard government that
made the commitment, provided the initial funding and
gave its full support to the project, and it is a damn
shame that the Victorian Labor government and the
new federal Labor government have not been able to
deliver this project earlier for Wodonga.
Mr Wynne — Great project!
Mr TILLEY — I thank the minister. The upgrade is
going to involve three locomotives and 15 carriages. In
other parts of Victoria we see the fast rail service, and
we have heard the minister talk about a faster rail
service. However, the truth is what we will actually see
is a lick of paint, some new curtains, seat coverings and
carpet and an additional speed of up to 130 kilometres
an hour. I wonder whether this will be a train service or
a magic carpet ride to Melbourne! It is nothing flash,
nothing new; it is not a real fast rail service. It is an
upgrade to the standardisation of the line that will
provide a safer network. By the way, it was this
government that failed to ensure that Pacific National
kept up with the details of its lease and its maintenance.
It allowed maintenance to fall to such a level that the
rail line was unsafe and passenger trains were not
allowed to travel from Melbourne to Wodonga.
Another issue regarding this budget that has affected
the electorate of Benambra is the Wodonga Regional
Health Service. Wodonga has a population of about
35 000 people, and there were 32 000 presentations by
people seeking medical attention at the service’s
accident and emergency department this year. It is
under desperate pressure, and certainly needs
assistance. The government should pay attention to the
needs and demands of the electorate of Benambra.
Hopefully the Minister for Health can do something
about advancing the single health service, and I hope to
hear some responses to the questions I have been asking
him in relation to that.
I have spoken in this place before about our ambulance
station, which was built 40 years ago. It was built to
staff 10 people, but currently has 20 people working out
of it. It is cramped and in appalling condition, and this
is something that needs to be addressed in the short
term.
On education we have finally heard — after eight years
of fighting — the announcement of money for the
Wodonga South Primary School relocation. Let us see
that this is not the tail wagging the dog and that the
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government ensures that this project is delivered in a
timely fashion.
One of my favourite topics — and I hope I share this
with the Acting Speaker — is the 27 kilometre unsealed
section of the Omeo Highway. There is no mention of
that in this budget. I hope we will both continue to fight
for our electorates in order to see that our communities
are well serviced in visiting the coast and getting over
the other side of the Great Dividing Range for holidays
or business.
On housing — —
Mr Wynne — Yes!
Mr TILLEY — It is good to hear that the minister
is in the house. Lots of people stagnate on the waiting
lists for public housing. Something in the order of
1300 public homes are in the area of Wodonga, and if
people are lucky enough to get into one of those homes
they will be paying more rent. The federal government
will give on one hand and the state government will
take away on the other. At least Ned Kelly had the
decency to wear a mask when he was sticking you up.
Those on the other side of the house are barefaced
robbers.
On agriculture — this is another one for the minister —
we again see cost shifting to local councils, despite the
huge financial burden already faced by regional
municipalities. The initial $20 million to be spent over
the next four years is not going to be enough to address
weed and pest control; it falls well short. I encourage
people to visit regional areas and have a look. Rather
than centralising these programs, they should be
decentralised. We should get back into the field and
back into rural Victoria.
Our police are struggling. We saw 16 500 days lost to
stress during 2006 and 2007. That has not been
addressed in this budget, and an additional 100 police
are out this year. Our front-line serving police officers
are suffering burn out. Everything we see happening
around this state is reactive. The police are suffering
from low morale. Time after time, and budget after
budget, this government fails; it has no commitment. It
certainly does not support its front-line police.
Today we see a record price for a litre of petrol; today
in Melbourne it costs around 166.9 cents. Heaven
forbid what it is going to cost us in the country for a
litre! We need to remember that for every 5 cent
increase in the cost of fuel, the government gets
$30 million. Imagine what a willing, strong and
committed government could do to ensure that
infrastructure projects are well funded and are delivered
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on time and on budget. I hardly think we are going to
see any strong commitment from this government any
time soon.
I need to cover a number of other matters. It is
incredible to hear in this place about the blame game.
This government is in an ideal position to make
Victoria the absolutely best place. These are the facts
and this is where the truth lies. At the next Victorian
state election in 2010, 21 of the last 28 years the state
will have been under the control of a Labor
government. Every day in this place we hear
government members whingeing about the seven years
of the Kennett government. It was those seven years
that brought this state back from being almost bankrupt
and started getting it back on its feet. Unfortunately
seven years was not enough, and we certainly need to
fight hard now.
At the 2006 election we saw the seven-year itch, and
we started to scratch it. I think that coming up to 2010
with the Liberal-Nationals coalition we will see an
11-year itch, and certainly we will be calling for all
Victorians to scratch it particularly hard to try to get this
Labor government out of here, because it is doing a
shocking job. It certainly cannot manage money, and it
cannot deliver on time or on budget.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am very pleased to
speak in support of the Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill.
I would like to congratulate the Treasurer in the other
place on a great budget for 2008–09. The budget is a
very large and complicated document, and I want to
focus on a few matters. The first is the impact of the
budget on my electorate; the second is the impact of the
budget and the initiatives for Victoria overall; the third
is my role on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and some of the insights I have gained into
the whole budget process and where the money goes;
and the fourth is how budgets work overall.
I remember studying economics way back in my
university days. We looked at what conditions should
be in place particularly for business to invest in. Some
of those conditions were that you had a stable
government, that you had a budget that was in surplus,
and that you had a stable and well-educated population
to underpin those conditions. I would like to tease out
those different strands in my contribution today.
Firstly, I will go through initiatives for my electorate;
some of them are particular to the electorate, some of
them are general to the budget but will impact
favourably on my electorate. I would like to mention
the initiatives for early childhood education and care,
particularly the $5.2 million over four years for
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three-year-old early learning programs for up to
2000 children known to child protection authorities.
Close to my electorate is one of the largest refuges in
Victoria for women and children. I remember many
years ago when I was the president of a local
kindergarten that many of those children came through
the doors while they were being protected in that
particular refuge. There were two things about that. The
first was that this was during the time of the Kennett
cuts, and the kindergarten had to cover the cost of both
the three-year-old and four-year-old kindergarten for
these children, and the fees had risen considerably
because of those cuts. It was a struggle for the
kindergarten to do that, but it wanted to make sure that
certain positions were available for the children who
really needed something good, happy and concrete in
their little lives.
I recall very well sitting in the entrance to the
kindergarten when a mother came in with her little
child. She was so traumatised that she sat in the foyer of
the kindergarten for the duration of the kindergarten
session. I looked at this little child, who was very
nervous and very sad but who was participating and
playing with the other children and slowly opening up.
That little child had a huge gash in her head, and that
gash had been inflicted by a member of the family. I
think it is very important for these children to be given
an opportunity to go to kindergarten, and so I really
welcome the initiative for three-year-old early learning
programs announced by the minister in this budget.
Part of our commitment that has already been made is
that every Victorian government school will be
modernised or rebuilt over the next 10 years. I would
like to go through some of the initiatives for the local
schools in my electorate. Three schools have been
accepted into stage 2 of the Building Futures initiative.
They are Spring Valley Primary School, Dingley
Primary School and Parkdale Primary School. Those
schools are very busy with exciting planning, and I
know the whole school community is involved in that.
This will lead to significant improvements in those
schools. It builds on the construction work planned,
completed or currently under way for Mentone Primary
School, Mentone Park Primary School, Mordialloc
Primary School, Cheltenham Secondary School,
Parkdale Secondary College and Mentone Girls
Secondary School.
A lot of schools in my electorate are currently
undergoing or have undergone major building works;
as I said at the very beginning of my contribution to the
debate, part of having a great place for businesses to
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invest is a well-educated and stable population. Also,
part of the great appeal of my electorate for parents
including young families to live there is the excellence
of the education being provided not only by the
government schools but also by the independent
schools in my area.
Cheltenham Secondary School, Parkdale Secondary
College and Mentone Girls Secondary School have also
received significant grants for technical education
initiatives. Added to the skills training initiatives that
were part of this budget, that is also great for the local
skills base and for our local schools.
I would also like to mention that a new ambulance
station recently opened in Mordialloc. The
redevelopment of the Cheltenham ambulance station is
going ahead. I walked past it only last weekend and saw
the work being done. In the last few years a new police
station opened in Mordialloc, which, combined with a
new courthouse in Highett, means these significant
initiatives will help with community safety and health
safety in my electorate.
I would just like to go through the particular initiatives
for my electorate that were mentioned in the budget.
The Mordialloc police station will have a security
system upgrade worth $20 000, and I know that police
officers are very happy about that.
Of particular interest to my local press and also to
locals and myself is $500 000 to undertake repairs to
the structure and upgrade of the boat facilities and
amenities to enhance community access to the very
popular Mordialloc pier, which is great news for our
local community. If you take a look at Mordialloc pier
you know straightaway that this says Mordialloc; there
are a lot of recreational fishers who dangle a line over
the end. The pier will have new handrails and new
facilities for boats to come alongside. It is right next to
Mordialloc Creek, which has all sorts of boating
facilities, and is a bit of an iconic landmark in our local
area. We are very happy about that and say thank you
very much.
The frequency of the NightRider bus service will be
increased from 60 minutes to 30 minutes. My children
have been active users of the service; it is a great and
safe way for our local young people, perhaps even older
people, to come home from the city. I have often picked
up my children from the NightRider stop very late at
night. My daughter now has her car licence, so I might
be able to go to bed a bit earlier rather than pick her up
from the NightRider bus, which will be very good.
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The sum of $45 million has been allocated for a 64-bed
sub-acute ward at Kingston Centre, with new facilities
to include a hydrotherapy pool. A few weeks ago I
visited this facility with the Minister for Health and
once again there is great excitement at Kingston Centre
about this redevelopment. It follows the allocation of
funds of, if my memory is correct, around $30 million
for a new kitchen facility for use in the region for meals
for hospitals. That is a huge funding allocation for the
Kingston Centre for aged-care services in my
electorate. It contrasts very starkly with the previous
government that sold off the land around the Kingston
Centre, which has since been developed for housing;
but none of that money was spent on rebuilding and
upgrading the Kingston facility for our local
community so that we have a regional facility.
Cheltenham East Primary School will have funding to
modernise and do some rebuilding works. I have
spoken to the principal, Chris Snow, and he is
absolutely rapt that the school will have that money.
Over the last few years he has worked very hard with
the school community to upgrade the school and repaint
it; it is a vibrant school that provides a great education.
For our new young families there is $4.8 million for a
pregnancy assessment unit at Monash Medical Centre. I
understand that will be used for pregnancies that may
be more difficult or more complicated and will help
those mothers to have a safe and successful delivery.
There is also $4 million for a magnetic resonance
imaging machine at Monash Medical Centre. I would
like to mention that the previous announcements down
there have included funding for the building works for a
new emergency department, which have been
completed. The Monash Medical Centre is also
planning for a new paediatric unit. It is a massive
investment in the health of our local community.
For our trains, an upgrade to park-and-ride facilities
will provide approximately 55 more car spaces at
Cheltenham train station. There is a lot of good news
for the Mordialloc electorate. It covers education, health
and community safety, and there are significant stamp
duty savings for homebuyers. I will quickly go through
a few of the initiatives for business; there are a few tax
savings there as well.
In my work on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee I have seen how the budget is allocated
through the different ministers’ portfolios and how this
funding is used. About $38 billion or $39 billion is
allocated in this bill for the next 12 months for
Victorians. Every Victorian wants greater services and
to pay less tax. The challenge in government is to keep
taxes at a reasonable level while at the same time
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providing all the services that Victorians require. I
personally think this government, under former Premier
Steve Bracks and this Premier, has done a wonderful
job in allocating those funds fairly and responsibly
while keeping a balanced budget. Previously our
commitment was to always have a surplus of at least
$100 million; the commitment now is 1 per cent of
revenue. The target for 2008–09 therefore is at least
$378 million as a surplus for the state budget.
Many of the surpluses can be reinvested in
infrastructure, and I know that it will be a forward focus
of the government to fund major infrastructure. The
benefit of funding major infrastructure is that it is like
putting money into the infrastructure bank for Victoria,
and funding that goes into infrastructure will benefit
future Victorians, future taxpayers; it will help to cope
with the population that is moving to Victoria because
it is such a great place to live, work and raise a family.
Also it is a spend that is not inflationary; it does not
overheat the budget. It is a good spend; it is good
policy.
The 2006–07 budget had a surplus of $1.4 billion that is
going to be used to target infrastructure spending;
$600 million for the food bowl modernisation project;
$291 million to deliver eight new metropolitan trains
and eight new V/Line carriages; and $500 million for
other infrastructure projects for Victoria. This is a great
budget not just for my local community, which as the
local member I am always very pleased about, but it is
also a great budget for Victoria overall. It keeps in place
our government’s commitment to funding what needs
to be funded within a responsible, economic framework
for all Victorians.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
commenting on the budget I would like to cover a range
of issues that affect multiple government departments.
The Labor Party has had the opportunity to deliver a
government information superhighway, but
unfortunately and regrettably for the residents of
Sandringham and the people of Victoria we have been
left with a boulevard of broken dreams. Under the
previous Liberal government Victoria was a world
leader in multimedia and information technology
industries. Bill Gates noted in his book Business @ the
Speed of Thought that Victoria was the world leader in
multimedia, electronic service delivery and IT. This
view was also supported by a group of seven
industrialised nations known as the G7, and elsewhere.
While from one side of the globe man can put a
spaceship on Mars, in the Sandringham electorate
Victoria Police cannot tell the people of Sandringham
how many traffic fines are issued from one camera on
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one day. Then there are multiple other examples that
affect other departments. In the Department of Planning
and Community Development there is the Electronic
Conveyancing Victoria (ECV) project; in the area of
transport, the failed myki ticketing system; in the area
of health, the delays to HealthSMART; in the area of
education, the delays to the ultranet project; in the area
of housing, the extraordinarily and tragically bungled
housing integrated information program; and in the area
across the whole of government, the failure of Project
Rosetta to deliver its improvements on time and on
budget.
Under the ministerial watch of the Attorney-General
and Ministers Madden and Jennings in the other place,
the Electronic Conveyancing Victoria (ECV) project
commenced in 2000; meanwhile, other jurisdictions
were working on their own conveyancing projects. In
2004 the major banks told all jurisdictions they wanted
a single national system, but the Victorian government
did not listen. In 2005 a national steering committee of
representatives of all jurisdictions and industry was set
up to develop a single national system. The national
electronic conveyancing office implemented the work
program of the national steering committee. All
jurisdictions except Victoria stopped their projects and
supported the national system. Victoria continued with
Electronic Conveyancing Victoria.
Over the last three years the national steering
committee has put considerable effort into
accommodating Victoria and working with it. The
national electronic conveyancing system involves a
legal framework, legislative changes, governance
issues, risk management, business practices, systems
operation, funding arrangements and industry,
government and community confidence. ECV simply
provides a computer system which may or may not be
suitable as a national system. Victoria continued to
develop the Electronic Conveyancing Victoria project
without regard for requirements outside Victoria.
ECV went live in November 2007 at a development
cost of $40 million. At the same time the government
increased titles office registration fees to cover the
system’s operational costs. The major banks will not
use it because it is not national; Victorian lawyers will
not use it because of uncertainty over its risk
management arrangements; and Victorians are paying
for a system their industry does not want and will not
use.
There has been only one transaction in more than six
months, and no others are in the pipeline. Electronic
Conveyancing Victoria is continuing to cost Victorians
$6 million each year, most of which is being paid to
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contractors. Victoria continues to refuse all offers to
have ECV incorporated into the national scheme. All
major banks and law societies, including the Law
Institute of Victoria, support the national system. With
no prospect of ECV being used nationally, Victoria is
frustrating the efforts of industry and all other
governments to establish a national system that will
benefit consumers of conveyancing services throughout
Australia, including Victoria. Victoria has wasted
$40 million, is continuing to waste $6 million each
year, and is holding up the genuine efforts of all
government and industry stakeholders to realise
genuine economic benefits for Australia. I call upon the
Auditor-General of Victoria to examine this absolute
waste of taxpayers money affecting taxpayers not only
of Sandringham but also across Victoria.
Then there is the myki project, which was supposed to
be up and running last year. The overdue system may
not see the light of day until 2012. The total cost of the
system will now be $1.3 billion rather than $1 billion in
round terms.
It is true that myki has had some software glitches, software
difficulties, but sometimes … computers just do not go our
way —

the Minister for Public Transport told Parliament —
and how right she is. According to the diligent work of
the shadow Minister for Public Transport, the member
for Polwarth, and his staff, it is a very ‘expensive life
raft for a sinking ship’.
The system is plagued with computer faults. Public
Transport Users Association president Daniel Bowen
said that public transport commuters just wanted a
reliable ticket system, and that:
No-one asked for an all-singing, all-dancing smartcard
system, and if they were to get back to basics and put staff
back on the system it would solve our huge ticketing bill.

Premier Brumby has warned that if the myki system
failed its next tests the system could be dumped. There
is a systemic problem in the ability of government
authorities to deal with high-tech computer systems and
contracts, and myki is just another example.
Then we had HealthSMART go over budget, which is
becoming a legacy of this government. Victoria has
injected almost $159 million into information
technology initiatives in its 2008–09 budget, including
$104 million to support its troubled HealthSMART
hospital software initiative. The project seeks to replace
the administration and clinical information systems
used to manage patients in government-run hospitals
and community clinics. We spend billions of dollars a
year on public hospitals, yet the infrastructure is so poor
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that some computers at a Victorian hospital still operate
on MS-DOS and cannot even support the use of a
mouse. The Auditor-General found that the six-year,
$323 million plan was running two years late and that
the most beneficial clinical applications had yet to be
delivered.
We need a solid IT base in Victoria. Clerical workload,
poor information systems, absence of clinical support
and decision-making systems, poor access to computers
and computers being slow and obsolete were common
complaints and a major source of frustration of medical
staff at all levels. According to one senior doctor:
I run the urology department at Western Health. I don’t have
an office and I share a PC with 150 other senior doctors.

It is time the government took information and
communications technology (ICT) in our hospitals
seriously. If doctors do not have the computers to work
with, then multimillion-dollar ICT systems are a waste
of time and money. As I have just alluded to,
HealthSMART is two years behind schedule.
Then we have the problem with the ultranet, a system
designed to allow parents to check their child’s progress
through an online computer system, which was a key
promise at the 2006 state election. Two months after
the system was to be awarded, the project put out a
revised re-tender after the response to the original
tender was not accepted by the education department.
ultranet will link all government schools, allowing
students to submit work and communicate with
teachers to plan and create lessons. The shadow
Minister for Education noted:
This is effectively going back to scratch and if they are going
to have a thorough tendering process it is going to add a lot
more time to the project … and the longer the project goes,
the more costs, whether for labour or materials, go up.

The education department and the minister said that the
project would be delivered within the original budget
and planned time frame of a finish in September 2010.
However, the department would not say when the
revised tender would be released, or when a contractor
would be announced.
Then we move onto the housing department’s
multimillion-dollar IT disaster. According to Josephine
Cafagna of Stateline:
… four years after the innovation minister, John Brumby,
announced the project, the UK firm engaged to deliver —

the housing integrated information program —
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has walked away with massive losses. The department of
housing has lost millions of dollars, and there is still no …
computer system.

It was left to the then housing spokesman to note that
the state government has:
been left with a system that doesn’t work, it’s been left with a
system that, according to my information, has left
maintenance orders for public housing tenants flying around
in cyberspace, and contractors, with purported orders to fulfil
that they know nothing about.

The departmental head was not able to supply a figure
by the end of that particular date in 2006 on just how
much the project had cost the department.
In 2002 a government press release said:
Over the next several years, it would have cost the Office of
Housing the same amount of money to maintain ISIP as it
will to implement the new system.

And so there is a cataloguing and a chronology of failed
project after failed project, and this particular project
came under the scrutiny of the Auditor-General, who
noted:
The Housing Integrated Information Program (HiiP) project
is a large, complex ICT project, full implementation of which
is currently behind schedule.

That is the master of understatement. The report
continues:
The delays in implementing the project have impeded the
achievement of benefits, with the contractor’s inability to
develop and implement the system within the established time
frame paramount. While response times for managing
responsive maintenance requests have improved, most of the
project’s intended benefits are yet to be realised. This is
attributable to project governance and project, contract and
risk management shortcomings.

The Auditor-General noted that:
The OOH has proposed strategies to achieve the project’s
successful completion. Provided the OOH implements those
strategies as planned, it should complete the HiiP project in
late 2008.

The Attorney-General is a betting man. I reckon if he
wanted to put a good bet on up in Darwin as to whether
this will be completed in 2008, he would be on a sure
winning bet if he bet that it will not be completed in
that time.
Then we go on to another project, which is a doozy, and
that concerns Project Rosetta. The Auditor-General,
Des Pearson, noted that:
Such projects, involving myriad government agencies, were
increasingly late and over budget.
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There are a number of projects that the Auditor-General
has not yet had the opportunity to examine, and I
encourage him to look at the Victorian conveyancing
project and to analyse the waste of over $40 million of
taxpayers money on a project that is standing and
sitting as a white elephant.
Turning to Project Rosetta, I would like to refer to the
remarks of the Auditor-General as he released his
report on Project Rosetta. According to the Australian,
he said that the whole-of-government enterprise
directory project was a prime example of the deepening
malaise. Further:
The time and cost overruns experienced in Rosetta are
becoming commonplace when reviewing multi-agency ICT
implementations.

Again I come back to an original point. The Americans
can land a spaceship on Mars but the Victorian
government, which was handed a state IT system that
was leading the world, cannot provide an account of a
police traffic camera for one day, it cannot provide a
housing maintenance system, it cannot provide
HealthSMART, it cannot provide the ultranet, and it
cannot provide an effective conveyancing system. Here
is this intergovernmental project, Project Rosetta, that is
not on time, not on budget and is another example of
the failure of the Brumby government in delivering IT
projects.
In relation to the HealthSMART project, the Australian
of 28 May 2008 reported that:
… Mr Pearson said the … HealthSMART project is two
years overdue.

Coming back to the Rosetta Project, the Australian
reports that he noted it had:
incurred additional costs of more than $10 million, and was
delivered seven months past its deadline. The directory was
nearly four years in the making, with work commencing in
August 2002.

Again, there is this litany of government failure. The
Department of Justice cannot give an outline of one
traffic fine at one intersection on a single day in terms
of the quantum of fines incurred at an intersection on a
single day. The government cannot deliver a
conveyancing project. It cannot deliver a public
transport ticketing system. It cannot deliver a health
hospital management service. It cannot deliver the
ultranet. It cannot deliver a housing management
system, and across government its Project Rosetta is a
failure.
When people from around the world tap into the
Victorian government website and type in ‘www
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Victoria’, what will it stand for? It will stand for
worldwide waste. The Victorian government has failed
the electors of Sandringham, and it has failed the people
of Victoria.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It is with great
pleasure that I speak on the Appropriation (2008/2009)
Bill 2008 on behalf of the electorate of Forest Hill, and
it is with great pride that I speak of the budget as a part
of the Brumby Labor government team. I am very
proud of how we are planning for the state’s future.
Victoria is travelling very well. We have extremely low
unemployment. We have solid economic growth. We
are experiencing very strong population growth, and we
are seeing more babies being born today than at any
time in the previous 30 years. But while Victoria is
booming and people are choosing to move here in
droves, we are entering challenging times. Inflation is
rising. With population growth comes the need for
bigger and better infrastructure. The pressure on our
precious water resources will rise. With more babies
being born there comes a need for bigger maternity
wards in our hospitals, and this budget delivers.
As the Treasurer rightly said, this is a baby boom
budget. This is a budget that truly looks forward and
prepares Victoria for the challenges that lie ahead. We
all know the record of the opposition when it comes to
health. They slashed jobs. They left Victorian doctors,
nurses and health-care professionals in the lurch, and
the Victorian people were left to suffer with very poor
health-care services. The Kennett government even
wanted to downgrade Box Hill Hospital in 1999, before
it was kicked out of office by a community that was fed
up with the cuts to health.
This budget sees $8.5 million directed towards the
upgrade of Box Hill Hospital, which services the people
in the electorate of Forest Hill. We want to build
hospitals, making them larger and more capable of
serving the increasing population, and that is why since
1999 we have seen 8000 more nurses in the system.
That is why we are spending almost $0.5 billion in this
budget alone on hospitals and health care. With birth
rates in public hospitals up 12 per cent over the past
three years, we are investing $31 million to expand
maternity services in four hospitals across the state,
which will allow for an extra 2800 births per year.
There is also a $185 million boost to Victoria’s
ambulance services — the biggest single investment in
ambulance services this state has seen, with upgrades in
Nunawading and Box Hill meaning more mobile
intensive care ambulance responder units and a better
response to emergency for the people in my electorate.
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The Brumby Labor government is sensible and
responsible. That is why we are investing in major
infrastructure such as the desalination plant,
modernising the food bowl irrigation system, and that is
why we have set aside $592 million in this budget for
rebuilding and modernising schools.
It is also why we are cutting land tax at the top marginal
rate, from 5 per cent to 2.5 per cent. It is why we are
cutting payroll tax from 5.75 per cent to 4.95 per cent.
We are easing the pressure on business by lowering
taxes and offering relief on WorkCover by, all up, a
total of $1.4 billion. That will make life easier for
Victoria’s business community. We are cutting taxes
for working families and for businesses whilst
maintaining a surplus for the state that acts as a buffer
for future challenges.
Members opposite complain and whinge and talk down
the budget but they do not offer any real solutions to the
state’s challenges; all they offer is bluff and bluster. The
Liberal-National party coalition, like its leader, stands
for nothing. Its lacklustre response to this budget is
testament to that. This is a true Labor budget. It
provides strong investment in infrastructure and eases
the pressure on working families and businesses,
continuing the tradition of making Victoria a fairer
place for all whilst being fiscally responsible. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to speak in support of the Appropriation
(2008/2009) Bill. The 2008–09 budget includes almost
$770 million for new roads and the upgrade of existing
roads, to improve road safety and reduce congestion.
The budget includes a further $363 million investment
in the major upgrade of the Monash–CityLink–West
Gate corridor, from the West Gate Bridge to
Dandenong, work which is currently under way.
This investment is particularly important to the growth
areas in the western suburbs of Melbourne, the outer
west, and the outer north-west of Melbourne, where
growth continues to be particularly high. In my
electorate of Tarneit and its accompanying local
government area, the city of Wyndham, we are seeing
growth in the vicinity of 6.2 per cent per annum. Put
another way, that is something like 8160 extra people
moving into that community every year; it is quite an
amazing number. The upgrade of the infrastructure
servicing the west and providing both access to the city
and connectivity around the suburban areas in these
growth areas is critical. That is why the investment that
the government is making, particularly in these growth
areas, is so important.
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This investment for the Monash–West Gate corridor
upgrade comes on top of the $1 billion that has already
been committed to this project — the biggest
state-funded road project in Victoria’s history.
Complementing this project is the $240 million West
Gate Bridge strengthening project, which will maintain
the structural integrity of the bridge into the future and
increase its carrying capacity during peak times. This is
a jointly funded state and federal government project.
I want the house to be clear about this: the West Gate
Bridge is capable of servicing the existing demand of
road traffic without any question. Going into the future,
however, given the increasing demand on that
bridge — 160 000 vehicles are currently moving over it
daily — it is quite apparent there is a continuing need to
service this area with improved infrastructure. The
West Gate Bridge and its structural enforcement is a
critically important part of an overall strategy aimed at
ensuring that the western suburbs and the growth areas
in the west and the north are adequately supported.
I therefore applaud the support, put in place throughout
this budget, for the maintenance of and value-adding to
our existing infrastructure. In respect of the West Gate
Bridge strengthening, the preliminary design
investigations are under way. In this budget allocation
alone $24.9 million will go towards that work to ensure
that we get the best possible outcome from it — that is,
making sure that the structure and design issues are
adequately accommodated.
The budget continues VicRoads’ commitment to
upgrading key routes in Victoria’s outer suburbs to
improve access and traffic flows across outer
metropolitan areas. We are seeing a substantial increase
in commuter activity in certain parts of the arterial road
network. Part of the government’s strategy for the
maintenance of the adequacy and effectiveness of our
road transport processes is to ensure that we not only
facilitate the reliability and flow of public on-road
transport but also ensure that access in terms of
congestion is adequately catered for so that people can
not only make connections into their communities but
can also be connected to their places of economic
activity.
The budget demonstrates a clear commitment to the
connectivity within our community around upgrading
key routes on the arterial network. The improvement of
our arterial road network is a critical, underpinning part
of this budget, as also is our recognition that there is an
important acknowledgement to make — that is, on-road
public transport is a key component of this process.
Eighty-eight per cent of all journeys taken by public
transport actually happen on roads, so when people talk
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about public transport and obsess about rail without
recognising that you need to have a multifaceted
approach to the management of public transport, they
can never negate the obligations that attach in respect of
on-road public transport.
Increasing reliability and flow, and moving towards a
greater recognition that as a community we need to
provide viable and vital options for people to look at
alternative mode share, are key components of the
government’s public commitment to on-road public
transport.
The budget also continues VicRoads’ commitment to
upgrading key routes in Melbourne’s outer suburbs to
improve access and traffic flows across outer
metropolitan areas. It allocates $85.3 million on two
key projects aimed at boosting the quality of transport
centres, opening up opportunities to invest in new
businesses and helping revitalise key suburbs.
Projects that are funded under this budget, for example,
include a $36.8 million upgrade to the intersection of
Pound Road, South Gippsland Highway and the South
Gippsland Freeway in Dandenong; and a $48.5 million
duplication of Kororoit Creek Road from Grieve Parade
to Millers Road at Hobsons Bay, including a grade
separation of the railway crossing and an on-road
bicycle lane.
The government is also continuing its commitment to
improving the quality and the safety of the state’s rural
arterial roads. This year’s budget provides an additional
$224 million to continue work on a number of key
routes including the Princes Highway, the Western
Highway and the Yarra Glen truck bypass. This
includes $110 million towards the duplication of the
Princes Highway west from Waurn Ponds to
Winchelsea to cater for increased car and truck travel
and to improve travel times and reliability. I am sure the
member for Polwarth will share my excitement around
how important this project is for the people of the
South-West Coast.
A further $40 million will be invested in the Western
Highway from Melton to Bacchus Marsh to cater for
population growth, to improve safety and to cut travel
times. Last month we announced $9 million for the
Yarra Glen truck bypass. This is a $15 million project,
and I am pleased to see a $5.5 million contribution from
the federal government together with a $500 000
contribution from the Yarra Ranges Shire Council.
Building safer roads remains a key priority of VicRoads
and the government as part of its commitment to
reducing the road toll and the number and severity of
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crash-related injuries. Since 1999 there have been
1927 road safety projects implemented by this
government. As part of this government’s continuing
commitment to improve spending on road safety, we
have seen $630 million poured into road safety and
black spot initiatives. What this means is that as a
government we now have a road fatality rate of 6.4 per
100 000 road users. To give an idea of how appreciable
that change is, the last time a road toll was at that level
was in 1925 when the greatest risk to on-road activity
was probably horse-drawn carts. We have come a long
way, and that is a demonstration of exactly how far we
have come.
In the last 10 years the volume of traffic on our roads
has also grown quite appreciably. Acting Speaker, I am
sure you would be aware that we have seen an increase
in the number of vehicles on our roads. Over the last
10 years we have seen the number of registered
vehicles on our roads increase from 3.6 million to
4.6 million. That is quite an impressive increase, but it
also demonstrates that the growth in terms of the
activity and the weight of interactions on our roads
require consistent and continuing activity by the
government.
The government has also put in place $650 million,
which we have committed through the Safer Roads
infrastructure program over the next 10 years as part of
our road safety strategy Arrive Alive. In 2008–09
around $75 million will be spent on Safer Roads
infrastructure projects right across the state. The
majority of those projects will be spent in regional
Victoria. We have been working closely with councils
to identify the highest priority areas that they set for
safety upgrades. We will continue to work with them to
deliver these crucial projects.
The Premier also recently announced as part of this
budgetary package a series of initiatives, the
$112 million Keeping Melbourne Moving plan, aimed
at relieving congestion for inner Melbourne. The
budget in 2008–09 incorporates funding towards a
package for a range of on-road measures aimed at
keeping traffic flowing. An additional $37.8 million
will go towards tram and bus priority measures aimed
at improving both travel time and the reliability of the
service. This year’s budget includes $28.2 million for
cycling and walking paths and improved facilities.
We have put in something like 845 kilometres of
bicycle paths since coming to government. That is
enough to ride from here to Adelaide — or, if you want
to, from Adelaide to Melbourne, as some may wish to
do!
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Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr PALLAS — Exactly. But of course the main
commitments go far beyond just improving facilities for
walking and for cycling. There is $46.6 million to get a
number of other congestion measures through the
package under way. A rapid response patrol to rapidly
intervene in the event of the breakdown of vehicles on
our blocked arterial road network will have a profound
effect. When breakdowns occur, they have a
cumulative effect upon the even flow of traffic.
Improving that effort will have a substantial benefit.
Standardising clearway times on key public transport
routes and improved communications with road users
will also have a profound effect upon the efficient
movement of our on-road public transport system.
The budget also includes a $7.5 million investment
towards the development of more efficient and secure
services for Victorians and to invest and extend a new
system into the entire range of licensing across the
Victorian government. That tender process is expected
to be completed by 2009 with a new system operational
by about 2012.
I want to refer briefly to the benefits this year’s budget
has for my electorate of Tarneit. Werribee Mercy
Hospital will receive an investment of $14 million for a
maternal health expansion, providing an extra capacity
of up to 800 births a year at the hospital with 8 extra
obstetric beds and 4 extra-care special nursery cots. A
new 24-hour mobile intensive care ambulance unit will
be provided in Werribee as part of a $185.7 million
boost to ambulance services. There will be three
additional morning peak hour services on the Werribee
rail line and around 270 new car park spaces at Hoppers
Crossing station.
Additional public housing will be provided in Werribee
as part of a $37.9 million initiative to increase access to
affordable housing options. Local educational services
will be improved with funding for new schools in
Wyndham Vale. Some $7 million will be provided for
building works at Wyndham Vale’s Manor Lakes
school and $9.5 million for the new select-entry school.
Part of the $10 million upgrade of local Victorian
Football League (VFL) grounds will benefit the
Werribee Tigers, who I had the great fortune to go and
watch on the weekend, but I had the great misfortune to
actually see them lose to Coburg. However, they will be
at least to some extent comforted by the knowledge that
they will receive $500 000 towards the redevelopment
of their ground.
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This budget is aimed at balance and growing the state
for the future — a future that is filled with promise and
opportunity, particularly for the growing suburbs of the
outer west of Melbourne. I commend the appropriation
bill and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise with my reply to
the Victorian budget for 2008–09. ‘Budget’ is an
interesting word; but it is a totally inappropriate name
for what has been produced by this government,
though. This has been a pitiful attempt at a budget for
this state. The fact is that this government has had
access to more than double the amount of revenue that
any other government in the history of this state has
had: it has had a full public service, it has had a full
Treasury, it has had all of the resources in its hands as
well as literally thousands of consultants and spin
doctors to produce something that was of benefit to the
state — and it has failed. It has been a pitiful attempt.
But to know where we are, we really should look at
where we have come from. Looking across at the
benches opposite, I see that this government has a
similar look to the one that was around under the Cain
and Kirner years. It is an interesting comparison
between the current government and where the Cain
and Kirner government was in 1988. We are certainly
going through the same sort of economic decline and
increase in debt that that government created. We all
know that that government famously left a $32 billion
debt to the incoming Kennett government.
Over the history of Victoria, the state revenue — that is,
the total amount of money that comes in to run this
state — up until 1999 had grown to $19 billion. Out of
that $19 billion, as we know, was the famous
$1.8 billion surplus that the Kennett government had.
The state therefore was being run at that stage on
$17.2 billion. On top of that, that government had been
given the task of paying off the $32 billion debt that the
Labor government had brought to Victoria. It managed
to do that and left the state basically free of debt when it
left government in 1999.
Just eight years later it is a very different story. Labor
has doubled the tax take to $37 billion, from the
$19 billion in 1999, and an $800 million surplus or
thereabouts; that figure seems to ebb and flow with the
tide. On top of this, unbelievably — and this is
something that we should concentrate on — is the fact
that by 2012 Victoria is going to have another debt in
the style of the Cain and Kirner governments. But this
time it will be $23 billion and growing. I cannot see any
strategy from this government to pay down or reduce
that debt in any way. That should be setting off the
alarm bells in every household throughout the state,
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particularly the ones where constituents can remember
what it was like at the change of government in 1992.
If we take this back to simple concepts, we get a better
view of what is going on here. Let us imagine that
instead of being a state budget, this is a household
budget. Let us imagine that the household was on an
average income and then was told, ‘You have saved
$5000 out of your $50 000 income. That is a reasonable
sort of saving, and you have got virtually no debt’.
Then double that income to $100 000, double the
income to run the household on, and at the end of the
period you find that instead of having $5000 savings,
your savings have dropped to virtually nothing and you
have also run up an enormous amount of debt.
I think the average person would look at that and say,
‘To come out with a $2000 savings after doubling my
income is not really a savings at all. Can I actually call
that money a surplus? Could I say that I have run a
good budget? Can I say that I am acting in a fiscally
responsible way? I do not think so’. The point here is
that if you are going to double the income, then to come
out at the other end having produced nothing except
debt is unacceptable for this state.
We should also concentrate on the fact that with that
money being spent over these years the government has
been in power, we should look around and see what
that money has actually given us. Has it given us any of
the things the state needs to make it great again? I have
to say that the answer is absolutely not. This
government has managed to strip double the revenue
out of Victorians, but it has not managed to spend that
money effectively by investing in infrastructure or
services for Victoria.
One look around will show you some pieces of
infrastructure that are significant. One that is about to
open is EastLink, but we all know that that is not
something the government has funded. That is
something Victorians are going to fund on top of the
already doubled revenue. That is going to be a toll.
Then there is the long-anticipated new Royal Children’s
Hospital. We know again that is going to be a private
partnership. This is not something that the government
is funding out of its enormous amounts of revenue. The
question has to be: where is this money going and what
is it producing?
Certainly part of the explanation is in the fact, which I
think most people recognise, that the Labor government
is just not able to plan. Even the budget surpluses it has
produced have never been accurate, never been what
they were anticipated to be. Certainly the outcome of
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those budgets has never been what it has expected. Of
course we always hear, ‘This time we cannot plan our
public transport because we have a record level of
passengers. We cannot plan our public hospitals
because we have record levels of patients’.
It is the job of a government to plan those things. It has
the tools of government to make sure that it has the
research done and that it anticipates what this state is
going to need. It is no use always trying to play
catch-up. That is exactly where this state is at the
moment.
The other thing that is really sad from the perspective of
what has gone on in recent years is that Victorians are
starting to not blink an eye at the enormous blow-outs
and failures of this government. If we look back at the
very fast train that was not, it went from $80 million to
over $1 billion and it struggles to save commuters
3 minutes. Now we have the myki card, which started
off at $300 million and some estimates now have at
$1.5 billion. That is a catastrophe in anybody’s terms
and yet it just seems to be accepted. This government
does not seem to be apologetic about it at all. However,
the point here is that this government has never actually
owned up to the problems of the Labor Party of 1992. I
have not heard one person from the other side of the
chamber ever say that they believe they got it wrong,
and when you do not recognise the faults of the past,
you are doomed to repeat them. That is exactly what is
happening here.
If we look at elements such as energy, there is no
effective plan in this state. We are heading into an
energy crisis. There is no doubt about it, and the
government is being told this daily. South Australia is
already in a crisis and New South Wales is struggling
and sliding towards it, but they are still in a better
position than Victoria. We are marginally in front of
South Australia, but so we should be; we have much
more going for us in this state. It has already been
acknowledged that prices are going to double and more,
and yet there is no plan to take us into the future.
A belated and fatally flawed plan for water has left our
community lurching from crisis to crisis. We already
know that prices will more than double. Our storages
are under 30 per cent and we are still hearing, ‘We’ve
got plans, we’ve got plans’. I say to the government,
‘Show us the water’, because it has had eight years to
do so.
Victoria has fallen from the leader of the pack in
education — it was acknowledged as such — to being
one of the worst performers; and education is supposed
to be the no. 1 priority of this government. I think the
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whole community understands what has gone on with
law and order. While violent crime escalates
dramatically, the government fiddles at the edges and
denies that there is a problem.
There is also no doubt that many of the things that the
government brings to the table for discussion and
debate and ultimately legislation are important. We
have had the Relationships Bill, and abortion will be
coming on shortly. But this state needs and deserves a
more concerted approach by this government to the
basics of government, to getting things right, before it
starts to branch out into other areas. This government
has done anything but get it right. In fact it has got it
wrong. It needs to do much more before it starts to
branch out into areas such as that. I will just mention a
few things that were absent from Treasurer John
Lender’s first budget. Certainly it was devoid of
strategies to invest effectively in productivity and
infrastructure. It was absent of workable solutions to
improve essential services such as health, education,
public transport, roads and law and order.
In transport there is not even any evidence that this
government realises the true depth of the crisis in
Victoria. Again, I refer to the myki card. That money
could have been well spent in areas of the transport
system that are begging for money, but instead it is
being spent on a ticketing system. It would be great if it
was up and working — most people doubt that that will
ever happen — but it is not something that is absolutely
crucial to the system running well. That money could
have been better spent on making the roads and
intersections and other similar things in the Hastings
electorate safer. Those things are being ignored at this
stage. In the future myki will be remembered as a
poorly designed and inadequately followed through
concept for Victoria. It will certainly inconvenience
Victorians into the future. There were readily available
options that could have been bought off the shelf, but
instead we have gone down the harebrained scheme
route that will have a huge price tag and an even bigger
list of glitches and failures.
I turn now to a few of the areas in my electorate that
have been ignored by this budget. Some of them may
be small but they are very important. For instance, there
are the traffic lights to allow the Bittern and Tooradin
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigades to safely enter
their respective highways. Captains Peter Burr and
David Bulman from the Bittern and Tooradin brigades
respectively are aware the government has agreed in
writing that these things are needed but that it expects
these two volunteer brigades to find the money
themselves. This problem is holding up these
emergency vehicles from entering the roadway and
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delaying them reaching emergency situations. These
CFA brigades have been pushing for the lights, but the
government just ignores their pleas.
The government apparently needed to sell off 100 acres
of the Devilbend Reservoir so it could afford to pay for
the management of the rest of the reservoir. To my
knowledge there is no precedent for that. I have not
known of Victoria having to sell off parts of assets to
pay for the rest of the asset before, but this government
has managed to pull that one out of its back pocket.
Obviously that land can never be recovered.
Western Port Secondary College is not getting its
desperately needed funds despite the government’s
sneaky attempt to mislead the community and this
house by reannouncing funds from the previous budget
just two days before this budget. That may have worked
with some people but it certainly has not worked with
the majority and it certainly did not work with Western
Port Secondary College. Schools and sporting clubs
throughout my electorate either find it very difficult to
play on very rough surfaces and dry, parched grounds
or cannot play when they need to. This is at a time
when we are trying to help kids fight the obesity
epidemic. This matter should be looked at straightaway.
The government should be measured on its
performance in crisis. The Kennett government was
measured by how it performed with the crisis of
massive debt in 1992, and it did very well. This
government has faced a water crisis and has failed
dismally. Natural gas extensions are desperately needed
for the townships of Cannons Creek, Warneet, Blind
Bight, areas of Cranbourne South, Langwarrin,
Pearcedale, Devon Meadows and Clyde. What
response have they received? Nothing. These are ways
we can have a practical impact on the energy crisis that
is looming. We can take the weight off the energy
production cycle and put it somewhere where we know
we have the resources and access to them, but the
government is saying it is too hard. That is not a good
enough answer.
The Somerville campus of Mount Erin Secondary
College is another issue. The Labor government fought
this school; it did not want it to be built, but eventually
the community’s fight proved that it should be done
and a school was built. However, the government has
continued to back away from it at every step. It has now
split the school into Frankston and Somerville
campuses. It is also saying that instead of it being
years 7 to 10, it is going back to it being years 7 to 9.
That is an absolute failure of this government in my
community. It is not something we will accept. We will
be pushing very hard on this matter.
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Apparently there is not enough money for the Hastings
jetty. The government cannot afford to fix the jetty in
the manner it should be fixed. It is going to ignore the
iconic nature and historic value of this mighty structure
and just demolish the beautiful woodwork that needs to
be repaired. The government is going to demolish the
wooden part of the jetty and replace it with a flat
floating pontoon. Again, that is not acceptable.

were never recorded. Family violence is a serious
crime, and I do note that the minister has allocated
$24.7 million to try to stop the cycle of abuse by
stopping family violence by dealing with the underlying
issues. This funding will bolster the existing service we
already have in the police station at Narre Warren,
where, as I said, a dedicated senior sergeant deals with
the terribly serious issue of domestic violence.

Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to speak on the appropriation bill. I want to
go through a couple of highlights I picked up in the
budget which relate to my local area, especially the
Casey Hospital. I note that the Minister for Children
and Early Childhood Development announced that
there would be $54.9 million for expanded maternal
and child health services, which will help mothers,
babies, pregnant mothers and families across the state. I
very much welcome this, being from an area which has
many young children. As the minister stated in a press
release:

In the bottom end of my electorate, and around
Endeavour Hills, there are many new migrants from the
Horn of Africa area. The budget includes a
$19.7 million package to support refugees settling in
Victoria. We know what happened recently when the
federal minister for immigration decided to make
comments about certain sections of the community but
which were not backed up by his own department in the
brief. The types of comments that were made did not
help those communities settle in and gain employment
in the community. The comments were unwelcome,
unnecessary and, to be honest, quite ridiculous when
compared to what was included in the department’s
report. There is funding of $17.7 million for a refugee
support strategy targeting health, justice and education
in the refugee communities, and I think that will be
very much welcomed in the city of Casey.

A further $12.2 million will provide enhanced maternal and
child health services for babies and vulnerable families,
particularly first-time mothers who need extra services and
support in these early stages …

What was announced for the city of Casey in relation to
the Casey Hospital was a $4.2 million expansion of the
special care nursery. This will increase the number of
cots there from 6 to 20.
At the moment there is an issue in the city of Casey
surrounding the maternal and child health service. For
some reason the City of Casey will not allow maternal
and child health nurses to directly liaise with the
hospital to identify at-risk mothers. I am hoping that by
the time these new services are put into the city of
Casey that the Department of Human Services will be
able to convince the City of Casey to engage the nurses
directly with the hospital, like every other maternal and
child health service in Melbourne. I thank the minister
for that; I think it was incredibly welcome.
Another area of funding which is very much applicable
to my electorate is a $24.7 million package to assist
with countering family violence. At the police station in
Narre Warren we have a dedicated officer — a senior
sergeant — who is allocated to deal solely and wholly
with the issue of family violence. If I remember
correctly, the member for Scoresby thought that family
violence was not a serious issue and that the police
should not have to deal with it. However, you only have
to look at the statistics to see that the main reason for
the increase in the figures for crimes against the person
is that incidents involving family violence are now
included in the statistics. Some 90 per cent of incidents

As was discussed this morning during the debate on the
matter of public importance, there is funding of
$600 million over six years for the food bowl
modernisation project as part of $2 billion of overall
investment in northern Victoria. We can argue over the
level of savings, but there will be savings,
improvements in the delivery of water and less wastage.
That is a very positive contribution, and one which is
well and truly welcome.
On the issue of public transport, my local area is
fortunate enough to have an extension of the
NightRider service, for which I have been lobbying for
about three years. It is being extended from Dandenong
to reach out to Cranbourne and Fountain Gate shopping
centre and the like. It is a service that the young people
in my area desperately need. The cost of a taxi ride
from Melbourne to Dandenong is between $60 and
$70, which young people cannot readily afford. If they
want to see bands at night or do other things, the
NightRider bus service will improve their ability to go
out and get home in a reasonable way without
enormous cost.
Also in the public transport part of the budget is
$153 million allocated for a third track, additional
platform and train stabling at Westall railway station.
This will allow three more peak morning services on
the Dandenong line and provide capacity for express
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trains from Pakenham and Cranbourne to the city to
bypass middle and inner suburban stations. This is
absolutely needed in the area. It is a very busy line. At
the end of the day these are the types of improvements
that we need desperately and are looking for, and I
thank the minister for that contribution. I look forward
to those works being completed quickly so that we can
relieve some of the pressure on that line.
There is also further funding for roads. There is funding
of $36.8 million to upgrade the intersection of Pound
Road, South Gippsland Highway and South Gippsland
Freeway in Dandenong to improve safety and cater for
population and freight growth. My calculation is that
about $300 million to $350 million has been allocated
to the city of Casey since 1999 for road improvements.
One can compare that to the last term of the coalition.
In the last three years it was in office the total allocation
of funding for roads in the city of Casey was $3 million,
so that is better. It is 30 times higher. The state
government is doing a marvellous job of dealing with
those outer suburban pressures and getting funding into
the roads that need upgrades. That is a stark comparison
between this government and the previous government.
I encourage the City of Casey to recognise this instead
of continually whingeing about being underfunded
compared to any other councils in Victoria. It is not; it
has probably 10 times the level of funding of any other
council in Victoria when it comes to road funding.
I also note that there is $1.43 billion of relief for
homebuyers and businesses. There are land tax cuts,
which were positively received, but there are also cuts
in costs for first home buyers. If you look at the average
cost of a property in my area — say, $300 000 — the
previous stamp duty payable was $13 660, and the new
duty payable is $11 370, so there is a 70 per cent
saving.
On the issue of land tax rates, the top rate of land tax
will be decreased by 10 per cent, from 2.5 per cent to
2.25 per cent. As a result of these changes Victorian
business landholdings valued between $400 000 and
$5.7 million will pay less land tax than they would in
New South Wales and Queensland, which is certainly a
positive outcome and makes us more competitive in
attracting business to this state. Comparing land tax
applicable to a $500 000 property around Australia, in
Victoria it would currently cost $800, while in New
South Wales it would be $2468. Under the new scheme
it will only cost Victorians $775, so it is a major
improvement, and there was also a reduction in the
WorkCover rate.
I note a recent article by Josh Gordon which appeared
in the Age, and which states that that newspaper had
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done a study on both gambling and property taxes. The
article claims that Victorians pay more gambling tax
than people in other states, but when it comes to taxing
properties the figures show otherwise. The article
states:
While the state’s gamblers are heavily punished, when it
comes to taxing property, Victorians escaped relatively
lightly. The figures showed each of Victoria’s 5.17 million
people paid an average $225 in property taxes in the 2006–07
financial year, well below the property tax burdens of $308 in
NSW, $290 in SA and $258 on average nationally.

That is a very positive piece of research which
highlights that the state government is reducing taxes
better than any other state in Australia and is more
competitive than any other state in Australia when it
comes to setting up a business.
In the area of education, there is funding of $19 million
put aside to begin the first stages of Victoria’s two new
select-entry schools — in Berwick and Wyndham Vale.
Obviously we will share in half of that funding, and that
funding is very well regarded. It will encourage in the
local area a level of excellence that previous had not
been there. I also note that there have been changes to
the remuneration which would be applied to
high-achieving principals, so that we can now introduce
executive contracts. I think that is a very positive
contribution and will see excellence in teacher
outcomes.
I will briefly go through some of the comments on the
budget made by members of the opposition. One of the
first comments was made by the member for Scoresby
in his response to the budget. He talks about how:
The Howard government’s extraordinary record of economic
competence has produced a tax and revenue windfall for the
state and territory governments, and the coffers of the
Victorian Treasury have been literally awash with money.

An honourable member — Awash.
Mr DONNELLAN — ‘Awash’ is what he says. I
found an article in the Weekend Australian Financial
Review of 5 and 6 May 2007 which talks about the
level of state funding. It says:
As Macquarie Bank economist Rory Robertson points out,
the strongly rising tax base —

this is federally —
in recent years still means ‘Costello almost certainly now
holds the record as Australia’s biggest-taxing Treasurer …
Canberra’s revenue/GDP —

gross domestic product —
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ratio appears to be at or around multi-decade highs on any
credible measure.’

The article goes on to say:
According to Macquarie’s Robertson, if we strip out the GST
revenue the commonwealth is providing the states to
compensate for their loss of other funding as part of tax
reform earlier this decade, ‘Canberra’s effective funding of
the states is only 5.1 per cent of GDP, a three-decade low’.

In other words, we have been dudded by Peter Perfect.
It does not matter what the Costello-ites in this chamber
think about the gentleman; here is someone
independent who actually says he has starved the states
of funds. It does not matter what the member for
Scoresby says; the facts do not back it up. We have got
an independent economist from Macquarie Bank who
says that the states have been robbed by Peter Costello.
Let us hope this improves, but you just never know. I
certainly hope it improves under the next Treasurer.
The response to the budget also talks about money
being wasted. Let us have a look. There is an article
here which goes on to talk about — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DONNELLAN — Sometimes you have got to
find the right spot. This is an article by Paul Cleary
published in the Weekend Australian Financial Review
of 3 and 4 May 2008.
The fiscal profligacy of John Howard, Peter Costello,
Alexander Downer, Brendan Nelson, Tony Abbott and other
senior ministers in recent years has now been documented in
a recent paper by Treasury economists Kirsty Laurie and
Jason McDonald, from the department’s budget policy
division. Of the rise in tax revenues since 2004–05 of
$334 billion, new spending decisions and income tax cuts
reduced the surplus by $314 billion.
‘Effectively, the additional revenue from the commodity
boom has been spent, or provided as tax cuts’ …

There you have it: 94 per cent of revenue from the
resources boom was spent and wasted, and we are still
trying to work out what actually happened to that
money. It is a great fraud that these guys know what
they are doing with money. They have no reason for
existence, they do not know what they are doing and at
the end of the day they spend money like drunken
sailors. That is what this article suggests. This comes
independently from the Treasury and says that
opposition members are a pack of mongrels when it
comes to money. They do not know what they are
doing. They have spent like a pack of drunken sailors.
They should not defend the indefensible. They should
apologise on behalf of all Victorians for how much
money was — —
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I rise to
speak on the Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill and I note
that the Minister for Mental Health, who is at the table,
was at the Friday lunch that the Premier made his way
down the road to at Kirrewur Court Reception Centre in
Geelong. The reason I mention this is that the Premier,
as the previous Treasurer, did that on an annual basis.
He has done the Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong tour on
the Friday after every budget, so it was much to our
surprise — and they are not the only regional centres he
visits — that on that particular day — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I would certainly be able
to provide the member for Swan Hill with his rather
extensive agenda and visits to regional Victoria. One of
the defining things at those budget breakfasts is the fact
that the Premier is particularly well received,
irrespective of people’s politics. It was not a Labor
Party branch meeting; there are members of councils,
business organisations and individuals at those
breakfasts. They are certainly a wide and very
representative group of people who attend, and the one
thing they all have in common is that they endorse the
current Premier and previous Treasurer’s enthusiasm
for regional Victoria. They know that the current
Premier listens when you articulate a vision about
certain projects or about a region. The Greater Geelong
City Council, G21 and the Committee for Geelong have
done that on many occasions, and they have been well
received and well listened to.
I do not have time here today to go through the myriad
projects that have been funded. The amount of money
that Geelong can get out of the current Premier’s pocket
has been talked about with some angst, and we will
continue to articulate our view. After that budget lunch
the Premier went to Waurn Ponds in my electorate and
announced $62.5 million for section 4B of the Geelong
ring-road, which matches the federal government’s
commitment to that project.
I want to refer the house to a little bit of history. I well
remember the former federal member for
Corangamite’s paucity of effort in respect of the
Corangamite electorate. I know the member for
Polwarth was particularly embarrassed at having to
follow the former member for Corangamite and some
of his rather bizarre views about where the Geelong
ring-road would go. It was the Bracks and Brumby
governments that committed to the Geelong ring-road.
The former member for Corangamite would put it
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closer to Winchelsea, not Geelong; that was how
bizarre his views were. It would be a lot closer to his
house in Camperdown. His view was not supported in
any way, shape or form. Sections 1 and 2 were less
controversial; they were on the current alignment that
had been in the Melway for some 30-odd years.
Section 3 went through a two-year planning phase, and
option 1 was eventually chosen. There had been a
number of groups that had aligned themselves prior to
the state election to try and move our final
recommendation in terms of option 1, which is the
current alignment on the Melway that you can have a
look at. It has been there for 30 years.
That was the alignment that was chosen after two years
of extensive investigations and months of submissions
from a broad range of community groups — it was a
very open and transparent process. It was bizarre that
the then federal member for Corangamite, Stewart
McArthur, and the Liberal Party decided that that
decision-making process was not fair or transparent;
they banded together with a number of property
developers and one particular business group. I will not
name the group, but I was particularly disappointed
with its rather political antics at the 2006 election.
An honourable member — Name them!
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — They know who they are.
An honourable member — They don’t exist.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — They do exist.
There was a view that we should change it, either to
option 2 or to option 4, which would be the Stewart
McArthur bypass — this was the preference of the
former federal member for Corangamite — that went
past Ceres and into Winchelsea.
As a result of the campaign the Liberal Party
subsequently suggested that it was a con — that the
government would not fund sections 3A or 3B or any
duplication of the Princes Highway to the east at all.
After the 2006 election the Liberal Party continued to
loudly articulate that view. We committed to
section 4A — the flyover from Rossack Drive up
Anglesea Road — and that was very well received. I
thank the Premier for his commitment to funding that
section of the Geelong ring-road.
Then there was the federal election. The current federal
member, Darren Cheeseman, committed matching
federal funding for the Anglesea overpass — and I
commend his efforts — which brought traffic away
from the potentially conflicted intersection at Rossack
Drive, over the Princes Highway and up Anglesea
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Road. Not only did Darren get a commitment for the
matching funding for section 4A but also a
$110 million commitment for the Princes Highway
duplication from Waurn Ponds near Pettavel Winery
through to Winchelsea. This was very well received,
particularly by people in areas such as Winchelsea and
Colac, who had felt deserted by the Liberal Party both
at a state and a federal level.
Liberal Party members had opposed the ring-road from
the start. They obfuscated; they tried to disrupt the
whole process; they wanted it re-investigated or
delayed — they were rank political opportunists. I think
the results both in South Barwon and in Corangamite
are an instructive lesson to the Liberal Party about
playing politics with roads in western Victoria.
Subsequently, as I mentioned, the current Premier
matched the federal funding for stage 4B, which
completed the ring-road. It took of the equation the very
few people who, bizarrely, still thought they could
change the route of the bypass and who were making a
distracting noise. In the budget just released we
committed to matching the federal government’s
$110 million for the duplication of the Princes Highway
from Waurn Ponds to Winchelsea. This was extremely
well received. The local Geelong paper had been
running a campaign on that duplication. It was
something on which the previous federal member stood
firmly opposed. That has been his modus operandi, and
it is a clear warning to the member for Polwarth. If he
disregards his constituency again, he will be reminded
of this by them in the 2010 election.
The state budget was also well received in respect of
the financial viability of people in that region — and I
focus on first home buyers. The additional grant for
newly constructed homes gives eligible first home
buyers up to $15 000. Whilst not everyone is a first
home buyer, this will particularly advantage some
areas. I spoke to a number of Surf Coast Shire
councillors, and they believe that people who perhaps
cannot afford to purchase property in the inner city of
Geelong, or indeed in Geelong at all, can look at
purchasing their first home in the area that abuts
Geelong — there is a large regional area within
commuting distance — or other large regional centres
like Geelong. I have recently had conversations about
that initiative with councillors from the Colac Otway
and Golden Plains shires. They believe it will add to
their ability to attract skilled workers into their areas,
particularly with cheaper land prices.
Another major announcement was the confirmation of
$20 million for the Melbourne–Geelong pipeline,
something that has been long in gestation. There has
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been a considerable period of investigation regarding
this, looking at other potential solutions, including
dams. I note that earlier today the house had a rather
illuminating discussion about the Melbourne–Geelong
pipeline and dams. The member for Swan Hill has
indicated that he will take up my invitation to visit
Geelong and announce the opposition’s intention to
build a dam in the Otways! I look forward to him
embracing the new Liberal councillor for the City of
Greater Geelong, who is of the same view.
It would go down particularly well if he also reasserted
his view that we should not be going ahead with the
Melbourne–Geelong pipeline, because it is taking water
from the Goulburn irrigators. I would love it if the
member for Swan Hill took up that invitation and
repeated what he has said in the house — that is, that he
wants to put a dam in the Otways and get rid of the
Geelong–Melbourne interconnector. I throw out that
challenge to the member for Swan Hill. He said he
would take up that commitment, and he is nodding his
head vigorously. I invite him to come down to Geelong.
May the record show that he is nodding his head, and I
hope Hansard can see him nodding his head, because I
want to indicate that he is saying yes about getting rid
of the Geelong interconnector and putting a dam in the
Otways, something I am sure councils from
Warrnambool to Geelong will be particularly interested
in. It is with some degree of glee that I acknowledge an
affirmation from the member for Swan Hill about
attending in Geelong, and I will organise a particular
time for him to visit.
Other programs which have been well received include
the community safety emergency support program,
funded through the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I have just been to the State Emergency
Service in Torquay to hand over a truck to the Torquay
SES. Three weeks ago I was at Connewarre, and I note
the brother of the member for South-West Coast is in
the Connewarre fire brigade, and I am a volunteer
member there. It is a catchment not far from both the
member for South-West Coast and my place. I was
handing over the Connewarre tanker. Prior to that I
handed over a tanker to the Barrabool fire brigade. The
benefits of this fund are particularly well received by
emergency services. It is a fund that I note has been
confirmed in the current budget, and I urge my
emergency services organisations to continue to access
it.
In closing I want to acknowledge the Great Ocean Road
Coastal Committee which has won a Premier’s
sustainability award for this year in the community
category. The award recognises GORCC’s leadership
role in working to protect and enhance the
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conservation, recreation and tourism values of a
37 kilometre stretch of coast between Torquay and
Lorne. Many members of this house will know Peter
Anderson, who is a very good chair of GORCC, who
said it is very heartening to have the achievements
recognised by the prestigious award. He said he would
particularly like to thank and acknowledge the
dedicated staff who have worked every day to ensure
the coast is loved, protected and enjoyed by all. I would
like to endorse those comments. It is doing an
absolutely fantastic job along the coast.
This budget endorses the funds for the redevelopment
of the angling and marine rescue club at Fishermans
Beach, and I know the club is looking forward to the
redevelopment with great anticipation. It matches
funding for the boat ramp at the fishing club. In
12 months time there will be new club rooms and a new
community facility, a marine rescue facility and also a
wonderful new boat ramp.
Mr Foley interjected.
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — I have my fishing licence,
as the member next to me asks, and I fish there. It is one
of the most popular and well traversed stretches of
water in regional Victoria.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms NEVILLE
(Minister for Mental Health).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(LICENSING) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 April; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming).
Government amendments circulated by
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) pursuant to
standing orders.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — It is a pleasure to speak
on the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing)
Bill 2008. I note that my colleague, the member for
South-West Coast as shadow Minister for Racing, will
deal with a number of aspects of this bill as they affect
the racing industry, and I look forward to his
contribution, a contribution sadly curtailed; it should
have been extended if this government were actually
interested in debate.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

The purpose of the bill is fourfold and is set out in
clause 1. It seeks to amend the Gambling Regulation
Act to: create a wagering and betting licence
authorising the conduct of wagering on horse, harness
and greyhound racing, and the conduct of approved
betting competitions; to create a keno licence
authorising the conduct of keno games; to permit the
extension of a gaming operator’s licence; and to
provide for the appointment of additional deputy
chairpersons and commissioners to the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation (VCGR).
Part 1 deals with the purpose and commencement
provisions. The bill will come into operation following
royal assent except for part 3 of the bill which deals
with amendments to the responsible gambling codes of
conduct provisions in the act. This part will take effect
only when earlier legislation, passed by this Parliament
that empowers the VCGR to approve such codes,
commences.
Clause 5 in part 2 permits the minister to grant, on
application, a holder of a gaming operator’s licence an
extension of that licence of up to five months. At the
departmental briefing I was informed that this decision
is designed to permit the synchronisation of the expiry
of gaming operators’ licences. In the absence of this
provision the licence held by Tattersall’s would expire
in, I think, April 2012, while the licence held by
Tabcorp would expire in August 2012. It would seem
sensible to have the gaming licences expire at the same
time, especially given the government’s proposed
licensing model.
I was assured at the briefing that the financial
arrangements between the government and Tattersall’s
are such that any five-month extension granted to
Tattersall’s would involve a commensurate increase in
licensing payments to taxpayers, so there would be no
windfall gain to Tattersall’s by reason of any extension.
On the basis of these assurances, I raise no objection to
this provision.
That part also contains a number of definitions to be
inserted into the principal act, including the term
‘secretary’ meaning the Secretary of the Department of
Justice. The inclusion of this term is interesting because
in the licensing procedure the government has adopted
in this bill it has decided to sideline to some extent the
VCGR, a statutory authority, in favour of the Secretary
of the Department of Justice.
In the bill before the house it is the minister’s
departmental secretary who, under proposed
section 4.3A.4, will report to the minister on registrants
for a wagering licence; and under proposed
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section 4.3A.6, each licence application. The latter
report is to be used in determining whether an applicant
is successful. Criteria include issues going to character
and honesty, as well as technical capabilities and
whether adequate systems are in place, are covered in
proposed section 4.3A.7.
This all raises the question: what has happened to the
VCGR? Why have roles previously performed by the
VCGR and other licensing procedures, such as the
lotteries licences, been usurped by the departmental
secretary in these amendments? Has the minister lost
confidence in the VCGR?
One could well look to the lottery licensing fiasco and
wonder whether that is the case. During the lottery
licence process the VCGR’s investigations into lottery
licence applicants were rejected by the
interdepartmental steering committee, chaired not
coincidentally by the Secretary of the Department of
Justice, and these investigations were rejected as
inadequate. The VCGR engaged two leading Queen’s
Counsel, a junior barrister and an instructing
solicitor — all at taxpayers expense — and this just for
the VCGR to try to defend the integrity of its own
investigations. This all came out through the gaming
inquiry conducted in the other place. The
solicitor-general was then brought in to try to mediate
between the warring parties at the VCGR and the
interdepartmental steering committee.
The report of the independent review panel, the Merkel
report, stated at paragraph 77 that there was a:
… serious risk that the commission’s report was invalid … as
well as the risk that Intralot … had not been accorded
procedural fairness …

agreeing with the solicitor-general’s concerns. The
consequence of this was that the probity investigations
performed by the VCGR had to be redone. New VCGR
commissioners and staff had to be appointed. None of
these additional costs were paid for by the lottery
licence applicants. The poor old taxpayer had to pay
them yet again. This was an embarrassment to all
concerned. From this bill it appears obvious that the
minister has lost confidence in the VCGR and that the
Secretary of the Department of Justice has won that
bureaucratic boxing match. I cannot help but think of
that famous photograph of Muhammad Ali standing
over the prone body of Sonny Liston and imagining the
VCGR flat out on the canvas with the Secretary of the
Department of Justice standing over the body, grinning
through her mouthguard in triumph!
I turn to the licence process. Clause 9 inserts a new
part 3A into the principal act. This part, inter alia,

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
2252

ASSEMBLY

authorises the minister to issue a wagering and betting
licence. However, proposed section 4.3A.2 makes it
clear that there can be no more than one wagering and
betting licence in operation at the same time. In doing
so the government is stating its intention to have an
exclusive wagering and betting licence. The member
for South-West Coast will have more to say on this
issue in his contribution, but it raises the question as to
how exclusive this proposed licence can be in reality.
How exclusive will the licence be, given the advent of
Betfair and its recent success in the High Court in
striking down legislation seeking to restrict its
activities? How exclusive will the licence be, given the
number of interstate bookmakers taking bets from
Victorian punters on Victorian events over the
telephone and the internet?
On that point I note the number of Victorian
bookmakers seeking to set up operations in other
jurisdictions, particularly the Northern Territory, is on
the rise. Even Tabcorp seems to have taken the view,
‘If you can’t beat them, join them’, with its recent
announcement that it, too, has lodged an application
with the Northern Territory government for a racing
and sports wagering licence.
Today the chief executive officer of Tabcorp wrote to
me and my colleague, the shadow Minister for Racing,
the member for South-West Coast, concerning the bill
and he stated:
The most significant matter currently facing Tabcorp’s
wagering business relates to a breakdown in exclusivity
resulting from increased competition from corporate
bookmakers and betting exchanges.

This is a very real issue that faces the bill, and the
government has shown that it seems to be completely
incapable of dealing with this problem.
The Minister for Racing has also had on his desk a
report dealing with reforms sought by bookmakers in
Victoria. We are losing our best and brightest
bookmakers out of this state; they are setting up
operations in other jurisdictions. We are losing out on
the tax revenue and we are losing out on the expertise,
while the Minister for Racing is sitting on his hands,
letting this report with the reforms that the bookmakers
are seeking gather dust on his desk. The government
has a real responsibility to try to fix this situation. The
most recent example of this is from Kathryn Read, part
of the Read bookmaking dynasty — a very prominent
bookmaker in this town, and a good professional young
woman, who I would have thought this government
would be trying to encourage to stay in Victoria. She
announced recently:
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Due to the lack of promised bookmaking reforms being
implemented by the Victorian regulators, it is no longer viable
for Victorian bookmakers to operate a competitive service
without the ability to trade 24/7 on a level playing field. As
such, Kathryn has unfortunately had to take the decision to
suspend trading on Readbet, her online sport and racing
business.

More bookies are leaving Victoria and setting up
operations in the Northern Territory, involving a loss of
tax revenue to the Victorian government, a loss of
revenue to the Victorian racing industry and a loss of
expertise from Victorian racing, while this government
is sitting on its hands.
Proposed section 4.3A.11 provides that the duration of
this licence will be 12 years, with the minister having
the capacity to grant on application an extension for up
to 2 years. While some transitional flexibility is not
unwelcome, 2 years on a 12-year licence warrants
further scrutiny. To date neither the minister nor his
departmental officers at the briefing have set out why a
maximum two-year period is proposed for an
extension. Not only could this devalue the licence if it is
in prospect really a 14-year licence, but the premium
payment provision in proposed section 4.3A.13 may
not permit the government to require a premium
payment on any extension.
Hence the government has come in with these
amendments. My questions at the briefing identified
this problem. We are going back down the same old
road that we reached with the lottery licensing
procedure, where Tattersall’s received a free 12-month
extension of its lottery licence in Victoria. This
government’s incompetence and inability to get the
lottery licensing procedure done on time meant
Tattersall’s got an extra 12 months of its lottery licence
and got it free, and the Victorian taxpayer copped it in
the neck. Now the government is having to rush in to
the house at this late stage with these amendments to try
to fix up this flaw which would have seen yet another
example of the government’s incompetence, costing
taxpayers millions and millions of dollars.
Mr Foley — Lucky we’ve got you looking after us!
Mr O’BRIEN — Someone’s got to, mate,
someone’s got to!
The procedure set out in this bill for the wagering and
betting licence is in many ways the same procedure that
has been set out for the keno licence — that is, initially
there will be calls for registration of interest in the
awarding of the licence, the conditions of which are to
be published in the Government Gazette; then reports
will be made to the minister by the Secretary of the
Department of Justice — not by the VCGR, mind you,
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which is being shafted, but by the secretary of the
department.
Then a short list of those invited to apply will be
created; applications will be invited from those
short-listed; reports will be made to the minister —
again by the Secretary of the Department of Justice, not
the VCGR — and a decision will, hopefully, finally be
made. The procedure set out in this bill follows in an
almost mirror fashion the lottery licensing procedure. I
have to say that this is a grave error on the
government’s part, because why would you follow a
tainted, discredited and corrupted process that has been
shown to have failed miserably once already?
The minister’s second-reading speech referred to the
Gambling and Lotteries Licence Review Panel report,
the chairman of which I am sure will not object to my
referring to it in shorthand as the Merkel report.
Acknowledging and notwithstanding the limitations of
the Merkel panel and its capacities — such as, it had no
capacity to examine ministers and no capacity to
examine ministerial staff — the Merkel report
demonstrated one example of the corruption of the
lotteries licensing process. It demonstrated that this
pipeline sent sensitive, confidential licensing
information from the office of the Minister for Gaming
to the Labor mate and lobbyist David White and from
there to his clients at Tattersall’s. The Merkel report
states at paragraph 170:
… it is now clear that, at an early stage of the licensing
process, Hawker Britton was given preferred access to a
licensing process document by someone in the minister’s
office.

Do members opposite want to stand or sit here and say,
‘This is the way these things should operate’? Would
they not agree that documents coming from the
minister’s office to the lobbyists and straight through to
the clients should be regarded as corruption? Having
exposed this, what does the Merkel report say about it?
At paragraph 164 it says:
… that preferred access could occur at any stage of the
licensing process.

The Merkel panel has identified not only this
disgraceful leaking of sensitive, confidential licensing
information coming from the minister’s office once —
he says that that is the only thing they have actually
identified — but that this could have happened at any
stage. This was a tainted process. The Merkel report
goes on at paragraph 175 to say:
… the panel … finds the very notion of lobbying in respect of
a proposed or actual lottery or gaming licence application
antithetical to the probity of the licensing process. Evidence
was given to the select committee that lobbying was about
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‘opening doors’ to government. Preferential treatment or
preferential access means unequal treatment and unequal
access, which inevitably undermine the requirements of
impartiality and a level playing field. Those requirements are
essential if licence applications are to be determined fairly
and on their merits without any improper conduct or
interference on the part of any of the participants in the
process.

The Merkel report then gets to the point in
paragraph 176:
The panel is of the view that the future probity requirements
for a lottery or gaming licensing process should expressly
prohibit lobbying activities in respect of that process once it
commences.

Just to reiterate the point, in case those in the cheap
seats opposite did not get it the first time, paragraph 182
says:
It follows from the foregoing discussion that lobbying
activities are antithetical to the integrity —

I emphasise ‘integrity’ —
of the licensing process …

Nothing could be clearer. The Merkel report is saying
that if you are to have any chance of a clean, fair and
impartial licensing process, one that meets the standards
of probity that Victorians are entitled to expect, you
have to get lobbyists out of the process.
What does this bill, which sets up the processes for the
wagering and betting licence and the keno licence, say
about the involvement of lobbyists? Nothing; it is
absolutely silent. This government commissioned the
Merkel report and has now disgracefully refused to
adopt and accept its recommendations. This bill should
not progress unless there is that acceptance and until
there is adoption of the Merkel panel’s
recommendations.
I therefore move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to ensure that the probity requirements of the
licensing process are protected by prohibiting lobbying
activities as recommended by the Gambling and Lotteries
Licence Review Panel’.

I have moved that amendment because it is absolutely
essential to the integrity of this process that the Merkel
panel’s recommendations be adopted. We cannot have
any confidence as a Parliament, and the people of
Victoria cannot have any confidence in this process,
until the lobbyists are out of the process. This bill does
nothing to adopt Merkel’s recommendations; this bill
does nothing to get lobbyists out and clean up the
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cesspool that has been the experience with this
government’s handling of gaming licensing to date.
You may ask: why is the government so keen to keep
lobbyist snouts in the trough? Are there any more
million-dollar Labor Party mates that need to be made?
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — I will come to that. Recently Tony
Sheehan was reported on the front page of the Herald
Sun as having secured a million-dollar success fee
because this government saw fit to provide his
company, his client, with a lottery licence. David
White, who is notorious for having secured an
agreement to a success fee after the time the rules of the
process said, ‘You are not allowed to lobby’. Why
would anybody who was honest accept a brief or an
agreement that would pay them a success fee for not
working?
What David White does or what he did was lobby. He
was engaged by Tattersall’s as a lobbyist, yet
Tattersall’s, under its discredited former managing
director, Duncan Fischer, entered into a success fee
agreement which would see David White being paid
$350 000 if Tattersall’s received an exclusive
licence — after the period when no lobbying was
permitted under the rules.
Why would the government be so keen to protect its
Labor Party mates in the lobbying industry? We have
seen Tony Sheehan make a motza, we have seen David
White make a motza — perhaps Joan Kirner can come
in and they can have a Guilty Party reunion. The
recently resigned member for Kororoit might be
looking for something to help fund his retirement.
It is not appropriate for this government to run a
government of the mates, by the mates and for the
mates. We need to make sure that when we are talking
about public assets such as gaming and wagering
licences, the process is clean and above board. That is
why we have to get lobbyists out of it. This government
has not shown that it has the moral stamina to be able to
do that. It has not been able to say no to its mates. In
fact, it has opened the doors to its mates and given them
confidential gaming documents; we know that much.
But it has not been able to say no to its mates. This bill
should not progress without the adoption of Merkel’s
recommendations.
Another matter, which I am sure the member for
South-West Coast will deal with, is that the awarding of
the wagering licences is predicated on arrangements
being ‘no less favourable’ to the racing industry in
terms of financial affairs compared to the current
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situation. In this bill it is left to the discretion of the
minister and the minister’s opinion as to whether
particular arrangements are no less favourable.
The first question is which minister is concerned. Is it
the Minister for Racing or the Minister for Gaming? It
is the Minister for Gaming. I pay due respect to the
Minister for Gaming. I suspect there would be many
people who would feel more comfortable with the idea
of the Minister for Gaming making a decision on a fair
basis than the Deputy Premier and Minister for Racing
making it.
Mr Robinson — That is very kind.
Mr O’BRIEN — It is not that kind actually,
Minister, if you look at it and if you consider the
company you keep. I did not mean to be kind. I
apologise for that. There is a serious issue confronting
the racing industry at the moment. It is getting
$75 million a year from Tabcorp, and that is going to
end in 2012. It is getting over $200 million a year
through wagering licences, and that is going to end in
2012. The government has basically said, ‘Trust me’.
The government that said, ‘No tolls on EastLink’, says
to the racing industry, ‘Trust me’. The government that
said, ‘We will not steal water from northern Victoria’,
says, ‘Trust me’ to the racing industry. There is no way
anyone in their right mind in the racing industry would
trust this government, but that is what the government
is asking them to do. It is relying on the racing industry
simply being prepared to roll over. It may be that while
there are quite a few Labor mates who have been
appointed by this government to positions in the racing
industry and who might be influencing that, when you
speak to the people who are involved in the nuts and
bolts of the industry, they do not trust this government.
The keno licence provided for in this bill is for
10 years. It allows for no extensions and expands the
operation of keno licences to pubs as well as clubs.
Previously, keno licences have operated only in
registered licensed clubs. There does seem to be an
argument that pubs should not be excluded from the
operation of keno on that basis, but we would obviously
be very concerned to make sure that appropriate
responsible gambling provisions would apply to pubs
as well as clubs. The same procedure is set out in this
bill in relation to the process of the awarding of the
keno licence as has been proposed for the awarding of
the wagering and betting licence, and it has exactly the
same problems I have identified with that licence.
There is no provision for lobbyists to be excluded, and
therefore the reasoned amendment would also apply to
the keno licence.
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Another purpose of this bill is to increase the resources
of the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The VCGR is already a significant regulator given the
number of staff it has operating. A recent report by the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on the
2006–07 financial and performance outcomes lists
Victoria’s major regulators based on staff numbers in
2006–07. It surprised me that the VCGR came in at
no. 7 in the state with 134 effective full-time staff
members. This regulator already has a significant
number of staff, but the government proposes to
provide more deputy chairpersons and more
commissioners. It is quite ironic that extra personnel are
being proposed, given that the commission’s authority
is being undermined by this bill, with the government
and the minister preferring that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice perform many of the tasks that
have previously been performed by the commission.
What is more important than the number of staff is their
effectiveness and efficiency. I am certainly not saying
there should not be an increase in the number of VCGR
commissioners or deputy chairpersons, but I ask that
the minister keep a very close watch to ensure that
taxpayers are getting value for money. Regulation is not
necessarily just about how many regulators you have; it
is about the efficiency and effectiveness of those people
who are regulating in the public interest, and I hope
those matters would be kept under very close watch.
Another aspect of the bill is the amendment of
provisions relating to minors gambling. Clause 15 of
the bill provides that it is an offence for a licensee or
wagering operator or a wagering and betting licensee to
accept a bet from a minor. It says that such a person:
must not accept a bet from, or give or send a ticket or
acknowledgement in respect of a bet to, any minor.
Penalty: 20 penalty units.

Compare and contrast that with clause 18 of the bill,
which proposes a new section 6A.2.3(2), which states:
A person must not knowingly sell a ticket in a keno game to a
minor.

This carries a penalty of 20 units as well. Why is there
the difference in this requirement based on a person’s
mental state? Why is it an offence in relation to keno to
knowingly sell a ticket to a minor but when it comes to
wagering and betting it seems to be an offence of strict
operation and no mental intent is required? There is no
need for knowledge on the part of the person selling the
ticket to the minor if the activity is wagering or betting.
The government has made a big song and dance about
minors betting, and it is planning to crack down and get

2255

tough. I refer to a media release from the office of the
Premier dated 25 March 2008. It states:
The government will introduce the following measures during
2008.

The measures include:
more than doubling the penalties for allowing minors to
gamble. From a current minimum penalty of $1100, fines will
increase to a possible maximum of over $13 000.

The question is why, given this bill is being amended
now, the government has not taken the opportunity of
fixing these penalties at the same time. It seems to be a
waste of the Parliament’s time to be putting through a
bill which on the government’s own admission it is
going to have to change this year. The government is
putting in provisions it knows are wrong. It is amending
provisions relating to minors betting but is leaving this
complete disparity between keno, where you have to
know you are selling a ticket to a minor to commit an
offence, and betting, where you do not need to know
you are selling a ticket to a minor to commit an offence.
The question is: how long is it going to take for the
government to get this right? When is the government
going to bring legislation into this house to fix the issue
of problem gambling? The government seems to think
it can legislate by press release, but in the real world
that is not the way it works. You need to have effective
laws if they are to be enforced.
We cannot ask the police, we cannot ask licensing
authorities and we cannot ask the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation to enforce laws
if the laws are not properly in place. If the government
is serious about cracking down on minors gambling —
and I would say the government should be serious
about that; it is an extremely serious issue — it needs to
have the laws in place to do so. But what it is doing is
taking this opportunity to introduce a bill to amend such
laws without actually fixing them up and getting them
in a state where they can be properly enforced.
I was informed at the departmental briefing that a
whole-of-act review is taking place, but Victorians are
still waiting for the government to treat the issue of
minors gambling with the seriousness and the priority
that it deserves. It seems to be another example of just
more policy on the run or policy made under
pressure — just like the ‘precommitment’
announcement on gaming machines, which was a
phrase that was tossed out in a press release without any
detail, without any flesh on the bones. The industry is
still waiting, the community is still waiting, problem
gambling counsellors and advocates are still waiting —
we are all waiting to see exactly what happens with
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this, and the government has yet to say anything of
substance about what is actually going to happen.
This bill is very messy in that it puts together the idea of
having an exclusive licence in circumstances where the
government has done nothing to actually try and get
exclusivity. The government is still driving Victorian
bookmakers out of Victoria, and fundamentally it has
done absolutely nothing to ensure the integrity of this
process. If this government were serious about ensuring
the integrity of this process, it would adopt Ron
Merkel’s recommendations. The reason it has not done
so is that there are too many Labor mates with too
many fingers in too many pies who are in line for too
much money out of lobbying on these licences. It might
be one thing for the government to try and protect its
mates but we are more interested in protecting the
public interest, and unless the government is prepared
to accept this reasoned amendment to withdraw the bill
and provide for the adoption of Ron Merkel’s
recommendations, then this will be a flawed and tainted
process just like the last one.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am pleased to make a
contribution to the debate and support the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, which
amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and puts in
place legislative provisions which will support the
competitive licensing processes for both keno, and
betting and wagering, and the related governance
arrangements around those matters. This bill comes
before the Parliament as a further piece of legislation
that follows a broad review of gambling regulation
carried out in this state over the last four years or so
since the Minister for Gaming, in July 2004, announced
a timetable for the review of Victoria’s electronic
gaming machine, Club Keno and wagering and lotteries
licences.
In its initial phase the gambling licences review
considered options for lotteries licences, concluding
with the government announcement in 2007 that two
lotteries licences would be granted from 1 July 2008.
The second stage of the review was announced in
January 2006 and included the industry arrangements
for electronic gaming machines, for keno and for
wagering, plus funding for the racing industry beyond
2012.
The review was directed by a gambling licences review
steering committee, chaired by the Secretary of the
Department of Justice, and that committee had
membership drawn from the Department of Justice, the
Department of Treasury and Finance, the Department
of Premier and Cabinet and an independent member.
Through the course of that process the gambling
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licences review has included a large amount of public
information and has involved a significant amount of
public submission and debate. There has been an
information paper, four issues papers, public
submissions and public consultations, and finally,
consultations with submitters regarding wagering and
betting, Club Keno and funding of the racing industry
post-2012.
The government also established the independent
review panel in 2007, chaired by the distinguished
former Federal Court judge Ron Merkel, QC, to report
on the processes followed during that review. The
panel’s reports were tabled in Parliament by the
government on 10 April this year.
On the same day the government announced the new
industry structural arrangements for wagering and
betting, for keno and for gaming machines after the
expiry of the current gaming operator and wagering
licences, which will occur in 2012. Under those new
arrangements, which have in part led to this legislation
before the house today, rights to operate keno will be
offered as a single 10-year licence, and a single 12-year
licence will be offered for rights to operate wagering
and betting concerns. In place of the current gaming
operators, approved venue operators will be able to bid
directly for 10-year gaming machine entitlements,
which will authorise them to possess and operate
gaming machines. Those gaming machine matters will
be dealt with subsequently by separate legislation.
This bill before the house today implements the
regulatory arrangements for the keno licence and for
the wagering and betting licence subcategories of the
gaming regime going forward. The way in which this
process will be unfolding in the future is to provide for
these new separate licensing regimes — for wagering
and betting licences and also a separate keno licence —
to operate immediately after the termination of the
current betting and wagering licence and Club Keno
authorisations expire.
The process will provide for a two-stage licensing
process for both the keno and the wagering licences.
This will involve a registration of interest stage, as the
first part of the process, and an application for licence
stage, as the second part of the process, which will be
open to registrants who have passed successfully
through that first registration of interest stage. In the
process envisaged in the bill the future wagering and
betting licence will not be coupled with legislation for
the gaming machine licences, as I have indicated
already, and neither will the future gaming machine
licences be linked by legislation to the keno licence —
they will all be covered separately in that process.
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Under this gaming regulation process going forward
there will only be a single licence for keno and a single
licence for wagering and betting issued by the minister.
There will be a process established whereby the
Secretary of the Department of Justice will report to the
minister with findings and recommendations regarding
an assessment of registrations of interest and licensed
applications for the keno licence and the wagering and
betting licence. The secretary may, as appropriate,
require the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation to use its statutory powers to assist the
secretary in performing this role.
This process envisaged by the legislation establishes an
appropriate and responsible way of determining what
entities are appropriate to, in the first instance, express a
registration of interest and become registrants for the
wagering and betting licence and also for the keno
licence going forward. It will then establish a second
phase of that process where successful registrants will
be able to make an application for a licence and go
through the proper process for that licence to be
awarded.
The opposition has made a number of comments about
this process. It has moved a reasoned amendment in
relation to this legislation that this bill be withdrawn
and redrafted. I have to say that this really has all the
hallmarks of another stunt by the opposition. It shows
the opposition has no understanding at all of the way in
which this bill and the registration of interest and
licensing processes are to go on as this legislation is
implemented.
What is envisaged by this legislation is that the
appropriate probity requirements under it will be in
place for the registration of interest stage of the
legislation. That will be available and well known as a
result of it being on the public record. The opposition is
using the opportunity of this legislation to make further
unfounded allegations and remarks about the way in
which the gaming process for wagering and betting and
for keno is moving forward in this state.
This is an appropriate and proper way for this
legislation to be set up. The opposition likes to call
various people all sorts of things and make all sorts of
unfounded allegations about people under the privilege
of this chamber. I note that the Merkel report made a
number of references in relation to breaches of
confidentiality as a matter of fact. Mr Merkel, QC,
noted that an important breach of confidentiality arose
out of questions that were asked in this house by the
Leader of the Opposition on 3 and 4 October 2006. It is
stated in the Merkel report that the Leader of the
Opposition on 3 and 4 October 2006 asked questions in
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this house which referred to the written legal advice
from the solicitor-general leading to the postponement
of the lotteries licence process. That is an example of
the way in which this irresponsible opposition
continues to make unfounded allegations. It goes about
its witch-hunts, it goes about all of its unfounded
political allegations, making politics out of what should
be and is an appropriate process for making sure that
we have a robust, sound gaming regime in this state that
operates in the interests of Victorians. The Merkel
report has shown opposition members to be hypocrites.
They stand condemned for that. This bill should be
supported by all responsible members of this house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — As shadow
Minister for Racing I will concentrate on the provisions
of the bill relating to the creation of a new wagering and
betting licence for Victoria’s three racing codes and
approved betting competitions. In that context I quote a
paper by Daniel Renshaw from Merrill Lynch under the
heading ‘Australian wagering at the crossroads’:
The powerful emergence of corporate bookmakers in the NT
with lower costs and higher returns to punters has highlighted
the need for a resolution regarding funding for the racing
industry which has relied on state-based monopoly totalisers.
If this does not occur, all stakeholders — governments (lower
taxes), TAH/TTS —

Tabcorp and Tattersall’s —
(loss of market share), the racing industry (lower funding) and
punters (reduced quality and size of race fields) will lose out.

Further, it states:
In FY07 thoroughbred gambling turnover grew at around
10 per cent — the highest in our data set dating back to
FY93 … However, what is less clear is if the new players in
NT have effectively grown the pie through a more attractive
product/price offering, or if they have cannibalised the
totaliser. Either way it does not argue well for paying a
premium for the Victorian wagering licence.

Further, he writes:
On a state basis the Northern Territory has been the biggest
mover, growing from 6 per cent of thoroughbred wagering
turnover in FY02 to 17 per cent in FY07.

I will say more about that later on. Victorian racing in
2007 was funded in the following way: $220 million
from wagering; $75 million from gaming through
Tabcorp’s gaming machines; $5 million from local
bookmakers; $3 million from Northern Territory
corporate bookmakers; and zero from betting
exchanges. But the Victorian government announced in
April this year that no money would come from gaming
machines after 2012. That is currently worth
$75 million a year to the racing industry and is expected
to be worth $100 million in 2012, with 5 per cent
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growth. This is a significant impact on the Victorian
racing industry. The Minister for Racing said to the
house on 10 April this year:
The decision to fund the racing industry to the greatest
possible extent from wagering will provide new opportunities
for an even greater racing and wagering product.

He talked about the production of a single stand-alone
wagering licence. He said:
… the government is committed to developing funding
arrangements which are ‘no less favourable’ to the racing
industry in this state.

But the question is: how is this to be done? The
legislation before us today is about that new wagering
licence, yet we still have not heard a word from the
racing minister or the government about how this ‘no
less favourable’ outcome will be achieved. We have a
‘Trust us’ approach. Even in the second-reading speech
for this bill the Minister for Gaming said:
… the government’s clear commitment that the arrangements
will be no less favourable than those currently in place.

I am sorry, but those promises are insufficient for an
industry worth $2.3 billion to Victoria and employing
75 000 Victorians. They need greater assurance than
this.
The current situation is that the so-called exclusive
licence is under threat. As Elmer Funke Kupper from
Tabcorp said in a letter received this morning:
The most significant matter currently facing Tabcorp’s
wagering business relates to a breakdown in exclusivity
resulting from increased competition from corporate
bookmakers and betting exchanges.

What Tabcorp says in relation to the current situation is
it supposedly has an exclusive licence for which it pays
significant up-front fees. It is the largest contributor to
Victorian racing, and it is taxed at the highest rate
compared with other wagering operators in the state,
but it has no protection for that exclusive licence under
this government, under this racing minister and under
this gaming minister. It has had no protection from the
growth of betting exchanges, no protection from illegal
tote odds betting and no protection from illegal
advertising by corporate bookmakers.
It continues to face competitive restrictions, including
restricted fixed-odds betting, restricted sports betting,
an inability to bet on certain special events and an
inability to offer credit betting. There have also been
legislative changes to enhance Tabcorp’s competitors
rather than Tabcorp. This is hardly a conducive
environment in which to offer a so-called new
exclusive licence. It raises questions about the ability of
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Victoria to provide and protect a so-called exclusive
licence.
Let me go to the decision of the High Court of Australia
on 27 March of this year, which determined that the
Western Australian legislation to ban the use of betting
exchanges and to restrict the publishing of race field
data, unless authorised, was invalid.
Mr Hulls — Read the decision, you Noddy. It
supported our legislation.
Dr NAPTHINE — I have got the decision here.
The Herald Sun of 28 March says:
Punters could be the big winners after a historic High Court
ruling in Perth yesterday in favour of betting exchange Betfair
potentially opened the door for deregulation of the wagering
industry.

Lasseters Sportsbook’s Gerard Daffy was reported as
having said:
… the ruling brought into question whether state laws were
enforceable. ‘I think it will be open slather now. The
landscape of the betting industry changes …

The High Court ruling says:
Section 27D(1) of WA act provides that a person who, in
Western Australia or elsewhere, publishes or otherwise makes
available a Western Australian race field in the course of
business commits an offence unless the person is authorised
to do so by an approval, and complies with the conditions of
that approval …

What did the High Court say? It said that that was
invalid, that section 27D(1) of the Betting Control Act
of Western Australia is invalid. Guess what? The
Victorian government was represented in that court
case. The solicitor-general of the state of Victoria and
other legal counsel were trying to defend Victoria’s
position and the High Court said it was absolutely
invalid.
We have a situation where Northern Territory
bookmakers have gone from a turnover of $200 million
in 2001 to $4 billion now. The losses to the Victorian
industry include a $40 million loss to the Victorian
racing industry, $17 million to the Victorian
government and $10 million to oncourse bookmakers,
because this government has failed to address the drain
of money to Northern Territory corporate bookmakers.
John Anderson from Harness Racing Victoria said:
From HRV’s perspective, our paramount concern is the
adverse effect of wagering leakage from Victoria, which in
turn potentially jeopardises the future funding of Victorian
harness racing and the racing industry generally.
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Now we have a situation where it is open slather for
Betfair because of the High Court decision. Betfair has
done a deal with TOTE Tasmania. I quote from the
Herald Sun of 20 April where it says:
Chief executive —

of the Victoria Racing Club —
Dale Monteith is angry TOTE Tasmania has joined forces
with Betfair to take bets — especially on its famous
Flemington carnival …
…
As it stands, the local government, and the racing
organisations here, are getting nothing for Tasmania to use
our racing for their profits.

We have a situation here where Betfair has open slather
through the High Court, we have Tabcorp applying for
a Northern Territory bookmakers licence, and we have
a situation where the Northern Territory corporate
bookmakers are growing exponentially at the expense
of the tote and bookmakers in Victoria. We now have a
situation where this government, through this
legislation, is saying it wants to offer an exclusive
licence but it will not provide any protection for that
exclusive licence, and it will not provide any assurance
to the racing industry about where the money is coming
from. Perhaps the Minister for Racing should get up
and tell us where the money is coming from for the
racing industry.
Budget paper 4 says that in 2008–09 racing will provide
nearly $130 million to the state’s taxation revenue.
Perhaps that money is going to the racing industry, but
let the minister tell the racing industry and the people of
Victoria, before we pass this legislation, where the
money is coming from. In his second-reading speech
the Minister for Gaming said, ‘Trust us, because there
is further legislation to come on the financial
arrangements for this bill’. This bill is totally
inadequate in that the government fails to provide the
necessary information to the racing stakeholders and to
a $2.5 billion industry that depends for its future on
revenue streams from wagering and betting. We have
no commitment from the minister about where that
money is coming from and how much there will be.
The jobs of 75 000 people are at risk. The industry in
Victoria is facing its greatest crisis for 150 years, yet
this minister is not being open, honest and accountable
to the industry, and it is about time he was.
Mr HULLS (Minister for Racing) — It is a great
racing industry, and this bill will ensure that the racing
industry, which is internationally celebrated, continues
to be the pre-eminent racing industry in this country.
We as a government have made two key commitments
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as part of the wagering licence review process. The first
is to a growing and viable racing industry, which is
very important. Secondly, the government has
committed that funding for the racing industry will be
on a no less favourable basis.
It is very difficult to see how such commitments would
not be welcomed by all participants, including those
opposite. Unfortunately the member for South-West
Coast simply does not understand how the industry
works. He does not understand what the government
has done. He has been running around the state like
Chicken Little saying that the sky is going to fall in.
These comments have no credibility. The member has
no credibility as far as the industry is concerned. He is
considered a joke. He is a very lazy member who has
not done the work necessary to understand the
commitments that have been made.
An example of the overblown rhetoric of the
honourable member appeared in the Australian of
10 June, and he has got it wrong in every respect. The
myth being promulgated by the member for
South-West Coast is that racing is being kept in the
dark about its future. This appeared in an article in the
Australian where the member is reported to have said:
Secret, behind closed doors, clandestine discussions with a
select few is simply not good enough.

Perhaps the member is unable to understand what
consultation means. After all, he was part of the
Kennett government, which certainly did not
understand what it means. We on this side of the house
understand what consultation means, and we are
engaged in it constructively. As I said, the article
reports the member as having said:
Secret, behind closed doors, clandestine discussions with a
select few is simply not good enough.

The reality is the government has established a
consultative arrangement directly with the racing
industry, consistent with the probity requirements
associated with a licensing process of this kind.
No doubt the member for Malvern, who is in the house,
would be jumping up and down like a man possessed if
we breached those probity obligations. Nonetheless, the
member for South-West Coast seems to suggest that we
should simply throw the probity requirements out the
window and the minister should be influencing the
outcome of those negotiations. This is a typical
example of the opposition wanting to run with the foxes
and hunt with the hounds. This is one of many myths
that have been promulgated by the member for
South-West Coast in recent months.
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On 15 February 2008 he suggested that I sack the
chairman of Racing Victoria Limited, insinuating that I
have the power to sack any member of the board of
RVL. The reality is that RVL is an independent
corporation with an independent board and is
responsible to its members, being the three city racing
clubs and Country Racing Victoria. It is the board and
members of RVL who determine who the chairman of
RVL is. You would think that the shadow Minister for
Racing would understand this.
However, there are some members of the Parliament
who do understand this, and one of them is Damian
Drum, a member for Northern Victoria Region in
another place, who, when speaking on the legislation to
set up RVL, said:
The Nationals have looked at the way that the Minister for
Racing is restructuring the industry and are quite supportive
of the way that this process has been handled. We have
spoken to Racing Victoria Ltd and think that this independent
board, which is in the process of being established and which
will be established prior to Christmas this year, will be in a
better position than under the current structure.

Not only that, but when the legislation came into this
place it was supported by all members of this house and
by the member for South-West Coast, so you would
have thought he understood how the legislation worked.
Yet he thinks that I have power, as racing minister, to
be interfering and sacking members of the board. That
is just not the case.
He has also promulgated another myth — that is, that I,
as racing minister, have effectively taken 22 race
meetings from country communities in
non-government-held electorates and relocated them
into Labor seats. Again, he does not understand how the
structure of the industry works. The location of race day
meetings is entirely a matter for the independent board
of RVL to decide.
The fact is that the member for South-West Coast
supported RVL, but he is now saying that I, as minister,
should interfere with the independent way in which
RVL is run and that, as racing minister, I should be
allocating particular race dates to particular tracks and
areas. Is he saying that, if he were ever in the position
of being racing minister, he would decide which race
meeting would be held where? Is he really saying that?
It is nonsense, and he knows it. His lack of credibility,
and the opposition’s lack of credibility, in racing means
that their comments should be treated with the
contempt they deserve. He has no idea how RVL
operates, despite the fact that he supported the
legislation.
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This bill, which makes the wagering licence subject to a
competitive process, will provide a significant benefit
to the Victorian community. There will be a single,
stand-alone licence for wagering that is decoupled from
gaming machines. Not only will this ensure the stability
of the racing industry, it will also provide an
opportunity for innovation and growth in this
world-class industry. The decision to fund the racing
industry from wagering operations to the greatest extent
possible provides an even-greater incentive for both the
wagering service provider and the industry to work
together towards the overall enhancement of Victorian
racing. The single wagering licence will also be of
benefit to punters, because it will maintain the stability
of a single, large-scale betting pool.
A recognition that the Victorian racing industry is a
major stakeholder in the new licence arrangements is
very important. The government is consulting with the
Victorian racing industry to understand its perspective
on the government’s amendment to the bill. The
consultation process will inform the no-less-favourable
funding arrangements — those discussions are ongoing
as we speak — as well as the partnership arrangements
to be established between the racing industry and the
licensee.
While its role in providing advice to the government
does not permit the Victorian racing industry to bid for
the wagering licence, the racing industry will have the
opportunity to work very closely with the wagering
licensee to grow both the racing and wagering products.
This is the nub of the argument: given our
commitments to ensuring that the funding arrangements
will be no less favourable to the racing industry, the
government will consider lowering current wagering
tax rates to sustain revenue to the racing industry. But
that is not new; we have announced that before. The
fact is that the shadow minister has no idea how the
industry runs and has no idea about the corporate
structure running the industry. He is lead in the
saddlebag of the industry. He is considered to be a joke
in the industry, because he has not done the work
necessary to understand how the industry works.
We are extremely confident that the wagering licensing
arrangements introduced by this bill will not only
support the racing industry but will ultimately lead to
much better outcomes for racing in Victoria. I support
the bill and the government supports the bill. We want
to ensure that we continue to have a vibrant racing
industry in this state. The industry employs well over
70 000 people, many of whom are in regional and rural
Victoria. We believe that the discussions and
negotiations that are going on now will prove fruitful,
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but I repeat: we have given an undertaking that the
funding for the industry will be on terms no less
favourable.
This legislation is supported by the industry. Why
would it not be? It is a commitment we have made to a
viable racing industry. The member for South-West
Coast is keen for me to pre-empt those discussions. I
am not prepared to do that, because doing so would
breach relevant probity requirements. We believe that
these discussions will prove to be fruitful. They were
important discussions, and they will maintain a great
racing industry.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — In the
presence of the Attorney-General I want to tell the
member for Prahran a few of the facts of life about the
so-called inappropriate comments about this industry.
As one of those who was here at the time when the now
Attorney-General was the shadow Minister for Gaming,
I had the less than honourable, let alone pleasurable,
experience of sitting here day after day and night after
night as all sorts of defamatory comments were made
by the now Attorney-General about people like Lloyd
Williams and Ron Walker.
Every other day you would be in this Parliament
hearing him absolutely bagging these people
unmercifully. I might say that all of this happened back
in the days when there were no limitations on speaking
times. In the so-called good old days, as they are
referred to, we would be sitting here at 3 o’clock in the
morning, and the Attorney-General, as he is now
known, would be tearing into it left, right and centre.
He made all sorts of defamatory comments.
We could have papered the walls of this place with
writs for defamation if complaints like the member for
Prahran’s cry on behalf of those who feel injured about
all of this had been recognised in the days of yore when
our present Attorney-General was in full flight. So I say
to the member for Prahran: do not be soft about it. I say
to him: grow up! He is in with the big boys now. He
should not worry about these sorts of commentaries.
The fact of the matter is that what comes around, goes
around, and the reality is that the Attorney-General of
the state of Victoria, day after day, night after night
came in here and absolutely thumped these people.
Members may remember all the talk about a royal
commission. We were going to have a royal
commission to get to the bottom of all of this, and it
was going to be the solution to all this. We were going
to get down to the hard facts of it all. We had the
Attorney-General in here every other day talking about
this royal commission, but what happened when they
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made it over the line in 1999? I will tell you, Acting
Speaker, the first thing that happened. The
Attorney-General, as we now know him, was sacked as
the spokesman for gaming. They took him out of it
straightaway and put him into what he is now doing,
because they knew that the industry would not stand the
fact of his presence associated with the individuals who
were running it.
Apart from that, the same Mr Ron Walker, who had
been maligned and defamed by these people day in and
day out, was good enough to lend his services on an
ongoing basis to the state of Victoria for the benefit of
all Victorians. When the member for Prahran comes in
here and whinges about a commentary which has been
made about some of the personalities involved in all of
this he ought to go and have a look at some of the
historical contributions made by people like the
Attorney-General.
In relation to this important piece of legislation I say by
way of overall commentary that it has the four basic
purposes which have been outlined so well by the
member for Malvern in the course of his contribution. I
do not want to go through the specifics of the
legislation line by line, chapter and verse; there is not
enough time to do that. I would rather make some
general comments in regard to the legislation and its
effects. The first thing I would say is that this
government has not only thrown out the baby with the
bathwater, it has thrown out the bathroom as well. It has
completely dismantled the way in which this industry
was structured under the former government and made
all sorts of changes which have brought absolute chaos
to the way in which this industry in all its forms is
currently operating, but more particularly will operate
in the future. That is a worst-case scenario for business.
Of all of the circumstances which cause grief to
business, the greatest is uncertainty. What the
government has done through its announcements
recently, and what is replicated in the course of this
legislation giving effect to some of those
announcements, is to vacate the established ground
which has been there for all of these years and which
has seen the growth of the industry in all of its forms
and allow a void to develop in so many respects as to
how the industry is going to operate in the future. That
is the worst possible scenario for business investment.
Issues to do with the status of Tattersall’s, Tabcorp and
the racing industry in Victoria have been thrown into
turmoil. It is not only a question of the tens of
thousands of people who are employed by these
respective organisations and the racing industry, the
gaming industry and the gambling industry generally
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and the position that applies in relation to them; it is
also a question of the mum and dad investors who have
money invested in these respective organisations,
particularly Tattersall’s and Tabcorp.
The next thing to be said is that these two great
companies have made a tremendous contribution to the
way in which the industry has developed in all its forms
over the time they have been associated with it. Yes, the
government is entitled to make changes. Of course it is
entitled to make changes, but what I say to the
government is that to move away from the certainty that
the industry has had over the time it has had it and to
now have the industry in its various forms located in
this void, as we now see it, is a terrible state of affairs.
There are plenty of examples that one can refer to.
Look at the situation which prevails now with regard to
the lottery agents. Intralot is now going to be a player
from 1 July insofar as certain aspects of the activities of
the lottery agents are concerned. The lottery agents who
want to sell the products that are licensed to Intralot are
now in a position where they are effectively going to
have to buy back some of their business. For years they
have been conducting their businesses to include the
sale of the sorts of products which in part are now
going to be available from Intralot. As the minister
observes, they have been able to do that because the
existing licences have permitted that to be the case. But
what the government has allowed to happen is the
imposition of a new licence regime and a significant
cost burden having to be borne by these lottery agents
in an environment where they have been doing what
they are now being re-licensed to do over the course of
the years they have been in business.
What is the minister’s response? It is to say, ‘That is
just the way the business operates. That is just the way
of the world. That is simply the way it goes. You are
going to have to find another $10 000 by 1 July to
continue selling three of the products that you
historically sold under the existing regime, but that is
just the way it goes’. Is it any wonder that when the
minister turned up to the annual general meeting of the
lottery agents a few weeks ago they not only heckled
him while he was speaking, but they booed him on the
way out the door. As I understand it — and I stand to
be corrected — the minister has since written to that
organisation apologising for the fact that he took off a
bit early without answering all of the questions.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr RYAN — I am mistaken; the Minister for
Gaming, who is at the table, corrects me. In that event I
will accept what he says.
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An honourable member — He did not have the
decency to apologise.
Mr RYAN — Let me be fair. That information
came to me. The minister has given me an assurance
that it is not right, and I accept what the minister tells
me. Suffice to say, let us go back to where we all do
agree — that is, the lottery agents, understandably, are
absolutely outraged about this. This government, in
complete ignorance of how business principles operate,
is leaving them to their own devices. What about the
pubs and clubs now having to operate under these
supposed new arrangements in relation to gaming
machines and the impact this is having on the way in
which they conduct their respective businesses,
particularly from the clubs’ point of view?
We have all read today about the unfolding chaos in
relation to the future management of the clubs network
in Victoria. I know that the minister has been on his
roadshow around the state of Victoria, telling them that
all is going to be well. I say in this most public of
forums that the minister is a good bloke; apart from
anything else he barracks for the Demons, which is a
great mark in his favour. But there are people in the
clubs industry saying to me that they knew a hell of a
lot more about what was going to happen to the
industry before they went along to these meetings than
after they had the benefit of listening to the minister.
Issues to do with future financing, how they are going
to acquire the machines, what the licensing
arrangements are going to be, what the taxation regime
will be, what they are supposed to tell their financiers,
what they are supposed to tell the bank, whether they
do the extensions they were planning to do, how they
are going to handle the queries that have been made by
their members — it goes on and on — are the sorts of
issues that the clubs are talking to me about. They are
replicated to a degree by the uncertainty of a similar
nature which applies in relation to the pubs and whether
they are going to continue making the sorts of
improvements to their establishments they had been
planning to do.
The government in the end says, ‘Trust me’. Do you
mind, umpire! This government says, ‘Trust me’. That
might once have been the case, but why would anybody
who was in this Parliament this very day listening to the
debate in relation to water trust this government to
deliver on anything? People across the state have been
burnt at the stake by this government, and so people in
this industry are worried about what its future is going
to be. The member for South-West Coast has put it so
well in terms of racing, and the member for Malvern on
other aspects of the industry. God help us all!
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Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a great pleasure
to speak on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill. The bill provides a single regulatory
framework for the keno licence and the wagering and
betting licence. In the time I have I will deal with a
couple of issues raised by the opposition.
The opposition seems to be concerned that the
government is introducing a single, unlinked wagering
licence and thinks that somehow this will be the end of
the industry in Victoria. The fact of the matter is that
every other jurisdiction in Australia operates with a
single wagering licence. That arrangement has proven
to be a successful formula everywhere else in Australia
and the world. If you look at all the best systems that
operate, it is the one that works well.
As the Attorney-General has indicated, after 2012 the
racing industry will be funded to the greatest possible
extent by wagering rather than being funded by a
combination of wagering and gaming revenue, as it is
now. That will maximise the incentives for the
licence-holder and the racing industry to work together
for mutual benefit.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr HUDSON — The shadow Minister for Gaming
asks, ‘How much?’. The government has made it
absolutely clear that the arrangements will be no less
favourable to the industry than they are now. That is a
guarantee that this side of the house understands, but
the other side of the house does not understand this kind
of guarantee. For example, John Howard, the former
Liberal Prime Minister, could not make that guarantee
when it came to the WorkChoices legislation. He could
not say that under his legislation no-one would be
worse off under an Australian workplace agreement
than they would be under an award.
Let us have a look at this legislation. The bill makes it
absolutely clear in proposed new section 4.3A.7(2)(c)
that in determining whether to grant a wagering and
betting licence the minister must be satisfied that the
applicant is willing to enter into binding funding
arrangements with the Victorian racing industry that are
no less favourable than the current arrangements. There
it is in black and white in the legislation. It says the
minister must be satisfied in his opinion that the
arrangements are no less favourable to the industry than
they are at the moment. If the racing industry disagrees
with the way in which the minister has exercised the
discretion given to him, presumably it can go to
court — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harkness) —
Order! The member for Bentleigh without assistance,
please.
Mr HUDSON — Those in the industry can
presumably go to court and challenge the minister’s
decision under administrative law that the minister had
made. There is all this huff and puff about how it is not
guaranteed; it is actually guaranteed in the bill. The bill
makes it very clear.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HUDSON — You have said, ‘What about these
clauses?’. The ‘no less favourable’ wording in the
clause is identical to the wording in both the current act
and the Gaming and Betting Act 1994. These
provisions have been around for a long time; the
proposed section is no different to what has applied in
the past.
We can be quite confident that in relation to the
Victorian wagering industry, which is the
second-largest in Australia in terms of expenditure,
after New South Wales, the licence on offer is a very
attractive proposition for anyone applying for it.
Because it is a competitive process, the government
will obtain a very substantial return for the racing
industry on this licence.
Let us move to the member for Malvern’s amendment
prohibiting lobbying. In his contribution to the debate
the member for Malvern, as is his form, made great
play of the importance of prohibiting lobbying activities
once the tender process is under way — the kind of
thing on which both sides of the house agree furiously.
That is a proposition that no-one could disagree with.
The member for Malvern could not help himself; he
went even further and quoted the very sensible
proposition in paragraph 175 of the report of the
Gambling and Lotteries Licence Review Panel, known
as the Merkel report:
The reason the panel has considered the lobbying issues at
some length is that it finds the very notion of lobbying in
respect of a proposed or actual lottery or gaming licence
application antithetical to the probity of the licensing process.

Of course we all agree with that. The member of
Malvern could not help himself; he moved a lazy
amendment calling for the bill to be withdrawn:
… to ensure that the probity requirements of the licensing
process are protected by prohibiting lobbying activities as
recommended by the Gambling and Lotteries Licence
Review Panel.
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The problem for the member is that the Merkel report
does not say that the prohibition should be in the act. In
fact it recommends in paragraph 182:
… that appropriate requirements be put in place in future
licensing processes to ensure participants establish
appropriate protocols for compliance with prohibited contact
clauses and that similar statutory declaration requirements are
imposed as part of the published requirements for those
processes.

That is what the government is actually doing: it is
including the requirements in the licensing processes. If
you have a look, you will see that the processes for the
registration of interest and the invitation to apply — all
those processes — will include clauses and protocols
on prohibited contact as recommended by the Merkel
report.
They will be in the registration of interest and in the
invitation to apply. Does the member for Malvern want
to get on with the tender process, or does he want to
create a situation where every allegation that prohibited
lobbying contact has taken place becomes the subject of
litigation? Is that what the member for Malvern is
suggesting rather than it going to the review panel that
is overseeing the registration of interest and invitation
to apply, the panel that will determine whether or not
probity has been complied with? That panel and the
steering committee will provide a report to the minister
saying whether or not probity has been complied with.
In making that decision, the minister will take into
account what the panel says.
The panel will report to the minister and to the steering
committee on whether or not the probity plan has been
complied with. The panel and the steering committee
will say whether or not there has been prohibited
contact — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr HUDSON — You tell me how putting it in the
act will help you know! It will not help you know; it
will not make any difference. The member for Malvern
is suggesting something that will have no practical
impact.
When it comes to voting on the bill, the opposition will
have to decide whether or not it supports this legislation
which opens up competitive processes for wagering and
betting licences, and for the keno licences, and which
introduces transparent processes which will ensure
probity and which will set in place all of the processes
that are recommended by the Merkel report in order for
this to proceed in a proper and transparent way — or
whether it is going to vote it down because the member
for Malvern has overreached himself with an
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amendment that has nothing to do with the
recommendations of the Merkel report.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — What an
interesting debate we are having here! Those opposite
just do not seem to get it. We are talking about probity,
we are talking about openness and transparency, and
they just do not get it.
Let us talk a little bit about the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill and what it offers us. It
will amend the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to
create a licence authorising the conduct of wagering
and betting, and then also give a separate licence for
keno. It will also allow an extension of no more than
five months of a gaming operator’s licence at the
discretion of the minister. Basically this is to bring all
the licences into line so they are renewed at the same
time. It also allows for additional deputy chairpersons
and commissioners to the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation.
The bill will create what is termed an exclusive — and I
will get back to that — wagering and betting licence
commencing on 16 August 2012 for 12 years duration,
and there is a possibility of an extension of two years.
As I mentioned before, there is a separate keno licence
also starting on the same date but having a duration of
just 10 years. On our side of the house we have some
problems with this. The process for tendering that is
proposed here is very similar to, in fact it is absolutely
the blueprint for, that used for the lottery licences, and
we thought that was particularly flawed. It was not just
us; as many people have said, it was included in the
Merkel report. As I said, the tendering arrangements for
the wagering and betting and keno licences are
practically identical.
The recommendations of the Merkel review were that
future probity requirements for a lottery or gaming
licence process should expressly prohibit lobbying
activities. I have just come back from a trip to the
United States of America. I was amazed at the number
of people who have paid lobbying jobs, and I am really
frightened that we are going to end up in that sort of
state here. You cannot walk outside the chamber in any
of the state parliaments, or even in the federal Congress,
without being mobbed by a group of lobbyists. Is that
where we are heading now? If we want to keep this sort
of thing open and transparent, we need to keep
lobbyists well out of the loop. If Justice Merkel
recommended that, why is it not being taken seriously
by the other side? The shadow Minister for Gaming has
moved a reasoned amendment to take lobbyists out of
the equation, and I think anybody in their right mind
would vote for that. I hope that some of the members
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on the other side cross the floor on this one because it is
logical.
What we are doing is putting forward a blueprint that
should not be reapplied here; it is dodgy at very best.
During the gaming inquiry we saw that the process
allowed for manipulation and favouritism, and that is
not what open and accountable government is all about.
Of course the main inquiry was about how Intralot
gained its licence, which will start on 1 July. Some of
the new lottery products are about to hit the market —
we already have a very saturated lottery market —
including KenoLucky 70, which will be drawn twice a
day, and LuckyLines, which will be drawn daily.
We already know what Tatt’s is doing, and we are
going to have this on top. For problem gamblers this is
going to be like being a kid in a candy shop. It is not
going to do anything to help with problem gambling.
Let us look at a press release from Intralot that was sent
yesterday, and I am sure all members received this
press release on their emails.
On the subject of problem gamblers, the Intralot letter
to me states:
Intralot has taken care of responsible gambling issues and all
our promotional material encourages players to participate
wisely.

That is like telling an alcoholic to drink wisely. If you
have a problem with gambling, just being told to
gamble wisely is not going to cut it. The issue of what
went on during the tendering process was brought up
by the Leader of The Nationals. Is it really in the best
interests of newsagents and lotto agents to have two
providers? They already have a very good system. As
has been mentioned before, this second system is going
to be very costly, and in fact before the first ticket is
even sold it has cost many of them into the tens of
thousands of dollars.
A lot of these are small businesses. A lot of these are
mother and father-style businesses, and Intralot is
proposing to charge them lots of money. There is a
$10 000 licence fee, and a $5000 bank guarantee that
businesses are having to put up. It is not always easy for
these family-owned businesses to come up with that
sort of money. But if these newsagents and lotto agents
do not use that second provider — if they do not get on
board with Intralot — their business will go elsewhere.
For the sake of competition, sometimes they even have
to put their houses on the line, and that is wrong.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.

2265

Mrs VICTORIA — Before the dinner break I was
talking about the cost to small business of what has
gone on in past tendering processes. Now I want to talk
about the compassion that ministers are asked to have
for people. This is something that we expect from
parliamentarians, and certainly as representatives of our
local electorate we are expected to have a lot of
compassion, but one would expect that ministers are
supposed to have more compassion especially in the
field of their expertise.
The Minister for Small Business is reported to have
ignored pleas for consultation about the changes. The
Minister for Gaming attended a Lottery Agents
Association of Victoria meeting — in fact, its annual
general meeting — and approximately 400 members
were there. These people work very long hours, quite
often away from their family; it might be a
husband-and-wife business, but they may not get to see
their kids as often as they want to. They gave up their
valuable time to go along to this meeting, hoping to
have some resolution, hoping to have some
consultation, but the minister gave a 5-minute speech,
refused to take questions and said he was off to the
footy. I do not think that showed any compassion; it did
not show any feeling; it did not show any true human
nature. It showed that it is not good for the government
to consult, but it is good enough for the government to
collect $32 million in additional taxes at the expense of
these hardworking families and small business owners.
I go back to wagering licences. It is claimed that the bill
will create an exclusive wagering and betting licence,
but that is not true. It is in fact a single licence rather
than an exclusive licence. If it were exclusive, we
would not be able to bet over the phone or on the
internet.
We know that some people are moving interstate with
their businesses. For example, a lot of businesses are
moving up to the Northern Territory to have their
bookies practise up there; even Tabcorp has applied for
a licence in the Northern Territory; Betfair has set up in
Hobart — and of course this is all revenue that the
Victorian government will not be collecting, so it is
probably dudding the Victorian people at the expense
of gamblers down here. There is a very real pattern
happening here of a selfish Brumby Labor government:
it does not consult and it goes in like a bull in a china
shop.
This affects thoroughbred, greyhound and harness
racing. I happen to know quite a lot about the industry.
My father’s father was a breeder of pacers, and my
mother’s father was a breeder and trainer of
thoroughbreds, and they were both very good; this is
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certainly an industry I know a lot about, and it is
amazing that some of those opposite do not have the
same knowledge but still want to sprout off.
How are we going to compensate the 75 000-odd
people engaged in this industry who work hard and
earn an honest living? If there is indeed to be a 30 per
cent income cut to the industry by no longer having the
revenue from pokies and that sort of thing, where is the
money going to come from? The minister says, ‘Trust
us’. I live in the seat of Bayswater. It happens to be on
the EastLink corridor. We trusted the government about
no tolls. EastLink is opening in a couple of weeks —
and there will be tolls!
The government asked us to trust it on all sorts of
different things. It asked the people of the country to
trust it on a policy of not taking water from the country
and feeding it into city toilets and showers. We cannot
trust the government on that issue. How is it that we are
supposed to trust this government, which does not
consult, is not compassionate in any sort of way and is
taking it out on small family businesses, when it says to
us with false assertions that it will give back to the
industry? I am very worried for the industry, and I think
we should all be in favour of the reasoned amendment,
as moved.
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I am pleased to
add my comments on the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill. As a government we are
looking at the allocation of licences for keno and
wagering and betting licences beyond 2012. The
government is determined to open up the process for
the first time to make it a completely open, transparent,
competitive process in the way licences will be
allocated.
This bill essentially sets out the processes that will take
place over the coming years in the determination of the
licences. As I said, it is intended to be a clearly
competitive process in which the minister will be
assisted by the Secretary of the Department of Justice,
who will chair the Gambling Licences Review Steering
Committee. This bill sets out the processes by which
the committee will consider licence applications as they
are put forward.
We are clearly concerned about the effects of gaming
on the overall community, as are many other people
across the Victorian community. We want to see the
horseracing industry enhanced as a result of the
allocation of licences, and we also want to protect
people who might be vulnerable in terms of gambling
issues. The processes for allocating licences will take
heed of both those aspects.
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Firstly, I note with regard to responsible gaming that
not only will people who apply for these licences be
seriously reviewed in light of the proposals for
responsible gaming practices but also that this
government has recently announced a suite of
significant new problem gambling measures. They
include the restriction of access to cash from automatic
teller machines (ATMs) in the vicinity of gaming
venues. In the process leading to 2012, ATMs will not
be allowed in gaming venues. We understand some
consideration may be given to allowing them in
communities such as rural communities, where there
may not be alternative opportunities for accessing
gaming machines. Essentially we are separating the
ATMs from the gaming venues. Even at the casino
ATMs must be at least 50 metres from the entrance of
the gaming floor. Victoria is one of the first states in
Australia to ensure that ATMs are separated from
gaming venues.
The government has also announced that in future it
will double penalties for any gaming provider who
allows a minor to gamble. They will go from a
minimum of a $1100 fine up to $13 000. This shows
how seriously the government treats the issue of
licensees being responsible for ensuring that minors do
not gamble on site. These issues will be followed up
when the licences provided for in this legislation are
allocated. The other more groundbreaking
announcement that was made in relation to the new
gaming licences was that any gaming machines
introduced after 2010 must have a mechanism to allow
a person to preset the time limit for how long they want
to be on the machine and their loss limit before they
commence playing. This will be a first for Australia. It
shows that this government is serious about trying to
address problem gambling.
As we know, many people across this state wish to
gamble and can afford to gamble, and it is appropriate
that the government allow that to take place. While we
want to ensure that a responsible gambling code is put
into place, whether in relation to keno licences or
wagering and betting licences, we also want to ensure
that when we open up applications for licences to a
broader range of people, they understand that the
process will be very transparent and will ensure that the
best possible tenders are accepted.
The process the bill outlines is that the government will
call for tenders, short-list the tenderers and then,
through a very well-developed system of assessment,
assess the various bids for both the keno and gaming
licences. One of the key issues in regard to the
horseracing industry, which is a very significant
industry around this state, is that we want to ensure that
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those who submit tenders will be able to show they can
enhance the horseracing industry by their activities and
will not detract from it.
This bill sets in place a significant change in the gaming
industry that has operated in Victoria. It shows that the
government is very forward thinking and is clear on
establishing a new process for a really competitive
gaming industry and not just allowing those who have
been in the industry for a long time to take on licences
again. We want to ensure this is an open process, and I
am pleased to see that this bill sets up appropriate
mechanisms. We know that further legislation will
follow given the way this government acts on gaming
and the very broad range of gaming opportunities that
exist. The minister outlined some of those in the
second-reading speech. I am very pleased to support the
bill before the house. I trust that it will be carried, as it
should be.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me pleasure to rise
and speak in the debate on the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill 2008. I indicate that along
with my Liberal-Nationals colleagues I will be
supporting the reasoned amendment moved by the
member for Malvern. The technical aspects of the bill
have been well covered by the member for Malvern, so
I do not wish to expand on them. I compliment the
Leader of The Nationals and the member for
South-West Coast on their contributions on how they
see the bill and the general legislative changes to
gambling impacting on country Victorians. I would like
to focus on the issues of uncertainty created by the
amendments to gambling legislation and regulations.
The horseracing industry is very important in north-east
Victoria. At Benalla we have a racing club that has
around a dozen meetings a year. It has just lost one
meeting, but fortunately we were able to re-bid and get
another meeting. Races are also held at Mansfield and
elsewhere in north-east Victoria, including in the
member for Benambra’s area at Upper Towong, which
has also been under pressure, and Wodonga. The key
issue is that the government is saying it is going to take
away $75 million, but it is also saying, ‘Trust me, you
won’t be worse off’. As other speakers on this side of
the house have asked: can you trust the Brumby
government?
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr SYKES — We may call for a division here,
because we have had one yea from the other side and
one nay from this side. In horseracing terms a nay
counts for more than a yea. I know from the personal
experience of people in country Victoria that you
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cannot trust the Labor government. Let us not put too
fine a point on it — we were shafted on Lake Mokoan
and we are now being shafted on the north–south
pipeline, so I do not trust the Labor government. One of
the reasons I do not trust it relates to the government’s
challenge in providing exclusive rights to the people it
proposes to provide them to, as was explained so
clearly by the member for South-West Coast. The
member for South-West Coast outlined the issues of the
changing environment and interstate agencies operating
in racing in Victoria, which at the end of the day would
reduce the income going to the government of Victoria
and therefore reduce its ability to pay out from that pool
of money any offsets to make up the $75 million. This
could well lead to the government not honouring its
commitment.
If anyone doubts that, I say to them that a number of
years ago the ministers made written commitments in
relation to Lake Mokoan but when push came to shove
the statement by the government was, ‘Well, we can
change our minds’ — and that has also happened with
the north–south pipeline. So we doubt that, and the
impact of that on my area would be significant. For
example, the Benalla Racing Club runs 12 meetings a
year, which is important not only in terms of income
generation for the club but also in providing
employment to local trainers and local businesses that
support that industry. All in all it is very significant.
I went to St Pat’s race day in Benalla a few months
ago — I actually sponsored a race there — and it was a
great day. Not only was it a great day for the Irish but it
was a great day for all the people of Benalla who could
come along and enjoy a day out and enjoy some relief
from the prevailing dry conditions. Benalla race
meetings are also a great opportunity for local clubs and
groups, whether they be Apex, the Country Fire
Authority or St Joseph’s Primary School, to generate
money. Race meetings in country Victoria are
community events. They are events which enable
participation and a gathering for the family to get
together and enjoy each other’s friendship and
community spirit, but they also provide an opportunity
to raise funds. So those groups feel under pressure.
Also, I have had correspondence from Gerald Egan
from Mansfield. He wrote:
I am a fourth generation Mansfield resident. I’ve been a
licensed horse trainer for the past 25 years.

He employs three full-time apprentices, four registered
stable hands and a bookkeeper:
I also employ a local farrier, local veterinarians and a local
saddler —
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and he purchases his feed locally. He continued:
… I estimate I spend $500 000 in and around Mansfield each
year.

Gerald Egan is concerned about his future. I am saying
that the impact of this and related legislation has created
an air of uncertainty out there, and that is putting
pressure on our racing clubs, including Mansfield and
Benalla, and the people associated with those clubs.
Similarly, I refer to the local clubs which will be
impacted by the proposed changed legislation on poker
machine licences. In our area we have clubs like the
Benalla Bowls Club, which is a very
community-oriented club. It supports a foundation with
which I am involved, the Benalla Young Sportspersons
Trust, which helps young sportspeople achieve their
dreams. We also have poker machines at the Benalla
Golf Club, which I should declare a vested interest
in — my wife has just won the sixth ladies
championship there. We also have the Savoy Sporting
Club at Myrtleford and the Mansfield Golf Club. All of
the people involved in these organisations are uncertain
about their future because legislation is proposed and a
change is intended, but the reality is we do not know
where we are going, and again we are being told by the
government, ‘Trust us!’.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Dr SYKES — As the Leader of The Nationals said,
the minister responsible for gambling is a good bloke,
but I am not sure that I trust him to lead me all the way.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Dr SYKES — I enjoyed his company in France and
he was very reliable then, but can I trust him to lead me
through the business jungle? At this stage, Minister, I
am sorry; even if I could trust you, I am not sure about
the rest of the party. So we have doubts. And I have
members of the Benalla Bowls Club coming to me and
saying, ‘We cannot afford the $5 million to buy the
poker machines that are going to be in our operation’.
Mr Robinson — Who said they would be
$5 million? You didn’t tell them that, did you?
Dr SYKES — And if that does not occur, then they
come to me and say, ‘We may not have to buy them,
because we will be able to lease them from Tabcorp
and Tattersall’s’. And the question is — —
Mr Robinson — You should have come to the
briefing.
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Dr SYKES — I am sorry, Minister, these are the
people who went to the briefing. As the Leader of The
Nationals said, they came away less clear of what the
future was than when they went into the briefing; that is
the issue. We are saying there is an air of uncertainty
out there, and these people are asking the questions of
me. Just last week they came to me and asked the
questions, Minister. So I will invite you up to
Benalla — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! I ask the member for Benalla and the minister to
restrain themselves a bit and move back onto the bill,
please.
Dr SYKES — This is about the general principle of
this piece of legislation creating an air of uncertainty,
and I was illustrating the air of uncertainty that has been
created by related legislation, and how that impacts on
country communities and small businesses.
The other issue that, again, was raised by the Leader of
The Nationals was the impact the air of uncertainty
created amongst the lottery agencies. To cut a long
story short, it would appear that they need to earn an
extra $60 000 a year gross income to pay for the
increased costs of the new arrangements imposed upon
them by a government which is said to be driven by the
principle of getting the best outcome for all Victorian
taxpayers. That is a coded message for more income in
the pockets of this government to spend willy-nilly on
projects which it cannot manage.
I am concerned about this piece of legislation and the
air of uncertainty that it and related legislation have
created in country Victoria amongst our racing clubs,
our community clubs such as the Benalla bowls and
golf clubs, the Savoy club and the Mansfield Golf Club,
but also in our lottery agencies. I say to the government,
‘Stop beating around the bush, get your act sorted out
before you go public so that when you present these
good ideas to people you can answer their questions,
and also make sure that the way it is done is above
reproach. That is why I support, along with my
National-Liberal colleagues, the reasoned amendment
proposed by the member for Malvern. With those few
remarks I look forward to the outcome of this debate.
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — It is a pleasure to rise
and speak on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill 2008, because I believe it is a sensible
piece of legislation which meets many of the competing
needs in what is a highly contentious area of public
policy. I, firstly, congratulate the Minister for Gaming,
who is at the table and who has been for the entire
debate, and also the former gaming minister, on their
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commitment to pushing through sensible and timely
reform that will, I am sure, ultimately deliver excellent
outcomes, both to the community — which is
important and which has not been mentioned a huge
amount by the other side — and to industry, in terms of
regulatory certainty and much greater certainty on
where the industry is going.
The key proposals of the bill are to create a single
wagering and betting licence authorising the conduct of
wagering on horseracing, harness racing, greyhound
racing and conduct of approved betting competitions to
operate after the expiry of the current wagering licence
in mid-2012; to create a new keno licence to authorise
the conduct of keno games, which will operate on the
expiration of the current Club Keno authorisation in
2012; to permit the extension of gaming operator’s
licences for practical reasons; and to provide for the
appointment of additional deputy chairpersons and
commissioners to the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation.
The Eltham electorate that I represent has four modest
outlets which are extremely well run; they are terrific
entertainment and social gathering places. The Eltham
and Lower Plenty hotels are particularly popular with
younger residents and locals wishing to have a punt,
whilst the Montmorency and Eltham RSLs are great
gathering places for residents of all ages, particularly
for our returned services people and their families.
These operators met recently with the minister to gain a
better understanding of the government’s intent. I think
that all present appreciated the frankness of the
minister’s explanations and left with a clear
understanding — not confusion, as the member for
Benalla seems to think — of how the industry will
evolve in the future.
Once again, I would like to thank the minister for his
tireless efforts. I know he is touring around, speaking to
any possible operator who wishes — —
Mr Robinson — I’ve been everywhere.
Mr HERBERT — He has been everywhere. Any
operator who wishes to speak with the government and
has some questions to ask is getting straightforward
answers to those questions.
This legislation enacts the government’s new industry
structural arrangements for wagering and betting, keno,
which were announced on 10 April this year. Whilst
this legislation has been brought to the Parliament quite
quickly — it is certainly an action- packed minister we
have here! — these new arrangements will come into
effect after 2012, giving plenty of time for the industry
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to adjust to the changed environment. Under these new
arrangements, keno will be offered as a single 10-year
licence, and a single 12-year licence will be offered for
wagering.
Keno is often thought of as the ugly stepsister, the
non-glamorous appendage of the gaming industry. It is
true that it has never been really successful in this state
in competing with other forms of gambling. Yet it can
be quite a relatively inexpensive option for people who
want to just go out, have some time out, relax and have
a very small gamble.
Mr Robinson — A flutter.
Mr HERBERT — They can have a small flutter on
the keno and enjoy themselves at a venue. I believe
there is no doubt that this single specialist licence
should enable much greater creativity in the keno game
and deliver some real benefits to those people who like
to play it and to the industry in general.
The process which led to the legislation — that is, the
gambling licences review process — has been
characterised by openness and transparency. Despite
the rhetoric of those opposite, we have had an invitation
for public submissions, we have had a release of
information papers, and four issues papers were
released. Peter Kirby conducted a review, and the
public consultations on the review of the gaming
machine licence arrangements released a report in
October 2006.
We have had all sorts of probity checks and reviews,
and the processes came up absolutely squeaky clean. In
fact the report of the independent review panel has
verified indubitably that the government processes that
supported this decision for the regulatory structures and
associated arrangements for the provision of gaming
machines, wagering and betting in keno after 2012 met
the high standards — in fact the highest standards — of
probity, transparency and accountability as promised by
this government. That is what has happened.
We have heard in this chamber tonight the member for
South-West Coast question the probity — I think that is
what he was doing; his was quite a rave, really. We
heard the Leader of The Nationals ranting and raving
about the Attorney-General’s criticism of the previous
government’s gaming licence at Southbank. A number
of other members have all questioned this arrangement.
Let us be clear: members should compare what has
happened through this high accountability in the
process, with the probity arrangements in place and
with the independent review panel involved with the
previous government’s last big adventure into gaming
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when it came to the Crown licences. What a difference
you can see between the governments. It was not just
the current Attorney-General who was critical of the
process last time, it was every other independent
commentator. Last time, as opposed to this time in
terms of probity, we saw ITT Sheraton, a multinational
company with a huge reputation, threaten to pull out of
this state because of the way they were treated in the
shoddy tendering practice.

broken in right now. I hope it will take great advantage
of the racing industry, and I hope I get a lot of
enjoyment from it. We have a great industry and this
bill will help it. It is an industry that is acclaimed
throughout the world, not just for the quality of its
competition, not just for the quality of its industry
structure, not just for the quality of its jockeys or its
trainers, but for the quality of its regional tracks and the
series of race meetings we provide.

Have a look at some of the newspaper comments at the
time. I searched for these after the Leader of The
Nationals had finished his contribution. It took
2 minutes to get a quick grab of some of the headlines
at the time of the last gaming contract. For example, the
Sunday Age had ‘Casino arguments dangerous for
government’. Then there was the issue of the grand prix
conflict, where the head of the Grand Prix Corporation
was the same person involved in the Crown Casino
tender; of course there was a conflict of interest.

In terms of this bill, the requirement that any tenderer
has to grow the racing industry, has to support it and
has to develop it, will be a great boon, particularly for
country racing, which is the heart of many country
towns. I think that is a sensible requirement. It is
unusual in a contract like this. It is saying that if you
want to participate in wagering and betting at race
meetings, whether it be greyhound, harness or
thoroughbred racing, you have to show how you are
going to contribute to the growth of that industry, the
enjoyment of that industry and the impact that industry
has in supporting communities right across Victoria. I
think this bill is clearly good news. We have heard a lot
of whingeing and whining from those opposite. I fail to
see where they have made any sensible contribution on
this. I hope the bill is supported thoroughly by the
house.

Other Sunday Age headlines read ‘We’re innocent —
Casino’ and ‘Democrats set agenda for casino inquiry’
as well as ‘The need to know’. Another headline read
‘Casino data sent to ministers’. We should all
remember the breaches of the tendering arrangements
the last time whereby a confidential minute was sent to
the Treasurer and to the minister for gaming before the
tender was closed about what was in the tenders.
Other headlines included ‘Supply of casino bid material
confirmed’ and ‘The road to Victoria’s casino’, and the
list goes on. It was a shambles. It was an appalling
contract. It is absolutely scandalous that members
opposite should say, ‘We were there at the time’ and
then defend that process.
Perhaps the most telling part of the absolute hypocrisy
that we have heard about today concerned certain
people sitting around the table, making a decision on
the Crown Casino bid in October 1994. After the bid
was completed it was revealed in the Sunday Age that
the Casino control authority’s financial adviser did not
recommend Crown over the Sheraton-Leighton bid. No
wonder that company left this state. What we see here
today is a much different circumstance to what
happened last time. It is a clean and very good process
which will deliver great results for this state.
In my remaining minute or so I will comment on the
implications of some of these changes in a lot of areas,
and I will talk a little bit about the racing industry. I
should just say that I do have a vested interest. I am a
part lease-holder in a racehorse. I signed the lease today
and I am very pleased about my new horse and the
syndicate I am in. Its name is Nenagh, and it is being

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make what will be
a brief contribution to the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill 2008. The purpose of this
bill is to amend the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. On
licences the bill includes a process for allowing a
wagering and betting licensee or a keno licensee to be
transferred to a wholly owned subsidiary or to another
company within the same group, and creates a
wagering and betting licence authorising the conduct of
wagering on horse racing, harness racing and
greyhound racing and the conduct of approved betting
competitions. The bill does a number of things,
including altering the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation. The bill provides for the
appointment of some additional deputy chairpersons
and additional commissioners.
Having introduced competition to the Victorian
lotteries market for the first time, the government,
through this bill, will open up keno and wagering and
betting licences to competition for the first time in the
state’s history. That has raised some concerns in
country Victoria. Many in my electorate who are
involved in this want to know what it will mean for
them. In asking this they have raised some concerns.
The small clubs and pubs are worried about the cost of
the licences. If they do not have the capital, what will
they have to do? Will they go into debt or leave less for
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supporting community activities? I know there have
been roadshows out there, but whenever there is change
there is concern in the community.
These new arrangements will put at risk some of the
country community activities. As far as the keno,
scratchies and other games are concerned, many
country operators are small and a 10 per cent
commission and the costs and charges may see some of
these businesses struggle to break even. If you turn over
less than $60 000, you will go broke. This government
is taking those dollars out of country Victoria via
Intralot. There is a risk that country small businesses
will be working for nothing.
Country racing has a role in country Victoria. The bill
leaves some stake money removed from that process.
Figures suggest $75 million will go. At this stage there
is no assurance about how that will be compensated for
or that there is a package on the table that can be fully
evaluated. I know there are assurances there but there
are some concerns. This could lead to more country
fixture losses. The bill has significant risks to country
racing. The member for South-West Coast passionately
put that case. There is a risk to confidence about the
probity issues. The Merkel review has made
recommendations in that area.
In summary, the government has not managed the risks
to country Victoria well, or the communication about
how to manage those risks in country Victoria. Victoria
may well gain, but there is a risk that small country
communities may miss out. The Nationals, in coalition,
are supporting the reasoned amendment. Let us restore
confidence in the probity issues and then move on with
this at a later date.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I rise to support the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill
2008 and, should I get the chance, the house
amendments circulated by the Minister for Gaming,
and obviously to oppose the reasoned amendment
moved by the shadow Minister for Gaming, the
member for Malvern. I do so because this sensible bill
begins the process of securing the gaming and wagering
industries and the racing industry, and does so in a
thoroughly modern, efficient, transparent and effective
manner.
While the bill deals with more than just the wagering
licence, I might focus my comments on that particular
aspect of the bill and look to how the process set up by
the government, in consultation with the industry, will
be dealt with. In the second-reading speech for this bill
the Minister for Gaming set out the process and the
reasoning as to how and why the gaming and wagering
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aspects of the current licensing provisions will be
decoupled. As an active follower of the interests of the
wagering industry and its largely dependent relation,
the racing codes, I have followed the history and the
practice of this sector for some time.
I can give some limited credit, even allowing for the
significant probity problems that the member for
Eltham pointed to, to how when the former Totalisator
Agency Board — the tote — was privatised, the
government attempted to come up with a package of
measures that sought to secure the racing industry’s
legitimate interest in that process. I think there were
some holes in that process, as the member for Eltham
has pointed out, and the relationship between the
wagering players and the three racing codes was far
from perfect. Indeed the position of bookmakers was
particularly perilous. It took the Labor government’s
racing ministers to deal with those particular problems.
It looks like it may well be Labor government racing
and gaming ministers who will again seek to secure the
position of the sector.
What this bill does, and what the Labor government
will do, is introduce a new competitive arrangement
into the process of awarding that wagering licence. That
will benefit the community and the Victorian taxpayers
and the racing industry. It will do that in such a way as
to ensure the position of the three codes and their many
dependent communities. The opposition’s quite frankly
Mad Hatter approach to this bill again demonstrates
how unfit to govern it really is and how it is not
genuinely interested in the future of this sector — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr FOLEY — Mad Hatter! You just do not know
whether they are coming or going. Members opposite
are not interested in the future of the sector and in
particular the many regional and rural communities that
are looking for a sustainable model for how their
industry should continue.
Let us briefly consider this bill, its processes and its
implications. The bill will put in place post-2012 a
wagering and betting system and licence that will
decouple the current gaming machine licences, which
have provided some significant revenue for the racing
industry. The new racing licence will be awarded
exclusively to that successful bidder in the form of an
exclusive totalisator and fixed-price betting through
retail outlets other than on racecourses and in the casino
arrangement. That is largely the current position. The
member for South-West Coast sought to introduce the
red herring of the Western Australian act limiting
Betfair’s operation being struck down by the High

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
2272

ASSEMBLY

Court of Australia and suggested it somehow
jeopardises the government’s commitment and process.
Nothing could be further from the truth. The Minister
for Racing slapped that one down before tea when he
indicated that our commitment to a viable and growing
racing industry in Victoria would ensure a ‘no less
favourable’ position. We heard from the minister that
this would include a consideration of the taxation
arrangements as they apply to the industry.
What strikes me as odd is the opposition’s position and
how far this once great Liberal Party has sunk in its
logic and reasoning about this. How is it that on this
and many other economic management and
microeconomic reform issues that involve service
delivery, shareholder and community futures we see the
Liberals as but mere shadows of that former party of
business, of efficiency and of dynamism?
How is it that the ALP is now the only party of modern,
efficient management that looks to the future in this
state? Let us look no further than at how the Liberals
are treating the current licence-holder, Tabcorp. We
heard from the member for Malvern, who also referred
to a similar letter going to the member for South-West
Coast, and I gather they had today received letters from
Tabcorp advising them that somehow this bill was a
threat and that somehow the horror of a competitive
position, rather than some cushy deal that seemed to be
the alternative that they were proposing, would be dealt.
But it is not exactly clear what the Liberal Party was
calling for, because other than dragging the names of
defenceless individuals through its normal tactics of
smearing and badmouthing under the protection of
parliamentary privilege, its tactics have been all over
the place.
We need to remember that, as a publicly listed
company, Tabcorp has nothing to fear. Like all other
potential players in this bid, should it choose to make
one, Tabcorp is well entitled to pay some attention to
what the minister said in his second-reading speech:
… bidders for the licence will be required to demonstrate a
commitment to a growing and viable Victorian racing
industry.

This is against the broader context of looking to
‘economic development generally in the state’.
I ask that Tabcorp and its well-known leading Victorian
chief executive officer — with its significant interstate
interests and its history of relocating a large number of
Victorian jobs from Melbourne to New South Wales in
an effort to cut wages and conditions — have a look at
itself and ask itself how this behaviour has contributed
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to the economy of Victoria and how it has contributed
to the viability of the racing industry.
Together with all other bidders, Tabcorp need have no
fear of competition in a publicly accountable and
transparent decision-making process that would deliver
to the racing industry economic development, security
and jobs, particularly to the racing industry in regional
and rural Victoria. It is sad that the opposition has
moved its reasoned amendment, because it is far from
reasonable in that all it seeks to do is delay and remove
the very certainty that the opposition has been calling
for in this place.
The importance of this bill to secure the future of the
racing industry is not unimportant to me personally and
to my family. I need to put on record that my
grandfather was the president and secretary of the Boort
Harness Racing Club for many years. Sadly that club
has been amalgamated through decisions made by
Racing Victoria Ltd, but there is still the annual
D. W. Foley Pacing Handicap, which I had the
privilege of attending with — —
An honourable member — You presented the
trophy, didn’t you?
Mr FOLEY — I did. I was part of the team of
Foleys presenting the trophy. Indeed my grandfather’s
grandfather was the foundation secretary of the Boort
Harness Racing Club in the 1890s, so the commitment
of my family to securing that trophy — some $5000,
which now falls to my generation to find every
year — —
Mr Robinson — It’s a privilege!
Mr FOLEY — Indeed it is a privilege to do so, I
can assure the minister, given that the same trainer has
won it for the last four years in a row. Under the
leadership of Harness Racing Victoria, the once
uncertain future of the Boort Harness Racing Club,
after its amalgamation with Bendigo as opposed to
Swan Hill, saw a bumper crowd at this year’s event. I
look forward to a process whereby this package of
reforms secures not only the D. W. Foley Pacing
Handicap but all regional, rural and Melbourne
metropolitan harness racing gallops and greyhounds.
Whilst we look forward to that arrangement, I will
close by reiterating my comment that any bidder who
comes to this process need not have any fear of not
having an open, transparent and accountable process
that will deliver both regional and rural Victoria and the
racing industry security in the long term, and I look
forward to this minister guiding that process.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to join
the debate on the Gambling Regulation Licensing Bill,
which sets up a wagering and betting licence process,
creates a statewide keno licence, permits the extension
of a gaming operator’s licence — which I understand is
Tattersall’s in this case — and provides for additional
deputy chairs and commissioners for the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The bill puts meat on the bones of the government’s
announcement in a press release in April under the
heading ‘New structure for gaming in Victoria beyond
2012’. The major take-out — which is a dreadful term,
but it does summarise it in terms of press coverage —
was that there are changes to gaming machine
arrangements which will allow hotels and clubs to bid
directly. Of course there are also other significant
changes, including the variance of caps, the keno
arrangements to create a single and specific licence and
changes to the arrangements for the wagering structure
currently run by Tabcorp, the descendant of the old
Totalisator Agency Board.
In the press release the Premier indicated that wagering
would be opened up for competition, and I will make
the observation the competition is always welcome,
provided it is genuine competition, it is on a level
ground and there is no inside running.
When this bill was first introduced I had mixed feelings
about whether or not I wanted to speak on it, because
issues about gaming and wagering — indeed gambling
of almost any sort — do not loom particularly large in
my life. An 18-game Quick Pick on a Saturday night is
about as exciting as it gets for me, and that is a lottery
rather than gambling. Quite frankly, I find electronic
gaming machines very boring (EGMs), and given the
insidious effects they have, that is probably lucky for
me.
I attend race meetings regularly, but I find that
experience enjoyable enough and do not need to
heighten the sensation by having a financial stake in the
outcome; I enjoy racing just as much without it. I count
myself lucky; other people may have a less charitable
description, but there it is!
I have chosen to speak on this bill because almost
everything we are talking about tonight — that is,
electronic gaming machines, keno, the impact on pub
venues and horseracing; perhaps not harness racing —
are very important to the seat of Mornington. Tourism
and leisure are very important to the Mornington
Peninsula generally, and gaming machines are very
important generally, but right in the middle of the
electorate is the Mornington Racing Club. It is very
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important to my electorate that these industries are kept
in good health financially — there are potential risks for
the racing industry in this bill — and in terms of the
integrity of the industry structure, it is very important
that that probity be retained.
I understand there may be some technical issues with
this bill, particularly in terms of the inconsistencies in
the offence provisions, but no doubt they will be ironed
out. I also understand that a review is under way, and it
would appear that perhaps we may have been able to
get all the problems solved without putting this
legislation through and then putting a subsequent series
of amendments through later. It does not seem to be a
terribly sensible use of parliamentary time, but there it
is — that is what we are doing, so we will just have to
live with it.
In the remaining time I have I want to concentrate on
two aspects. Firstly, I will make a few comments about
the integrity of the process, because the process needs
not only to be as pure as driven snow, but also seen to
be that way. It is no good having flawless integrity and
absolute probity in the process if there is a perception
that it is not there. Even if you accept that the lotteries
tender process was perfect in every way, the perception
in the community is that there were some problems;
that it was a flawed process. You have to make sure
that there is not a problem either in fact or in
perception. If you look at the recommendations of the
Merkel review, and I am sure they have been referred to
by other members, there is a comment that future
probity requirements for a lottery or gaming licence
process should expressly prohibit lobbying activities. It
seems to me that those provisions are absent from this
legislation. They could easily have been put into this
bill, and the member for Malvern’s reasoned
amendment addresses that issue.
Turning to the racing industry and the changes that will
be introduced in 2012 — the intention of separating
gaming machines from racing revenue — the fact that
they are mixed up is an accident of history in that the
TAB became Tabcorp, which then got into the poker
machine business, or the EGM business, but the fact is
that they are at the moment very tightly bound. This
proposition was not exactly received with universal
enthusiasm by the racing industry or the commentary
section of the racing industry. The Australian probably
carried the most pedestrian heading — ‘Racing must
replace funds’. Then we had the Herald Sun with the
headline ‘No more jackpots for the racing industry’,
saying that every post would be a loser under a pokies
restructure. The Age carried the headline ‘Gaming
shake-up strips racing of pokies profits’. Another
headline in the Age was ‘Take the government on
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trust?’. There is a fair bit of scepticism out there, and
that is not surprising because we are really only dealing
with half of the issue.
The intent when the TAB was established was that
racing would be in control of its own destiny, but the
best we have now, I understand from comments made
by the Minister for Racing that the new arrangements
will be no less favourable than the current ones. What
that means is open to interpretation, and when you have
that sort of interpretation there is a degree of
uncertainty. On present-day figures the racing industry
is assured of $75 million a year through this process. It
has something like $225 million of internally generated
revenue, so we are talking about a $300-million
business. By 2012 that $75 million will probably have
jumped to $100 million a year. Removal of that
$100 million each year is enough to devastate the
industry. The proportion of revenue it is getting from
that source is so significant that its loss would devastate
the industry.
I am rather surprised that we are debating this bill
tonight because it is, I think, eight weeks to the day
since the consultation process commenced. The
intention was to have the consultation process open for
eight weeks.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr MORRIS — It was 11 April to 11 June. That is
roughly eight weeks.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I will ignore the interjections
coming from the Minister for Gaming, who is at the
table. Nevertheless, we have not seen the outcome of
that process, and we are only debating half of the
package, and that is the concern. We are talking about
an industry of 70 000 people, a $2 billion a year
industry. To be considering half of this process when
we do not know the answer or even the draft
arrangements for the other questions is bad practice,
and it may well result in very bad public policy. If the
government fails the industry it will certainly be held
accountable by the people of Victoria.
In conclusion, if the amendment proposed by the
member for Malvern succeeds then obviously there will
be an opportunity to address the probity issues, and the
important issues related to the potentially very serious
negative impact on the racing industry will also be able
to be addressed and considered together. I commend
the reasoned amendment to honourable members.
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Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am very pleased to
rise this evening to speak in support of the Gambling
Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill. This bill
comes about after an extensive process of consultation
and deliberation, and I would like to warmly
congratulate the Minister for Gaming, who is in the
chamber this evening, on all of the work he has done in
putting this legislation in place. It is, as always, a great
new piece of government legislation to take us beyond
2012.
I would particularly like to congratulate the minister
and the government for taking the step of opening up
the gaming industry in Victoria to open up the duopoly
that has been in place up until this time. In my own
electorate in particular there are many RSL clubs,
community clubs and sporting clubs that have warmly
welcomed this legislation because they will be able to
move forward with the opening up of the duopoly. I am
certainly no expert in gaming, not having done a great
deal of it myself, but it is my understanding that
revenue that has in the past gone to the duopoly will
now be available for clubs, the RSL and community
organisations. This will be of great benefit to the
community, and one of the intentions of this legislation
is to empower our local clubs and make them more
responsible to our local communities, particularly in the
area of gaming.
In my electorate there are a number of responsible
gaming operators, and they are as anxious as the
government to put in place many processes to aid
responsible gaming, so this is a really good piece of
legislation.
I was in the chair as Acting Speaker before dinner and
had the opportunity to listen to the contribution of the
member for Malvern.
Mr Robinson — Sorry about that!
Ms MUNT — I accept the apology, Minister, but it
was not your contribution; it was the contribution of the
member for Malvern.
Mr Robinson — I sat through it too.
Ms MUNT — That is true; the minister was at the
table at the time.
Many things have been said by the member for
Malvern on this topic, but the one I will comment on is
not the contribution he made to the debate today. I
remember I was sitting up in bed, watching Lateline —
I think that is what it was — —
An honourable member — Was he on that too?

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

Ms MUNT — Yes, he was on it a month or so ago
when this announcement was made. I was very
surprised to hear the member for Malvern say that the
government should pay the duopoly operators
$1 billion — I cannot remember his exact words, but
this was the intent of the statement. I wondered at the
sense in coming straight out and saying that those two
operators, with all the profits they have made over the
past years, should be paid $1 billion straight off the top.
I wondered where that $1 billion would come from. To
say I was a little surprised is probably an
understatement. I have been waiting for the member for
Malvern to make more statements in the media on this,
but there do not seem to have been any. He might have
recognised the error of his ways and decided to go quiet
on that topic after that.
As I said earlier, this very courageous decision by the
Minister for Gaming provides a way forward for the
industry towards 2012. I look forward to the period of
consultation that will now ensue, enabling the clubs,
RSLs and sporting venues in my electorate to refer to
and be responsive to the community. I believe it
empowers the community. The bill is another good
piece of legislation, and I think it will be followed by
further legislation in coming sessions of Parliament to
put these new gaming regulations in place. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill 2008 and support the reasoned
amendment moved by the shadow Minister for
Gaming. The purpose of the bill is to amend the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to create a licence
authorising the conduct of wagering and betting and a
separate licence authorising the conduct of keno, to
permit the extension by more than five months of a
gaming operator’s licence on the invitation of the
minister, and to provide for the appointment of
additional deputy chairpersons and commissioners to
the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The technical provisions of the bill have been covered
by previous speakers, and in particular the racing
section of the bill has been covered in some detail. In
the short time I have to speak on the bill I will not
spend time speaking on that. I do not have as much
experience of the horseracing industry as many of the
other speakers appear to have had. I also have not had
extensive experience with many areas of gambling.
Having been brought up in a fairly Presbyterian
background, where drinking and gambling were
virtually forbidden — I am afraid I did start to drink,
but I have stayed away from gambling for quite a
while — I am very conscious of the effect that gaming
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has on many people in the community, usually those
who can least afford it.
The Minister for Gaming has said that in future
legislation the government will restrict access to cash in
gaming venues by prohibiting all automatic teller
machines (ATMs) in all gaming venues by the end of
2012. I am glad to see that the government has done a
turnaround on this and finally responded to the calls to
act on an issue on which many community members
have expressed concern, but we should not start
celebrating because that is four years away.
Mr Robinson — It starts at the end of next year.
Mrs FYFFE — I have ‘four years away’ written
down. The gaming minister may be correct — but
going on the record, I doubt it — but two years is too
far away.
Gaming revenue from the Yarra Ranges has jumped
from $16.9 million to $17.5 million in the last six
months. This government has been profiteering from
the losses of residents in my electorate, yet we get so
little back for schools, sports facilities and roads. The
delay in removing the ATMs — whether it is two years
or four years — is going to cost Yarra Ranges residents,
and all people in Victoria, in the interim. The future
legislation will not do anything to address the fact that
the purpose of the existing $400 ATM limit is
circumvented by the ability of gamblers to withdraw
amounts from EFTPOS machines, with limits that are
set by the banks. In fact the banks are being more
responsible than the government in that area.
Everything we do in this house has an effect on
individuals. In this case the changes made by the
legislation the government has brought into Parliament
have created a period of uncertainty for the people who
operate Tattersall’s agencies. It is causing many of
them great concern. I have been approached by a
representative of these operators, who told me that
almost 600 independent small business operators — all
working families, to use a popular Labor phrase — will
initially lose up to 15 per cent of their income during
the transition, and there is no compensation. These
independent small business operators employ hundreds
and thousands of staff across the state on a part-time or
full-time basis. These working families are threatened
with losing income with no offer of compensation. To
access the new system the operators are going to need
to invest approximately $5000 per annum extra for five
years to even have a chance, with no guarantee of
recouping their lost incomes, and again, with no offer
of compensation.
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It is estimated that the changes to the poker machines
licences being re-tendered could raise $2 billion in total
for the current operators to buy back their licences.
How much of this is going to be spent on minimising
harm in the community as a result of the impact of
gaming? As we enter this stressful time of higher
interest rates and higher petrol prices, those who are
struggling are going to turn more and more to gaming,
to buying the extra tickets and to playing gaming
machines in the hope that they will get out of the
situation they are in.
They are betting money they cannot afford; it is money
that should be spent on food; yet the government does
not seem to be saying, ‘We are going to do more to
help’, or, ‘We are going to do more to prevent problem
gamblers’. It seems to be all a token, and it concerns me
very greatly because all of us see it in our electorates.
We are all being approached by people who have
become homeless because they cannot make their
mortgage repayments, and they cannot make their
rental payments.
I am very conscious that other members are waiting to
speak on this bill. As I said, I support the reasoned
amendment moved by the shadow Minister for
Gaming.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I rise to support the
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing)
Bill 2008. This is a significant piece of legislation
which will put in place a new industry structure
post-2012 for wagering and betting, keno and gaming
machines. I congratulate the minister for the fantastic
work that has been done in bringing the bill forward.
The bill is designed to create a single wagering and
betting licence authorising the conduct of wagering on
horseracing, harness racing, greyhound racing, and the
conduct of approved betting competitions to operate
after the expiration of the current wagering licence in
mid-2012. The bill also creates a new keno licence
authorising the conduct of keno games which will
operate at the expiration of the current Club Keno
authorisation in 2012.
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opens up the keno and wagering licences to competition
for the first time. This measure will help struggling
small-time hotels and club operators enormously. A
single wagering and betting licence, a separate keno
licence and a separate gaming licence make sense since
current wagering and gambling markets are larger and
different from what they were when licences were
originally issued in 1994. At that time wagering and
betting licences and gaming licences were linked
because the licences were granted to the state-owned
TAB. Since then Tabcorp has become a publicly listed
company.
Keno now has the potential to become an alternative
entertainment option for Victorians. The game currently
enjoys a high level of popularity in other states and has
the potential to become more popular in Victoria.
These new arrangements will provide an opportunity
for a new licensee to grow the product as a potential
add-on to other entertainment options in venues. By
opening up the licence to a competitive tender process,
a licensee will be able to develop a game that best suits
player expectations and delivers more entertainment
options for Victorians. All other jurisdictions in
Australia operate with a single, unlinked wagering
licence. The big fuss made by the opposition on these
issues is due to complete ignorance.
The new arrangements bill provide certainty and
stability for the racing industry in Victoria, which is a
consistent feature wherever racing is held around the
world. The new arrangements will give the racing
industry control of its future. It will be working with a
wagering partner who will give primacy to the racing
industry. It is pleasing to note that the Brumby
government is committed to ensuring that the racing
industry continues to prosper.
The racing industry is huge in my electorate of
Cranbourne. Every morning over 800 horses train in the
largest training facility in the Southern Hemisphere. We
have the only racecourse in Australia that
provides — —
Mr Robinson interjected.

The bill also permits the extension of a gaming
operator’s licence. The wagering and betting licence
post-2012 is to be a single and fixed odds licence. The
licence will be for 12 years, and the government may
extend it for a further two years. The keno licence will
also be a single licence post-2012. The licence length
will be for 10 years.
The post-2012 structure means that hotels and clubs
have an opportunity to own gaming machines, and it

Mr PERERA — Definitely. It provides punters
with a tri-code racing, where trotting, harness racing
and greyhound racing meet on the same day at the same
facility.
The Victorian wagering industry has the second largest
by wagering expenditure in Australia, behind New
South Wales. Therefore it is an attractive and viable
wagering business for any potential provider of
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wagering. The racing industry will be funded from
wagering to the greatest possible extent.
The government is committed to finalising the financial
arrangements in consultation with the industry, with a
commitment to ensure that new funding arrangements
are not less favourable to those that are already in place.
The selection criterion for a wagering licence will
require bidders o be able to demonstrate a commitment
to prioritising the promotion of a viable and growing
Victorian racing industry as a principal objective for the
licence. The probity and integrity of the future licensee
is considered paramount by the government, and any
bidder who is not considered to meet the required
probity standards will be excluded from the process.
The processes set in place by this bill will ensure that
licences are granted to applicants who conduct their
gambling businesses honestly and free from criminal
influence and exploitation. The bill also provides that
there is to be one wagering and betting licence in
operation at any time. The licence authorises the
wagering and betting licensee to conduct wagering and
approved betting competition. The bill provides that
both an application for a wagering and betting licence
and an application for a keno licence must be
accompanied by a responsible gambling code of
conduct that the applicant intends to implement if the
licence is granted. The government expects that the
applicant’s code of conduct will meet its minimum
standards of responsible gambling.
The government is committed to introducing legislation
to come into effect in 2012 to prohibit automatic teller
machines in all gaming venues except in some regional
centres where access to an ATM is crucial. ATMs will
also be banned within 50 metres of an entrance to the
casino. This makes Victoria one of the first states to ban
ATMs from gaming venues. These are measures to
protect problem gamblers, and this is the structure that
will be in place post-2012. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of the
Lowan electorate I rise to make a contribution on the
Gaming Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill. As
members may know, the main provisions of the bill are
to create an exclusive wagering and betting licence, a
keno licence and also to provide for the extension by no
more than five months of the Tattersall’s gaming
licence, which will bring it into line with the expiry of
Tabcorp’s licence.
I declare that I have a son who works for Tattersall’s, so
I have an interest — —
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Mr Jasper — A pecuniary interest?
Mr DELAHUNTY — Not a pecuniary interest, I do
not have a direct interest. The main points I want to
raise in my contribution today are in relation to
wagering and betting and its impact on racing. I want to
raise the concerns of country racing, particularly the
gallops and the harness racing industries, and the
long-term viability of community gaming facilities, and
also gaming in general.
I support the reasoned amendment moved by the
member for Malvern, which states that the bill should
be withdrawn and redrafted to ensure that the probity
requirements of the licensing process are protected by
the prohibiting of lobbying activities as was
recommended by the Gambling and Lotteries Licence
Review Panel.
The government shows poor form when it comes to
racing — an industry worth $2.3 billion and employing
75 000 people. As we know, the government has
overseen the diminution of country racing, particularly
harness racing. A couple of years ago an enormous
number of harness racing tracks across country Victoria
were wiped out. People are still fighting to get their race
meetings back at Hamilton, and we hope that this will
happen in the near future; we keep our fingers crossed
in that regard.
Earlier this year the government oversaw the
dismantling of many racing clubs in country Victoria.
The Brumby government’s lack of support for country
racing is abysmal. Country Victorians, particularly
members of country racing clubs, are frustrated and
rightly angry with this city-centric government’s lack of
support for their racing industry. In my electorate we
lost four race meetings — Casterton, Edenhope,
Hamilton and Wimmera — and TAB status was lost at
Apsley, Coleraine and Edenhope. The Minister for
Gaming is here. He has been to Coleraine; he has also
been to Edenhope.
Mr Robinson — I was there at the cup.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I bet you would not be game
to go back there now. You know they are not happy at
all.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) — Order!
The member, through the Chair.
Mr DELAHUNTY — These voluntary committees
do an enormous amount of work for our country racing
industry. The government’s overseeing of country
racing has been abysmal. The impact of losing these
race meetings and TAB status is great, as the Minister
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for Gaming knows from when he went to Coleraine for
the 150th running of the Coleraine steeple — that day
was worth about $100 000.
Mr Robinson — It was raining.
Mr DELAHUNTY — Thankfully it did rain, but
the reality is now that as a result of losing TAB status
the prize money that can be offered is about $8000.
How are we going to get trainers, owners and horses to
travel distances to come to these race meetings with the
price of fuel as it is today? As the minister knows, these
country race meetings are an integral part of the social
fabric of country communities, and it is a real tragedy to
see them being lost in country Victoria.
The recommendations in the Merkel review spoke
about the fact that future probity requirements for
lottery or gaming licences should expressly prohibit
lobbying activities. This goes back to my point before:
it is the reason I am supporting the reasoned
amendment.
Concerns have also been raised by community clubs in
gaming venues in my area. As the Minister for Gaming
is at the table, I want to say that 12 months ago to this
month there were enormous concerns in the gaming
venues in my electorate about the changes that were
proposed by the government in relation to the
community benefit statements. We could have seen a
lot of the country clubs wiped out overnight.
Mr Robinson — We fixed that.
Mr DELAHUNTY — The government fixed it.
With a lot of lobbying from The Nationals we got an
extension of that and now, to the government’s credit,
there have been changes.
Mr Robinson — I visited the Horsham club. You
weren’t there.
Mr DELAHUNTY — I will get back to that in a
minute. That is right. Many of these clubs were fearful
of the changes proposed by the government, because
they were seen to potentially threaten their financial
viability. Clubs were greatly upset because there was no
consultation on the implementation of the changes.
Thankfully after the government realised the error of its
ways and changed its decision. Again, it is a bit like all
of these changes that we are talking about today: the
clubs are worried about their future viability. With the
changes to gaming venue licences in the future — they
are not particularly covered in this legislation, but it
does extend the licence of some of those that are
operating — the viability of these country community
clubs is of concern to those in my electorate. They
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contribute greatly to their communities and do a
wonderful job in the services they provide and the
employment opportunities they create. I highlight some
venues in my electorate: Alexandra House in Hamilton;
the Horsham Sports and Community Club, and I will
come back to that; the RSL club in Horsham; and the
Tabaret in Horsham. There are also other gaming
venues in the area that are concerned about the changes.
I know the minister has been to the Horsham Sports and
Community Club. I congratulate him because I wanted
him to go there when he visited the great Horsham RSL
club. He knows the Horsham Sports and Community
Club was established in 1992 as a venue for community
organisations to meet and enjoy the potential profits
from the activities of the hospitality venue, which
include gaming. The club is one of the most modern
facilities in country Victoria — and I think the minister
would have to agree with that. It has an open, spacious
layout providing maximum comfort not only to
members but also to its many guests. The club has
many proud achievements, including having won
numerous community service awards from Clubs
Victoria, the Tattersall’s best gaming venue for under
50 machines in Victoria and other awards too numerous
to mention here tonight. Last year the club allocated
about $80 000 in sponsorship to many organisations —
sporting groups, preschools and other groups across the
Wimmera area — and this highlights that the benefits
are spread right across the region.
I hear some members speak about the fact that they
want the revenue raised in their council areas to be
spent in their area. A couple of shires in my electorate
do not have any gaming machines — for example,
West Wimmera shire and Hindmarsh shire; I am pretty
sure Yarriambiack shire does not have gaming
venues — but a lot of people from those areas come
into the Horsham Sports and Community Club and
might go to the RSL or to other venues. Those
communities want a fair share of the Community
Support Fund from the government. As I said, the
Horsham Sports and Community Club donated $80 000
in sponsorship last year. Since 1992 it has distributed
over $780 000 to local community groups through
sponsorship. It is a very worthwhile group of which I
speak highly. Its mission statement states that it is
working for the community with pride.
The last topic I want to cover is Intralot agencies. A lot
of small agencies, some in shopping centres, that sell
scratchies, keno tickets and these types of products are
commonly called Tatts agencies. They are very small
agencies in a lot of cases. As of 1 July they will sell
Intralot tickets. As you will know, Acting Speaker, in
your electorate, and it is the same in mine, many of

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT (LICENSING) BILL
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

these agencies are small, family-run businesses. They
now have to pay up to $15 000 to do from 1 July
exactly what they are doing today. Most of those
agencies feel that they are paying for the licences being
given to Intralot by this government. Next month they
will be doing exactly the same as they are doing today,
yet they have to pay up to $15 000 for the privilege.
The reality is that most of them feel that money is going
straight through Intralot to this government. It will be
interesting to see the revenue that will be created by the
changes.
I will get back to the original purpose of this bill. As
members know, it will change the gaming, and
particularly wagering, licences in this state. I again
highlight that horse racing, harness racing and even
greyhound racing are very important sectors in my
electorate, and they must be protected. The reality is
that the Minister for Racing stated when this was
brought into Parliament that the racing industry would
be no worse off. But we still do not know how that will
happen. Major concerns have been raised by us across
the sector. For those reasons and many others, I support
the reasoned amendment moved by the member for
Malvern. I will wait to see the outcome of that division,
whether it be tonight or tomorrow.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am delighted to
support the Gambling Regulation Amendment
(Licensing) Bill which sets out to provide for and create
a new separate licensing regime for the issuing of a
wagering and betting licence. It also includes provisions
for the creation of a keno licence authorising the
conduct of keno games. The member for Lowan
seemed to understand the bill, unlike many other
members, who did not understand its purposes. He
mentioned that the bill will extend a gaming operator’s
licence. The bill will also provide for the appointment
of additional deputy chairpersons and commissioners to
the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation.
I am very pleased to speak on this bill. Like many other
members, I have had some connections with the sport
of kings and other sports, particularly with pacing. One
of my cousins was the leading reinsman in Victoria, at
least for one season if not more. I am talking about Dal
Fitzpatrick, who used to train out at Kilmore. He was
also quite famous for training trotters as opposed to
pacers. It depends on which foot you put down first, I
guess! He had good success with a number of trotters
over the years. From memory, I think he originally
drove for Billy McKay and then following on from that,
he set himself up.
We have always had many colourful characters in
racing, trotting and even the dish lickers — that is, the
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dogs. I remember one jockey who once rode in the
Melbourne Cup but later fell on hard times. He used to
bet against someone else in the field, which of course
you are not supposed to do. I remember once he was on
a two-year-old when it bolted. It got to the corner and
he was 13 lengths in front, so he pulled it into the fence
and over he went. His brother rushed across to him and
said, ‘Are you right, Mate?’, and he said, ‘Well, did it
win?’. I am afraid he had the wrong idea about racing.
He was backing the wrong horse, but in order to back it,
he had to get off his own horse. They were very
colourful characters.
I was a bit surprised at the bit of colour in the house
here a few weeks ago when the member for Malvern
was getting stuck into Duncan Fischer, the former head
of Tattersall’s. It is not the sort of thing you would want
to do outside the house. There is such a thing as
parliamentary privilege, of course, but I was very
surprised at the extent to which the member for
Malvern went on about the former head of Tattersall’s.
I would be surprised if he said the same words outside
this house.
This is a very important industry, and it is important
that everyone behave with a certain amount of probity,
good sense and balance in that regard. It is important
that as parliamentarians who are responsible to the
people of Victoria we consider these issues in that
regard and consider these matters carefully without
seeking to impugn the reputations of other people, for
whatever cause they may think of, for short-term gain. I
was really surprised at this happening a couple of
weeks ago.
Yes, probity is very important; we understand all that. I
am sure that for those on the government side of the
house this will be about selecting the best applicant for
a wagering licence so that, together with the racing
industry, we can develop the best outcome for racing in
Victoria. The government will take into account a wide
range of factors in determining the preferred bidder for
the licence, including probity. Of course there are
considerable processes involved when it comes to
probity in terms of licences and putting out contracts.
Anyone who reads the Auditor-General’s reports would
be well aware of that. There will also be issues of
technical and financial capability, and viability is very
important in that regard.
As has already been mentioned by other speakers,
under this bill it is important that the bidder and
ultimate licensee give a commitment to not only the
growing and viable racing industry here in Victoria but
also the harness racing and greyhound racing industries.
In conducting approved betting competitions they will
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have to make sure that they contribute to those
particular industries. The government has to ensure that
the funding for the racing industry — whether it be for
racing, harness racing or greyhounds — and the
operational relationships it develops with the licensee
are no less favourable than the current arrangements.
That is very important.
The probity and integrity of the future licensee is
considered paramount by the government, and any
bidder not considered to meet such high and required
probity standards will be excluded from the process. I
make that very clear, and I am sure the minister will
endorse the statements I am making about probity and
about how important it is to ensure this. This bill creates
the background and regulations for issuing the licence
in this regard.
Another section of the bill provides for the creation of a
keno licence. Many members have hotels and gaming
venues in their electorates. I have one. The Matthew
Flinders Hotel is one of the biggest in Victoria. I know
it is well run, and it has been very supportive of
community groups. For example, it is supportive of a
local charity, the Edge Community Fund, which assists
children in our area. It makes sure that it both supports
that local charity and arranges a number of functions
for it.
It is important that these gaming operators give back to
the community, as they have a responsibility to do. I see
it as a social dividend that they need to provide to the
community because of the responsibility they accept in
having gaming licences. The Matthew Flinders Hotel
has keno, and I am sure that when the new licensing for
keno comes through it will continue to be held in that
venue. It is a game which has some popularity, and I
am sure over time it will probably gain further
popularity. This bill deals with the creation of the keno
licence and authorises it for the future, and I am very
supportive of what is here. There are some other
elements in the bill, including the amendments put
forward by the minister in terms of the extension of the
gaming operator’s licence as well as the extension of
the wagering and betting licences under certain
conditions.
I do not support the reasoned amendment. I know that it
talks about probity, but I have already discussed issues
of probity and how they are being dealt with in this bill
and how the government intends to deal with them
when it comes to both arranging for the selection of a
licensee and later on in making sure that that licensee
implements the contract they will be bound to when
they are selected.

Wednesday, 11 June 2008

This is a reform and continued development of the
gaming industry at all levels. The wagering industry in
Victoria is being very well handled by this government.
These are big changes, and big changes are necessary
every so often when licence changes or renewals, new
arrangements or whatever are put in place in order to
select new licensees. Such changes do not come around
very often. This bill is setting out what we will do in
terms of wagering, betting and keno into the future. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to make a contribution to the debate on
the Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing)
Bill 2008. This bill seeks to do a number of things in
terms of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, including
creating a licence authorising the conduct of wagering
and betting and a separate licence authorising the
conduct of keno. It will permit the extension by no
more than five months of a gaming operator’s licence
on the invitation of the minister and will also provide
for the appointment of additional deputy chairpersons
and commissioners to the Victorian Commission for
Gaming Regulation.
In essence what the bill seeks to do is create an
exclusive wagering and betting licence for a 12-year
period commencing from 16 August 2012, and a keno
licence for a 10-year period commencing from the
same date. The bill will also provide for a five-month
extension to Tattersall’s gaming machine licence to
bring it in line with the licence that Tabcorp was
granted, so that each will expire in August 2012.
As has been mentioned by members on this side of the
house, we will be pleased to support the reasoned
amendment moved by the member for Malvern, which
seeks the bill’s withdrawal and redrafting to ensure that
the probity requirements of the licensing process are
protected by prohibiting lobbying activities, as
recommended by the Gambling and Lotteries Licence
Review Panel. I will be interested to hear the Minister
for Gaming, who is at the table, comment on this very
important issue later, because I am sure he, like all
Victorians, wants to see a system that ensures that
probity is of paramount importance.
I was very interested in the comments made by the
member for Burwood in regard to the need for
everybody to behave with good sense and probity, and I
am paraphrasing your comments, Acting Speaker. But I
think of fundamental importance were the problems
identified by the Merkel review in terms of the
activities of lobbyists. I do not believe anyone in this
state sees any problem with ensuring that we have it
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enshrined in legislation that those issues of probity are
adequately dealt with.
I was also very interested to hear the comments from
the member for Bentleigh, who was trying to defend the
indefensible with his argument that you actually do not
need to put these things in legislation, because you just
go with the flow and assume that everything will be
fine. With the greatest respect, our role as law-makers is
exactly that. We do not go with the flow, and we do not
assume that the world will operate in a way that we
think is fair and harmonious. We are given the power
by the Victorian community to come into this chamber
to put in place legislation that provides for a system that
ensures issues of probity are adequately dealt with. I
would have thought the minister would have picked up
on that issue, would have seen the benefits of the
reasoned amendment of the member for Malvern and
would have agreed to it. I will be looking forward with
interest to hearing his comments.
This piece of legislation must be looked at in the
context of the way in which the gambling industry has
been handled by this government. Many people in my
electorate, the electorate of Ferntree Gully and the
community of Knox, and throughout the broader
Victorian community, are greatly concerned about the
way in which this government is addicted to gaming,
but more importantly, has been unwilling to deal with
the needs of Victorian punters and also the hardworking
small businesses that operate gaming venues
throughout the state.
With regard to issues relating to Tatts keno operators,
the operators in my electorate will be greatly concerned
to hear that the minister believes it is market forces that
are driving them to have to pay upwards of $15 000 to
deal with this issue.
Mr Robinson interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I just say to the Minister for
Gaming that I would be more than happy to facilitate a
meeting with the operators in my electorate and, I am
sure, operators in neighbouring electorates. I am sure
the friendly minister at the table would be more than
happy to come along to my electorate office and meet
with the operators in my electorate. I would also like
him to talk to gaming operators, who are greatly
concerned about the way in which the new system is
going to be operated. The problem they have is that
when they ask the question, ‘How will the new system
operate?’, they cannot get an answer. They are told it
will be worked out on the day. Worked out on the day
is not good enough. They want an answer and they
want an answer now.
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In the brief time that I have left, I just want to say that it
behoves this government to take on board the concerns
of the Victorian community, pick up the reasoned
amendment that has been put forward by the member
for Malvern and agree that this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to ensure that the issues of probity which
came out of the Merkel review are picked up and put in
place.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — The importance of
the gambling and wagering industry to the state of
Victoria should not be underestimated. The contribution
to the state of Victoria in taxes and charges is a key part
of state government revenue and of course has been
supporting hospitals and charities over a long period.
Since I have been in the Parliament I have seen millions
and millions of dollars provided through the gambling
and wagering industry within the state. I am reminded
that it is estimated approximately 75 000 people are
involved in the racing industry in the state and that it is
recognised as being worth approximately $3.2 billion to
the economy.
I am pleased that the Minister for Gaming is in the
house for this extremely important debate. I was
extremely disappointed that he was not able to join me
at Rutherglen last Sunday for the Rutherglen Winery
Walkabout, which again was a great success, and of
course the Rutherglen Country Fair, where I conduct
the celebrity grape tread each year and invite ministers
and members of Parliament to join me. Unfortunately
the minister was unavailable to join me on this
occasion, so the substitute was the member for Prahran.
It was a great day. The member for Prahran came third,
and I have to say that I was again the winner and that I
am back on a winning streak. I have lost over the last
few years to the Minister for Public Transport and the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development. It was
disappointing to do so but, as I say, I am now back on a
winning streak.
The important part I want to mention, being on a
winning streak, is that the racing industry is important
for regional Victoria. I noted your comments, Acting
Speaker, when you spoke, and I saw you waving the
bill a few minutes ago during my contribution when I
did diverge and talked about the famous Rutherglen
Winery Walkabout. However, you also talked about the
racing industry and your family in your contribution, so
while you may have been referring to the industry, you
were not really referring to the legislation.
I was pleased the Minister for Gaming visited
north-eastern Victoria and Wangaratta in my electorate
of Murray Valley to speak to people involved in the
gaming industry, particularly those with poker
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machines. He was joined by a large number of people
in north-eastern Victoria at the Wangaratta Club. I was
at that meeting and I applaud the minister for attending
on the basis that it is a huge industry and needs to be
controlled. We need to get the best results as we go
forward.
There is huge confusion in the gambling and wagering
industry in Victoria at present. Certainty is required.
That is what people are looking for. There is a great
deal of uncertainty and turmoil, and the industry
requires certainty. How the gaming industry will be
conducted in the future and how it will be controlled is
important. Over recent years the duopoly of Tattersall’s
and Tabcorp, of which many people have been critical,
has been effective. It has kept the industry clean and
without criminal elements and, importantly, it has
provided a huge amount of revenue to the state
government.
I again indicate my sympathy for the minister with the
issues he is dealing with and in trying to ensure that the
industry goes forward. I am reminded of some of the
comments that the minister made in his second-reading
speech. It is worthwhile to refer to some of the
minister’s comments:
… legislative provisions to support the competitive licensing
processes for the keno licence, the wagering and betting
licence and the related governance arrangements for the
licence-awarding processes.
…
The processes set in place by this bill are designed to meet the
objective of the act of ensuring that licences are granted to
applicants who conduct their gambling businesses honestly
and free from criminal influence and exploitation.

The minister then said:
These measures will ensure that the new licence-holders will
be required to provide their gambling products in a manner
that fosters responsible gambling.

While I recognise the comments of the minister in his
second-reading speech, it indicates that the industry has
not been working effectively in the state, and that
perhaps criminal elements have been involved. I do not
think that criticism is very fair on the industry. The
criticism coming from the government is that you have
a duopoly operating in the state generating huge
revenues for the two companies but also generating
huge revenues for the state of Victoria. That is often
overlooked in the context of what is happening. I am
extremely disappointed when I hear comments by some
of the operators of the Tattersall’s organisation in my
electorate who bring to my attention their concerns
about the changes that are being implemented and the
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increased charges on those small businesses that are
seeking to operate profitably and effectively.
I often think the government does not understand that
the economy of Victoria is dependent on businesses
being profitable. The government cannot employ
everyone. It might try to increase employment and
improve the economy. I hear the Premier saying on
many occasions that the economy is sustained by
businesses and industry working effectively and
profitably, whether that is farming, big business or
small business or industry within the state.
It is disappointing for me to see in this industry that
small Tattersall’s agencies are in the situation where
they may see the breaking up of their small businesses.
Intralot has been given a licence, and small businesses
that have traditionally been connected to Tattersall’s
now find they will need to pay money to continue with
part of their operations through Intralot. They will have
to pay a $10 000 fee and have a $5000 bank guarantee
available in case anything happens with their business. I
put on the record that complaints about that have been
brought to my attention.
Another issue I wish to refer to of which the minister is
aware is the importance of Wangaratta Turf Club. The
minister has visited the club on occasions. It has great
facilities and it has been developed by people operating
in a voluntary capacity. We are seeing changes in the
operation of the industry in country Victoria. Proposed
changes to be introduced that are still being worked on
by Racing Victoria will reduce the effectiveness of the
turf clubs operating in country Victoria.
In north-eastern Victoria we have the Wodonga and
District Turf Club, the Wangaratta Turf Club and the
Benalla Racing Club. Those clubs will in the future
have to compete with one another under the changes
proposed by Racing Victoria. I am concerned about
that. It is often said to me that if a race meeting were
run at Cranbourne instead of Wangaratta we would
generate more revenue, make more profits and generate
more money for the government. But the part that is
being overlooked is the importance of country race
meetings to country communities. The Wangaratta Turf
Club is critical to the Wangaratta community, with the
employment that is involved and the people involved in
the racing industry.
The other issue I briefly mention in the few minutes I
have left concerns the changes being made to the
harness racing and greyhound clubs operating at Avian
Park, Wangaratta. The changes implemented by
Harness Racing Victoria in reducing harness racing
meetings at Wangaratta, which are now operating at
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Shepparton, is to the detriment of Avian Park. The
greyhound racing club and Greyhound Racing Victoria
wish to expand the facilities at Avian Park with a new
greyhound racing track and a new harness racing track.
But at this stage we have the management of Harness
Racing Victoria saying, ‘We’re not prepared to even
look at the joint development there’. This will be to the
detriment of the people of north-eastern Victoria. I
believe they need to have a harness racing
establishment.
There have been investigations. Firstly the V3 strategy
was brought into play. Then we had Stratcorp
Consulting, which recommended there not be any
developments at Wodonga, Wangaratta or anywhere
else in north-eastern Victoria. My view is that there is a
need to have a joint facility represented in Wangaratta
as the hub of north-eastern Victoria. It will be required
in the future because we have people involved in both
harness racing and greyhound racing. It is an important
industry that generates revenue for the state government
so it should be able to operate in those two centres. I
want the minister to take that on board. I think the
minister is genuinely working hard within a difficult
industry. What is happening through the changes being
implemented is really difficult. I applaud the fact that
he is seeking to do that.
What we need to do is make sure we get the changes in
place and operating appropriately. I will be seeking to
make sure that the wagering and gambling industries
work effectively not only across Victoria but within my
electorate of Murray Valley. It is critical to us in this
state that it works effectively into the future.
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to make a contribution to the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Licensing) Bill 2008. The bill sets out to
create a wagering and betting licence authorising the
conduct of wagering on horseracing, harness racing and
greyhound racing and the conduct of approved betting
competitions; create a keno licence authorising the
conduct of keno games; permit the extension of a
gaming operator’s licence; and provide for the
appointment of additional deputy chairpersons and
commissioners to the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation. There are a few other clauses
there as well, but those are the major ones. It will be a
short contribution that I have to make.
On the weekend I had the pleasure of attending the
Echuca steam, horse and vintage rally. I have read the
second-reading speech of the minister who is now at the
table; it talks about how he wants to grow horseracing.
There would be a great opportunity at the Echuca
steam, horse and vintage rally to have wagering on
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draught horse races. There was the opportunity there to
grow a great community event. And it is important
during drier times to have the community come
together.
Mr Robinson — How would you call a race like
that?
Mr WELLER — You would have plenty of time;
there is no doubt that you would not have to be that
quick. The Minister for Gaming could even call the
race — he would not have to be that quick! It would be
an important part of the celebrations, and it could
actually be part of a fundraiser that would help make
the Echuca steam, horse and vintage rally the success
that it deserves to be. The draught horses have been an
integral part of the Australian landscape since first
settlement way back in 1788. It would be appropriate
that the minister looked into it.
We need to move on and look at some of the other parts
of the bill.
Mr Trezise — Bring back Noel Maughan!
Mr WELLER — Noel Maughan was on the gate at
the Echuca steam, horse and vintage rally in the role he
has played for the last 17 or 18 years. I was just a
problem solver there on behalf of the Echuca Rotary
Club.
Let us get back to the bill. What we need to do, if we
are going to grow horseracing, harness racing and
greyhound racing, is to stop closing harness racing
facilities. The harness racing facility at Gunbower is the
longest track in Victoria. It was closed by the current
government. The board of the Gunbower Harness
Racing Club formed a deputation to the racing minister
and complained about it being closed. The member for
South-West Coast facilitated the meeting; through his
work, the Gunbower Harness Racing Club went along
and met with the minister. The minister said, ‘Yes, I
have grave concerns about this decision’. He put it back
to the harness racing board, which was hard-nosed and
ignored the minister. Therefore, there is no harness
racing at Gunbower, which is a crying shame.
I was there at the gallops on the first weekend of
January this year, and I went to the corporate tent,
which is also the corporate tent for harness racing. It is
dual purpose; it is used for harness racing and the
gallops as well. It is a class facility. The late former
member for Rodney, Eddie Hann, the member prior to
Noel Maughan being elected, was actually a sponsor of
the building. His plaque is up there; he sponsored the
clubrooms when they were built.
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What we have to understand is that it is a 1400-metre
racetrack, and it is the longest harness racing racetrack
in Victoria. It has been closed not because of
occupational health and safety, not because it was not
viable because of the crowds it attracted, but because of
a decision made by a city-centric board that is backed
by a city-centric government which has decided that
there will no longer be harness racing meetings at
Gunbower racetrack.
Let us remember why Gunbower harness racing is a
viable goer. It is because it is a community event: the
community come and do the spray irrigation on the
track; the community come and do the mowing of the
track; and the community come and set up the
surrounds. It is an ideal setting there on the Gunbower
Creek. The community come and work on the gate. It is
a fundraiser for the community of Gunbower. It is an
important event which unfortunately has been cut from
the social calendar of Gunbower. This decision should
be addressed and reversed. Gunbower should have its
annual harness racing meeting reinstated. And it will
be! One of the promises of the coalition is that it will be
reinstated.
I need to talk about the Tattslotto agents in small towns.
What is being proposed here is a doubling-up in costs.
Under this bill they will have to apply for a second
licence from Intralot at a cost of $8500. They will have
to refit their shops. They will have to have twice the
amount of power, twice the amount of infrastructure. It
will be an inefficient way of delivering the gaming
competition tickets and those sorts of things that they
have been delivering. With those few words, I believe
this bill acts against country providers.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — It has
been a very enlivening debate. I thank the members for
Malvern, Prahran and South-West Coast, the Minister
for Racing, the Leader of The Nationals, the members
for Bentleigh, Bayswater, Ballarat East, Benalla,
Eltham, Mildura, Albert Park, Mornington, Mordialloc,
Evelyn, Cranbourne, Murray Valley, Lowan, Burwood,
Ferntree Gully, Murray Valley — I have mentioned
Murray Valley twice — and Rodney.
Mr Jasper — It was worth mentioning twice!
Mr ROBINSON — It was a pretty sensible
contribution compared to some that were made. This
summing up will have to continue into tomorrow but I
thank members for their contributions.
The threshold test here, the very first test, is whether
members believe that competition is a good thing or
whether in fact, because they are afraid of any change,
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they are committed to the status quo. That is the
fundamental threshold test. The easiest thing for any
government to do would be simply to stick with the
current licence-holders in the gambling industry,
whether that be gaming, wagering, keno or lotteries.
That would be the easiest but it would not be the best
for the state. That is the way gaming activities have
been conducted for 50 years in this state. They have
simply been extensions of the licences with no
appreciation of what those licences are actually worth.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The time has come for me to interrupt the
proceedings of the house. The minister will have the
call when this bill is next before the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Pembroke Secondary College: funding
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I wish to raise a matter
of importance with the Minister for Education. The
action I seek from the minister is for her to attend a
meeting at Pembroke Secondary College to meet with
representatives of the college community and inform
them of the status of funding for the college’s master
plan.
The Pembroke Secondary College community is
outraged at the Brumby government’s failure to provide
any funding for the Pembroke Secondary College
master plan, which would have seen the
implementation of stage 1 of completely new facilities
for senior and junior students at the Reay Road site. In
2006 Pembroke Secondary College was allocated
$1 million for the planning stage. What normally
follows next? State government funding is required to
implement the master plan.
It was not announced in last year’s budget, nor was any
funding announced in this year’s budget. To date I have
not heard any further funding announcements for the
Pembroke Secondary College master plan. It begs the
question of whether the government has wasted
$1 million on raising community expectations and
giving false hope to the Pembroke Secondary College
school community. Or does the government intend to
deliver on its commitment to the Pembroke Secondary

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

College school community and fund the
implementation of the master plan?
The Minister for Education is invited to come out and
visit Pembroke Secondary College to see firsthand the
merits of this wonderful project. The college
community is committed to this project, and the
minister should work together with it to invest in the
Pembroke Secondary College project for the sake of the
children in our community. I think we all agree that we
want the best possible outcomes for our children, and
this kind of investment is absolutely critical to our kids
and to the future of our state. Pembroke Secondary
College is an excellent school with strong leadership,
committed teachers and a dedicated school council and
is well supported by a parents and friends association.
The college and students have been recognised and
rewarded for excellence in many areas including music,
outdoor education, technology and science.
The Brumby government has once again failed
Pembroke Secondary College and the local community.
The recent budget saw only one school in the Yarra
Valley and outer east funded. This fact has resulted in
unrest, fury and anger erupting in the local community
and beyond. This is a disgrace. It is something that
needs to be addressed by the minister and the Brumby
government. Pembroke Secondary College students,
teachers and school community deserve better. It is
grossly unfair that the Pembroke Secondary College
master plan was not funded in this year’s budget. I ask
the minister to please attend a meeting at Pembroke
Secondary College to meet with representatives of the
college community to discuss the status of the college’s
master plan and the future needs of the school.

Uniting Aged Care: Coburg facility
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Senior Victorians.
The action I seek is that the minister promptly finalise
the forwarding of all documentation to Uniting Aged
Care and ensure that her department provides prompt
and thorough follow-up so that the new 90-bed
aged-care home in my electorate can proceed.
In October 2006 an agreement was signed between the
minister and the not-for-profit aged-care provider
Uniting Aged Care to see a new 90-bed aged-care home
built on surplus government land in Coburg, where
there is a scarcity of places for older Victorians needing
residential aged care. The program launched by the
government was called Land Bank. I am particularly
proud that this initiative was a result of one of the
recommendations of a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report which highlighted the fact that many
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aged-care people requiring permanent residential care
are being accommodated in our hospitals while
awaiting placement in a more appropriate service
facility
These new homes for people who are currently waiting
in high-care beds in public hospitals are really
important. The agreement with Uniting Aged Care
forms part of a fund worth $4.8 million that was
established in the budget a couple of years ago to allow
surplus land in the inner suburbs to be sold or leased at
concessional rates to the not-for-profit sector, to
provide much-needed residential aged-care places. I
highlight that it is in inner Melbourne where land prices
are extremely high. If we want to keep people in their
communities, it is incumbent on us to do this. I am very
proud of the fact that this government has brought in
Land Bank to enable the not-for-profit sector to have
access to affordable land in inner Melbourne.
Uniting Aged Care has a strong history of caring for
Victoria’s older population. It operates both residential
aged-care places and independent living units. Across
Victoria Uniting Aged Care provides more than
1100 places in 17 centres. There is high demand for
such a facility in the city of Moreland, considering that
Moreland has the fifth largest number of residents aged
70 and over of all Victorian municipalities. More
broadly, we know one in four Victorians will be aged
60 and over by 2021, and within that, those over 80 will
grow at a proportionally higher rate. Over the past five
years many residential aged-care places around the
inner and middle parts of Melbourne have closed as
older-style places have struggled to meet the
commonwealth’s 2008 certification requirements. The
centre is sorely needed in Moreland. I congratulate the
department and Uniting Aged Care.

Mount Buffalo National Park: facilities
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change in another place, and ask the minister
at the table to bring it to his attention. I seek urgent
action to reinstate the Chalet at Mount Buffalo and
facilities for the skiing and recreation industries.
Many people may not be aware that Mount Buffalo is
one of our oldest national parks, with 1152 hectares
around the Gorge area being declared in 1898. The
Mount Buffalo National Park now encompasses some
31 000 hectares of giant trees, sheer gorges, waterfalls
and stunning alpine views. Mount Buffalo has been a
mecca for tourism and tourists for over 150 years. The
first tourist party was led there in 1856. Its facilities,
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encapsulating much of our significant tourist industry,
have been developed since the 19th century.

responsible and must ensure that the impact of mining
activities on local communities is limited.

The Chalet at Mount Buffalo was closed 12 months
ago. Many would be aware that it is one of the oldest
guesthouses. In the bushfires of 2006–07 we saw the
unfortunate loss of the Cresta Lodge facility. I am really
concerned that we need to get action from the minister
to reinstate those facilities, not only the Chalet but also
the skiing facilities and all of the other facilities that are
used for the range of activities that take place at Mount
Buffalo. Recreation activities including walking,
canoeing, swimming, fishing, picnicking, sightseeing,
bike riding in the warmer months, abseiling and
hang-gliding are popular with the adventurous.

Proposals for mining or exploration projects can
sometimes cause some angst amongst members of local
communities who fear they will be left out of the
process and not given an opportunity to have their
voices heard, and it is important that the industry
understands its obligations on this front. It is also
important that local communities understand their
rights and feel confident that their concerns, should they
have any, will be heard. This has been an issue in my
electorate, both in the Yarra Valley, where a firm has an
exploration licence, and in the Clonbinane area, where
exploration is currently taking place. In the case of
exploration in the Yarra Valley, I have received
representations from the local shire, the Shire of Yarra
Ranges, as well as from winery and tourism businesses
that are concerned to ensure the values of this iconic
state tourism destination remain intact and that the
valuable land and production in the area will be
protected from mining activity in the future.

Of course it has been a great area for snow skiing, but
not as good as some of the areas of the very high
country. However, it is certainly very good for
beginners and sometimes for intermediate skiers. The
difficult situation that we face is that the government is
not making a decision. Government members have seen
the situation develop over the past 12 months, with the
burning down of Cresta Lodge, the closure of the chalet
and the Burbank Group wanting to reinstate the
facilities. The government is saying, ‘Yes, we are going
to do something about that’, and the most recent
correspondence from the minister indicates that he
recognises that something needs to be done about it.
Negotiations are taking place, but no decisions are
being made.
We now find ourselves at the start of the skiing season
over the long weekend, but no decisions are being made
about what is happening with that facility and the
facilities at Mount Buffalo. We want urgent action from
the government to negotiate with Burbank to
re-establish the iconic Mount Buffalo Chalet, to
reinstate the facilities and to make sure that people who
want to come into north-eastern Victoria can benefit
from what is an iconic area. It must be preserved into
the future and utilised by people who have used it for
150 years. It is a great facility and is of historic
importance for all of us in Victoria.

Mining: community education
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources.
I call upon the minister to take action to help the mining
industry better understand its responsibilities to the
local communities impacted on by its operations. We
all know how important the resources sector is to the
Victorian economy and to the state to encourage the
growth of the mining industry, but this growth must be

Much of the anxiety could have been reduced, and can
be reduced, by providing good information about the
particular project, what it entails and what the process is
before any mining can take place. In Clonbinane the
local community had a recent information evening at
Wandong, which came about after significant concern
was raised. This meeting was well attended, and the
local community was better informed as a result of the
meeting. I was pleased that staff from the Department
of Primary Industries as well as representatives from
the exploration company came along to assist with
providing information. They went through the
processes involved and assured people that they have
rights.
Although concerns still exist in that community, the
exploration company is now better informed about the
community’s expectation for future consultation with
neighbours and the general community. Also, the
community has expectations about the timing of this
work. People in the area do not want the mining
operations to work all night and to hear vehicles
charging up and down the streets. They want to be
informed by their neighbour about what is going on.
This highlights some very good reasons for providing
clear guidelines for community engagement that I
believe would benefit local communities as well as the
exploration companies. That is why I am calling on the
minister to take action to engage with Victoria’s
resources industry and make it clear to participants in
that industry responsibilities they have to the
communities impacted by their work.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 11 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

Wellington Road–Westminster Drive, Rowville:
pedestrian safety
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I raise a
matter of grave concern for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Ports. I call upon the minister to take
action by directing VicRoads to install full electronic
signals at the school crossing on Wellington Road in
Rowville near Westminster Drive. In 2006 I strongly
advocated the installation of signals at this location and
I have not been the only person advocating for this
upgrade. The Knox City Council has identified this
upgrade in its list of priorities for VicRoads 2008–09
road program. Furthermore, Mr Phil Hesse, the
principal of St Simon’s Primary School, which is
located near this crossing, has also discussed with me
the importance of installing full traffic and pedestrian
signals. However, the minister should not think that
only students of St Simon’s would benefit from doing
this.
Students at both Rowville Primary School and
Rowville Secondary College also cross at this location.
Furthermore, the wider community would also benefit,
because currently it is only a supervised crossing during
times when students are travelling to and from school;
however, full traffic and pedestrian signals would allow
Rowville residents to cross here outside of these times.
In addition to being a tangible safety improvement, the
installation of signals at this crossing would provide
benefits to residents living in the Heany Park estate in
the south of my electorate.
Heany Park has been plagued by traffic congestion far
beyond reasonable expectations, much of which has
been caused by residents of Casey and Cardinia shires
rat-running through local streets in Heany Park to avoid
the increasingly clogged and congested Stud and
Heatherton roads. Wellington Road is also congested,
with traffic banking up from intersections at both Stud
Road and Taylors Lane. This creates havoc for local
motorists attempting to access Wellington Road from
Westminster Drive. Presently motorists on Westminster
Drive are given some reprieve when pedestrian
crossing guards stop traffic on Wellington Road,
allowing traffic ahead to partially clear and a few cars
to exit Westminster Drive. The installation of full
signals at this crossing would allow traffic to stop more
frequently at times when the crossing is not staffed with
crossing guards, allowing motorists better access to
Wellington Road.
The government has failed to act on the Rowville rail
feasibility study, which the Knox City Council found in
its pre-feasibility report would remove 800 cars from
the Monash Freeway and local roads equal to an entire
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lane of traffic. Instead this additional lane is clogged on
Wellington Road. Since first promising a feasibility
study into Rowville rail, the government has had almost
10 years to act. If the government cannot deliver a rail
line to my constituents, it could at least minimise the
impact of road congestion by installing full signals at
this school crossing.
I urge the minister to listen to the needs of Rowville
residents and to improve accessibility of local roads to
protect the lives of students and other pedestrians by
taking action and installing traffic signals at this school
crossing.

Airlines: frequent flyer programs
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I am
very pleased that he has been here for a few hours
waiting for me to come and raise my matter on the
adjournment debate, and I am very grateful to him for
that.
The action I seek is that the minister investigate through
Consumer Affairs Victoria the terms and conditions of
various airline frequent flyer programs. I have been
approached by a constituent who has expressed a
degree of concern to me about what she describes as the
constant jiggling and changing of rules and conditions
in the contracts of the Qantas frequent flyer program. In
fact my constituent explained to me that she is a regular
traveller and joined the Qantas program quite some
time ago, but constant alteration to the terms and
conditions of the program is causing her concern and
confusion, and she questions the fairness and equity of
this occurring. In fact so concerned is my constituent
about the changing terms and conditions of the contract
between that airline and herself as the consumer that
she has retained copies of different versions of the
terms and conditions which are quite different in many
parts.
The complexity of terms and conditions is indeed
leading people to confusion. Members of such schemes,
some of whom are very frequent Qantas passengers and
who are entitled at face value to substantial benefits
under the scheme, need to be protected. Many people
these days lead very busy lives and therefore do not
have time to read all of the fine print and red tape
associated with these types of contracts. Those
consumers who take the time to read the terms and
conditions of a scheme they elect to become a member
of should not then be confronted with different terms
and conditions some time later and not have these
variances brought to their attention. Indeed these
contracts can often be like a trilogy in five parts!
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The Fair Trading Act 2003 has been amended to
include provisions making unfair terms in contracts
void. The concern about unfair contract terms is firstly
associated with take-it-or-leave-it standard form
contracts. Unfair contract terms and contracts can be
found in quite a number of different industries, such as
those involved in window and floor coverings, online
auctions, pay television, mobile phones, fitness centres,
internet service provision, events, rental cars and of
course airline loyalty programs.
I am aware that in August 2006, in the first case testing
Victoria’s unfair contract laws, the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal determined that the contracts
of a mobile phone company were unfair because the
company was able to unilaterally vary its contracts,
deny liability when it could not provide a service and
various other things. As this appears to be continuing to
occur in the airline industry with loyalty schemes, I
reiterate my keen desire for the minister to investigate
such schemes on behalf of my constituents and many
other consumers throughout Victoria.

Mount Erin Secondary College: future
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Education concerning the
government’s intended actions regarding the
Somerville campus of the Mount Erin Secondary
College. I ask that the minister urgently meet with the
parents of the children who attend this school and listen
carefully to their concerns. The Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development recently
advised parents that a report had been commissioned
that recommended the two campuses, Somerville and
Frankston, become separate and independent schools,
and that consideration be given to a reduction in the
year levels offered at Somerville to years 7 to 9.
Concerned parents have contacted me in relation to the
lack of consultation surrounding this report, its findings
and the immediate and future implications that such
changes would have for their school. Details of the
review have not been forthcoming, and I have therefore
submitted an FOI request in relation to the report and its
findings.
The Somerville campus of the college opened in 2006,
and residents were jubilant that they now had
somewhere local to have their children educated. The
government had been opposed to building a secondary
college in Somerville, and it was only after a very
effective campaign by the local community that it was
forced into doing so. Like a petulant child that did not
get its way, the government has taken every opportunity
to hobble the school since. Even the initial
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announcements that the school would be built were
carefully crafted to disguise the government’s intention
to never allow it to become a years 7 to 12 campus.
The charade was so elaborate that when adjoining land
became available for purchase, every excuse
imaginable was used in order not to acquire it,
including ‘being unaware of the sale’, ‘already enough
land’ and ‘no money available’. With the release of this
report, parents have been advised for the first time that
the government has no intention of allowing Somerville
to become a years 7 to 12 school due to space
restrictions and student numbers. This is an
unbelievable statement, given it was the government
that refused to acquire the land.
There has been a large population increase across the
peninsula, and 2006 census data indicates that
Somerville has received a significant percentage of that
growth. Some time ago I met with planners from the
education department, the people we rely on to provide
the facilities for the education of our children. They
proclaimed that Somerville did not even need the
school it had because the numbers of children in the
area were going to drop. However, when I asked what
impact they had assumed there would be on those
numbers in view of the government’s development of
the port, they asked, ‘What port?’.
The port of Hastings will be a $6 billion development.
It is the largest project Victoria has ever seen, and
according to the government itself, it will have a
significant effect on the population of surrounding
towns; yet these government planners did not even
know that the plans existed.
Once again parents of students at the Somerville
campus of Mount Erin Secondary College are faced
with an uncertain future for their children. This is a
disgraceful situation for the parents and students, and I
urge the Minister for Education to meet with those
parents and listen to their concerns.

Preschools: Bundoora electorate
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development. The specific action that
I seek is for the minister to fund capital improvement
works at two preschools in my electorate: the Macleod
preschool in Birdwood Avenue, Macleod, and the
Grace Park preschool in Nepean Street,
Greensborough. Further to the significant investments
this government has made in early childhood
development, I note that there is a capital program to
assist local preschools in upgrading their facilities.
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The two preschools I have mentioned are essentially
owned by the local council. The government has put in
place a great program. The Department of Education
and Early Childhood capital works program grants this
year, in partnership with local government, will help to
improve those preschool facilities.
Macleod preschool is currently seeking $100 000 to
extend its building, and I am told that its preschool
program this year is running to capacity with just under
100 children in the three-year-old and four-year-old
kindergarten programs. Enrolments for 2009 have
already been filled, and there is a waiting list, so that is
a preschool that is experiencing a high demand for
places. It is a very progressive and forward-thinking
preschool that has developed a five-year strategic vision
which would see additional space added and the
provision of an occasional care program. I am advised
that the money that is being sought would be used to
help to improve the entrance to the existing facility as
well as increase office space, secure the meeting room
area and provide additional space.
Grace Park preschool is one that I had some
involvement with during my time at the local council in
that area. It is a great preschool, again run by a local
parents committee who are all volunteers. It is seeking
$93 805 to upgrade much of the outdoor area, including
the play equipment, installing a shed, putting blinds on
the verandas and doing some landscaping work. These
are great local projects for local community
organisations, and assistance with funding would be an
example of this government working in partnership
with not only those preschool communities but also the
local council to support the children and families of
children who attend those centres to enjoy the fantastic
educational and social opportunities that are provided
by preschools.

Morwell electorate: speech pathology and
therapy services
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. The action I seek is for the
minister to ensure that children residing in the Morwell
electorate have appropriate access to speech pathology
and speech therapy services. I am sure that all members
of the house understand the importance of our children
being able to access early intervention and special
needs services such as speech therapy, and the benefit
that such services provide to individuals and families.
My office is regularly approached by parents of
children who are extremely concerned at the lack of
accessibility to such services within the health and
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education systems. Many of these children have autism,
Asperger’s syndrome or language disorders, and speech
therapy is deemed to be an imperative ingredient in
enhancing their development. Once their children
commence primary school, parents feel that access to
such services is non-existent, due to a lack of funding
for these schools.
Many students, particularly those with less severe
disabilities, appear to not qualify for appropriate
funding assistance that would make a significant
difference to their lives. While this problem is relevant
to government schools, the situation appears to be
exacerbated in independent and Catholic schools. I
have heard many stories where the suggestion has been
made to a parent that they consider enrolling their child
in a government school as these schools generally have
enhanced access to government funding for disability
services.
This is a terrible situation to contemplate for those with
strong links to independent and Catholic schools.
Whilst individual schools do their utmost to provide
appropriate speech therapy services, there has been a
vacancy for a speech pathologist in the Morwell cluster
of schools for more than two years. Many school
councils raise their own funds to effectively employ a
speech pathologist on a part-time basis; whilst this is
welcome, it does not alleviate the unmet need. In many
circumstances parents simply cannot afford the services
of a private speech pathologist, and the children
therefore fall between the cracks of service delivery.
To exacerbate the issue, Latrobe Regional Hospital
(LRH) will cease providing paediatric speech pathology
services from 1 July. This is no fault of the hospital, as I
believe it is not funded to provide this service, but it is
another example of the shortfall in the number of
speech pathologists in the Morwell electorate. Many of
the children who were accessing services at LRH now
potentially sit on the extensive waiting lists for
alternative providers. Traralgon mother Louise Varsaci
outlined this specific issue in the Latrobe Valley
Express of 9 June.
The Brumby government says it understands the
importance of early childhood development, but it has
failed to address the need for appropriate access to
speech pathologists for the children most in need. The
action I seek is for the minister to ensure that children
residing in the Morwell electorate have appropriate
access to speech pathologists and speech therapy
services.
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Meredith Kindergarten: funding
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I raise an issue for
the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development with regard to Meredith Kindergarten. I
am aware that it has applied for capital funding to do
some upgrade work, and I ask that the minister take
action in support of this application.
Meredith Kindergarten operates out of an old bluestone
building in Meredith. The building has needed much
work over the years, both to maintain the structure and
to ensure it can meet the requirements of its current use
as a kindergarten. I am aware that some years ago our
government provided funding to upgrade the facility to
meet the requirements of the Department of Human
Services, but I understand that now further work needs
to be done on the building. The flooring has
deteriorated badly, inside it is in need of a paint job to
freshen it up, and the office and meeting room also
need refurbishment. I ask the minister to look at this
issue and give it due consideration. I hope the
kindergarten can be successful in attracting the
necessary funding.
Meredith is a great town in my electorate. It has a great
community, which has worked in a range of ways over
the years. The Meredith town team has provided many
artworks around the precincts of the town to make it
more interesting, livable and appealing. Groups have
also ensured that the neighbourhood house has been
well developed and supported. The hall committee has
seen that the hall is upgraded, and I am pleased to have
worked with it to gain government funding in support
of that. There are many other groups — for example,
the group that established Pioneer Park, which has
made that a very good nature walk.
We all know that kindergartens rely on small
committees of management to ensure that they function
well and that any funding they can gain from
government to support the necessary work they do is
much appreciated. This is particularly the case with the
Meredith Kindergarten. It is in an old building that is in
need of refurbishment. I would therefore be very
pleased if the minister were able to provide the funding
to ensure that this kindergarten can continue and make
Meredith a great community.

Responses
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — The member for Seymour raised with
me the need for the government to help the mining
industry better understand its responsibilities to local
communities impacted by its operations. The resources
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sector is worth more than $5 billion to Victoria
annually. It currently employs more than 10 000 people
and also provides many benefits to regional Victoria
and regional economies. We hope the mining and
resources industry continues to grow and benefit
Victoria’s economy, but we also acknowledge that this
has to be done in a responsible way.
I agree with the member for Seymour that communities
must have clear expectations about the industry’s
responsibilities as that growth continues. This is a very
important issue, and it is one that the Brumby
government takes very seriously. This is why over the
last couple of weeks we have held information sessions
to brief industry on new requirements for mining and
mineral exploration in Victoria, including the new
community engagement guidelines. These information
sessions have been held across the state in places where
mining activity is generally undertaken, including
places like Ballarat, Bendigo, Benalla and Traralgon;
they have also been held in Melbourne. Two key
documents were launched at the information sessions; a
new code of practice for minerals exploration and
community engagement guidelines.
The code of practice for minerals exploration provides
practical guidelines on how exploration works should
be carried out in Victoria to meet regulatory
requirements and environmental standards. The
community engagement guidelines provide clear
direction on when and how the industry should consult
with communities before, during and after mining
works. Clearly it is important to strike a balance
between reducing red tape for the mining industry so
that it can continue to grow and also minimising the
impact of mining activities on local communities. I
suggest to all those people who are interested in these
new guidelines that they can be found at the
government’s Department of Primary Industries
website.
In relation to the exploration activities at Clonbinane
and the Yarra Valley which the member for Seymour
referred to, a resources company in this case, Beadell
Resources Ltd, has been granted an exploration licence.
It is important that all concerned parties understand that
an exploration licence does not allow mining; the
specific purpose of this licence is for looking and not
for mining.
However, if a resource is discovered during the
exploration process, the licensee must then apply for a
mining licence whether if it wants to exploit that
resource. Mining can only occur after an approval has
been granted under the planning system, which at that
stage provides a further opportunity for public input.
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Both the Yarra Valley and Clonbinane communities are
actively engaged in putting their views forward. In
relation to the Yarra Valley, a number of landowners
put in objections to the granting of an exploration
licence following the statutory publication of the
application notice in both the Age and the Lilydale
Yarra Valley Leader.
Those who responded in the Yarra Valley were
provided with a useful publication in addition to having
their objection specifically taken on board. The
publication is provided by the Department of Primary
Industries and is called Landowners’ Questions
Answered. We suggest that any interested parties
should get access to that publication, whether they are
from the Yarra Valley or Clonbinane. As I understand
it, a community meeting was held in Clonbinane at the
instigation and insistence of the local community to
gather further information. The Department of Primary
Industries assisted in undertaking that community
meeting.
The Yarra Valley or Clonbinane communities know
that their views will be taken into account just as the
needs and views of the applicants also need to be taken
into account. But once again I stress that in these two
circumstances, exploration licences have been granted
but they do not allow mining. There will be further
opportunities for community engagement and
participation should mining resources be found and if
there is a need to export them.
In addition, as I indicated at the commencement of my
adjournment response, we have changed the laws and
now require more detailed community consultation by
resource companies in the areas that the companies are
seeking to undertake exploration activity.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I am pleased that the member for Frankston
has raised what is an important and significant issue to
many thousands of Victorians. It relates to frequent
flyer programs and their terms and conditions, the ease
with which people can understand them and the fairness
with which they operate. It is an important issue. The
member has sought an investigation of these matters to
make sure that consumers are getting a fair deal.
I think I speak for all members of this house when I say
that frequent flyer programs have been a very welcome
innovation in airline travel in the last 15 or 20 years.
They have been very successful — —
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Notwithstanding the member
for Kilsyth’s obsession with redeeming the value of his
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200 000 Ansett frequent flyer points, we wish him good
luck. I suggest he get over it and look forward. I think
he needs to move on in his life. Nevertheless most
members in the house do not have that sort of problem;
we think this is a welcome innovation. It shows, and we
were just talking about this on a bill a few minutes ago,
that where you introduce competition you get
innovation, and that is a good thing. You could stick
with existing operations, but had we stuck with the old
industry of 50, 40 or 30 years ago we would never have
got the frequent flyer programs that we have today nor
the discount airline prices that we have today. We think
that frequent flyer programs are a good thing.
However, like many things in the airline industry the
programs are very complex. There is probably as much
material on terms and conditions in small print as there
is on how you can redeem points, if you have points
that are worth redeeming. This is a complex matter, and
it is a matter that, like quite a few things in the airline
industry, has not been tested in the courts very often.
Victoria has very well-developed consumer protection.
The Bracks government oversaw the introduction of
unfair contract terms provisions into the Fair Trading
Act, and they are broadly recognised as being amongst
the most effective provisions of any consumer
protection legislation in the country. Over recent years
they have been a very useful tool.
I can advise the member for Frankston that Consumer
Affairs Victoria (CAV) put those powers to good use in
relation to Qantas’s frequent flyer program. Late last
year it began discussions with Qantas about the
concerns it had about its frequent flyer program and the
fairness of its terms and conditions. A short time ago
CAV reached an agreement with Qantas about changes
that it would make to its frequent flyer program.
In particular through this negotiation with CAV, Qantas
agreed to: improve notification procedures for
consumers when there are changes to the program’s
terms and conditions, including benefits; improve
notification to consumers in the event that the program
is terminated or suspended, and I know that is of
interest to the member for Kilsyth — it will give
members at least six months notice; and make terms
concerning liability clearer with explicit references to
consumer protection legislation, something I think all
Victorians would appreciate. The company agreed that
some terms needed to be included to reflect the actual
practices of Qantas rather than some hypothetical
model that they might have been based on at the point
of inception. The company agreed to clear expressions
of its terms and conditions, and that is always a very
welcome development.
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The government is very pleased that Qantas worked
constructively with Consumer Affairs Victoria to
ensure that its program better reflects the provisions of
Victorian legislation and in fact represents a better deal
for consumers who put those frequent flyer points to
good use. If you are in a position to accumulate a large
number of frequent flyer points, they are redeemable
for things of considerable value, so we think that is a
very important development.
We commend Qantas for its willingness to be involved
in those discussions, and I congratulate the people at
Consumer Affairs Victoria who have been involved in
that very detailed work on complex matters for some
time. I can assure the member for Frankston that
Consumer Affairs Victoria will continue those
discussions with other airlines that feel their frequent
flyer programs also need to be brought up to date and
modernised.
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The member for Ferntree Gully raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports regarding
his desire for the installation of signals at the crossing
near the intersection of Wellington Road and
Westminster Drive, Rowville, and I will pass that
matter on.
The member for Hastings raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Education in respect of the
Somerville campus of Mount Erin Secondary College, I
will pass that on.
The members for Bundoora, Morwell and Ballarat East
all raised matters for the attention of the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development. Two
matters were in respect of capital funding for
preschools, and in the case raised by the member for
Morwell, in respect of the provision of speech
pathology and speech therapy services for children.
Those matters will be passed on.

Mr Kotsiras — How many have you got, Tony?
Mr ROBINSON — I don’t have many.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.

Mr Kotsiras interjected.

House adjourned 10.42 p.m.

Mr ROBINSON — No, I don’t think so. I am not
sure how many I have.
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Whatever I have, I am very
sure it is less than the member for Bulleen has.
Mr Kotsiras — Want to trade?
Mr ROBINSON — I am very sure I have fewer
than the member for Bulleen.
I thank the member for Frankston for raising this issue
and for his ongoing interest in consumer affairs matters.
The member for Kilsyth raised an issue for the attention
of the Minister for Education in respect of Pembroke
Secondary College and its master plan funding, and I
will refer that matter on.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised an issue for the
attention of the minister responsible for aged care in
relation to the finalisation of documentation for the
aged-care facility in her electorate proposed to be run
by Uniting Aged Care.
The member for Murray Valley raised an issue for the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change in the
other house regarding the reinstatement of the famous
Mount Buffalo Chalet, one of the highlights of his
electorate for the tourist trade, and I will pass that on.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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justly recompense them. We wish to encourage teachers to
stay in teaching as well as to encourage more strongly
qualified applicants to the profession. If we want Victoria to
be a successful state we need our children to be taught by the
best teachers. Thus, we need to pay them as such.

By Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) (23 signatures)

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Membership
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to announce that I
have received the resignation of Mr McIntosh from the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee, effective from
Wednesday, 11 June 2008.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr HODGETT having given notice of motion:
The SPEAKER — Order! I express some concern
about the similar nature of all those notices of motion.
They could well have been put into one notice of
motion. I will take some advice from the clerks, and I
may refer it to the Standing Orders Committee for that
committee to look once again at the form of notices.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Werribee Open Range Zoo: theme park
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of concerned residents of Victoria points out to
the house that we, the undersigned, support the campaign of
the Friends of the Zoos and call on the government of
Victoria to protect the conservation, educational and
zoological values of Werribee Open Range Zoo and abandon
the present proposal from Village Roadshow.

By Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) (30 signatures)
Tabled.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2008–09 (part 2)
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report,
together with appendices and transcripts of
evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to advise the
house that under standing order 144 notices of motion
46 to 51 and 175 to 178 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:

Teachers: salaries
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned, urge our Victorian state government to
increase the pay of teachers in Victoria. They are currently the
lowest paid teachers compared to their interstate colleagues.
They deserve and should receive fair and equitable pay that is
similar to the teachers in New South Wales. Our teachers are
not worth less than those in New South Wales. They are
dedicated and hardworking. As a community we wish to

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 24 June.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Lieutenant Colonel Ian Campbell
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I want
to pay tribute to the life of the late Lieutenant Colonel
Ian Campbell, MC, OAM. Ian Campbell was born in
Stawell in 1932. He commenced his military career as a
national serviceman in 1951 and was attached to the
14th National Service Training Battalion of the Royal
Regiment of Australian Artillery. He commenced
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training as an officer cadet in January 1952. Following
his completion of training, he was posted to the Royal
Australian Infantry Corps.

worried about their health. This is just a small example
of what the Brumby government offers the people of
Kororoit.

During his military service Ian served in the Malayan
Emergency with the 2nd battalion, Royal Australian
Regiment, and undertook two tours of duty to Papua
New Guinea, including one as the commanding officer
of the Goldie River Training Depot.

Add to this the fiasco of the finances of Western
Health, which saw the health service record a
$10.7 million deficit last year, after a $5 million surplus
the year before, and on top of this the more than
$2 million loss on dodgy investments on the US
sub-prime market. We still do not know the full extent
of the loss.

Following that he served in the Vietnam conflict,
including at the Battle of Coral/Balmoral. He was
awarded the Military Cross for outstanding leadership
and composure.
Following his service Ian served as a member of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal and as a member of
the Rosebud Hospital board. He also served as a trustee
of the RSL War Veterans Homes and was chairman of
that organisation. He was a member of Peninsula
Legacy, a life member of the Victorian RSL and
awarded the Medal of the Order of Australia in June
2005 for service to the welfare of veterans and their
families.
Ian passed away last month aged 75 years. Ian
Campbell made an outstanding contribution, not just to
the Australian military, but also to the welfare of
veterans, and he will be greatly missed.

Hospitals: Kororoit electorate
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — Western Hospital
and Sunshine Hospital are two of the hospitals which
are supposed to provide acute health care to the people
of Kororoit. Yet between these two hospitals there are
officially 2646 people waiting for elective surgery, and
between them these hospitals failed to meet the
government’s own targets set for: ambulance hospital
bypass; category 3 patients seen in the ED (emergency
department) within 30 minutes; patients to be admitted
to a bed from the ED within 8 hours; patients to be
treated and discharged from the ED within 4 hours;
semi-urgent patients to receive elective surgery within
90 days; and non-urgent patients to receive their
elective surgery within 12 months.
At Sunshine Hospital, the closest acute facility to
Kororoit, some 315 patients, for example, who are
deemed to be semi-urgent are waiting for
colonoscopies, which is the common test to determine
if someone has bowel cancer. Of these, 46 patients have
been waiting for between 404 and 546 days; 123 have
been waiting between 202 and 400 days; and some
68 patients have been waiting between 92 and
200 days — hardly timely treatment for patients

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

National Celtic Festival
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — It
was a great pleasure to once again participate as a
volunteer at the National Celtic Festival last weekend.
The festival, held annually in Portarlington on the
Bellarine Peninsula, has grown in popularity since it
began in 2003. The festival program includes music,
dance, film, theatre, song and language, and diverse
workshops, all providing an insight into Celtic cultures
and traditions. The festival continues to attract an
increasing number of both performers and audiences to
Portarlington for this weekend-long event.
This year performers came from overseas and
interstate, as well as from across Victoria. It was an
exciting and impressive line-up. As in previous years,
local residents were joined by visitors from throughout
the Bellarine Peninsula and enthusiasts from all over
Australia.
The National Celtic Festival has certainly become an
important event on the Bellarine calendar. The festival
relies on sponsors, some of whom have been supportive
from the beginning, including the Victorian
government, local councils and community businesses.
Many people have given generously of their time,
energy and skills throughout the year to plan and bring
together the performers and the program. In particular,
congratulations to the festival director, Una McAlinden,
the festival executive committee, the support team and
the general committee.
I would also like to acknowledge Gary Irving, the chief
warden Sandy Bartholomeusz, and the team at
Bellarine Bayside, led by Tim Page-Walker.
Congratulations also to the enthusiastic volunteers for
their hard work and commitment to the smooth running
of the festival. The 2008 festival has certainly been
another very successful event, and we look forward to
the 2009 National Celtic Festival.
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Police: Mooroopna station
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — Recently I received
a letter from Youngs real estate agents of Shepparton
and Mooroopna about the possibility of building a new
police station in Mooroopna. They have been
approached by a national organisation which would like
to purchase the current Mooroopna police station
freehold. They also have an investor who owns land
immediately west along the Midland Highway, which
they consider would make an excellent site for a new
police station. The investor would be interested in
constructing a building on a lease-back arrangement.
The Mooroopna police station is about 50 years old, is
outdated and does not meet the needs of a growing
community. In 2006 I had meetings with a number of
service clubs, including one with the Mooroopna
Rotary Club and Superintendent Rod Johns to discuss
concerns about police numbers and the need for a new
police station in Mooroopna. The Kiwanis Club of
Mooroopna also wrote and advised me of the urgent
need for a new police station in Mooroopna. The
reasons were that there is an increase in population and
housing; a planned major logistics centre south of
Mooroopna, which will increase traffic congestion; a
proposed bypass around Shepparton west of
Mooroopna; and a large retirement village. Shepparton
and Mooroopna are joined by the Peter Ross-Edwards
Causeway, and if an accident occurs, or if there is a
flood and the road is blocked, it is important to have a
police presence in Mooroopna.
With investors wanting to purchase the police station
land and a number of parcels of suitable land available
in Mooroopna, I urge the government to investigate all
options to allow for a new police station to be built in
Mooroopna. I hope it can be built as soon as possible.

Wellington Reserve Community Centre,
Mulgrave
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — On
21 May I was very pleased and proud to participate in
the official opening of the new $1.9 million Wellington
Reserve Community Centre in Mackie Road,
Mulgrave. This centre incorporates the Mulgrave
neighbourhood house and facilities for Mulgrave girl
guides and the 3rd scout group.
This is a wonderful new state-of-the-art facility, a
centre that really is a great boost for Mulgrave families.
The project was made possible through a partnership
between the Monash City Council and the state
government, with a $400 000 contribution from the
Community Support Fund. The centre will include
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community meeting space, neighbourhood house
classrooms, occasional child-care facilities, an e-café
and internet hub for the local community, as well as a
modern home and a multipurpose home for the guides
and scouts.
This is a very important project. It was an important
opportunity also to acknowledge the other partners in
the new project, including NEC, which has its
headquarters in Springvale Road in Mulgrave and
which supported the Mulgrave neighbourhood house
with the donation of 19 new computers for its IT lab.
General manager of NEC, Mr Wataru Takeuchi, was
on hand to celebrate that important donation. This is a
great project, one that has come from much hard work
over many years. I want to congratulate all involved:
the council; the builders, Bell Projects; the architects,
Williams Ross; and the steering committee, with
representatives from scouts, guides and the Mulgrave
neighbourhood house. It was a great day for our
community.

Criminal justice enhancement program: report
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Yesterday’s
Auditor-General’s report on the criminal justice
enhancement program (CJEP) explains why the
Attorney-General has been engaging in an
extraordinary attack on the legal profession, trying to
shift blame for the growing cost and delays in
Victoria’s legal system. The Auditor-General’s report
shows where the real responsibility lies, which is
squarely with the Attorney-General and the
government.
If the CJEP had been properly implemented, it would
have meant less time required for preparing cases,
fewer court adjournments, less waiting time for court
users and earlier court hearings. The program was
originally due for completion in November 2000. That
date was then revised to March 2004, but the program
is still not fully operational. Meanwhile its cost has
more than doubled from a revised budget of
$35 million to a total of $72.3 million. At the same time
the Attorney-General has walked away from the legal
precinct master plan, tried to subvert judicial
independence through the unnecessary appointment of
acting judges and been responsible for Dickensian
delays in bringing long-awaited legislation to this
house.
Victoria’s courts have some of the longest waiting lists
and waiting times in the nation, and they continue to
grow. Victoria’s Magistrates Court has the largest
backlog of cases of any jurisdiction in Australia, and as
of June last year there were 2467 non-appeal County
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Court cases waiting to be heard, compared with 1722 in
2003. Instead of trying to blame the lawyers, the
Attorney-General must accept much of the
responsibility for the bungling of the CJEP and for
Victoria’s long and growing waiting lists. He needs to
make sure Victoria’s courts are given the effective
administrative support and modern systems and
facilities they need so that victims, their families,
witnesses, accused persons and all other litigants can
have their cases heard without unreasonable delay.

Boroondara: planning powers
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to commend
the Boroondara City Council for its efforts in
developing a constructive and cooperative approach to
planning with the state government and the Minister for
Planning. Recently the Boroondara council voted to
support the initiative of the state government in its
response to the department’s paper on the new
residential zones. It raised a number of issues, some of
which I note were similar to those covered in a
submission prepared by a number of Labor MPs,
including myself, which I have circulated to the
councillors. It covered issues such as the preservation of
third-party rights.
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and Bill Shorten was put in his place, we now find
Natalie Suleyman out of a job. She will have to go back
to that other Labor cesspool, the Brimbank City
Council, and make up with some of the factional
enemies that she has undermined.
I understand her last job involved writing letters to ALP
branch members on behalf of her boss, the former
member for Kororoit, André Haermeyer, in which he
was very critical of George Seitz’s candidate, Marlene
Kairouz, and promoted the loser Natalie. What
concerns me is that the letter was sent out after his
resignation, which raises the question of who paid for
the letter and the postage in this very public factional
brawl. Was it the taxpayer? If so, I believe the Premier
should demand that any public expenditure in the
distribution of this letter should be repaid by the former
member. Of course in this letter, as expected, he was
critical of the Liberal Party, but he forgot to mention
that he was dropped into the same electorate by the
power brokers of the ALP with no local input from the
members. Haermeyer was an outsider himself, and I
have been advised by local people out there that he
knew nothing about the electorate when he arrived or
when he left!

Whitten Oval: elite learning centre
I note also that Boroondara council had an extremely
productive and amicable meeting with the minister last
week. The chief executive officer of the City of
Boroondara, Catherine Dale, and the mayor, Coral
Ross, and I think Cr Heinz Kreutz, the chair of the
planning subcommittee, were also there to discuss the
new arrangement for the principal activity centres and
the development assessment committees.
I am advised by all parties at that meeting — I am
afraid I was not able to be there because I had a prior
commitment — that it was a very constructive
discussion. I agree with the council that we all need to
work together to respond better to the challenge of a
growing Melbourne and look at the best options locally
and city wide. I agree with the council and local
resident Rob Moodie, who chaired the panel for the
2030 audit, that it is sensible action that is needed
whilst enhancing livability in our city.

Australian Labor Party: Kororoit candidate
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — In Kororoit, the cesspool
of Labor factionalism, it happened last night — Natalie
hit the brick wall and George won the day.
Congratulations to George. In the war that broke out in
Kororoit, which rates up there with the branch wars of
history like when the ALP factions fought out the
federal preselection and Bob Sercombe got the flick

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Last week I had the
pleasure with a number of local MPs and the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to attend the
opening of the elite learning centre at Whitten Oval. It
is a great development at Whitten Oval. The state
government has contributed $4 million to the
$20 million development at the football club, the
Western Bulldogs, which is doing extremely well. I
send my congratulations to the chief executive officer
of the Western Bulldogs, Campbell Rose, to the
president, David Smorgon, to the board and to everyone
who was involved in the development of Whitten Oval
and the development of the elite learning centre.
I had a chance to tour the centre and have a look at the
facilities that are now available to the footballers, which
include massage and treatment rooms, a 30-metre
running track, an indoor facility for the footballers to
use all through the season to improve their kicking
styles, up-to-date technology and the ability for Victoria
University sports scientists to access those ancillary
services for their research into sport and training. The
facilities are also available to the Maribyrnong
Secondary College, which is a sport excellence school.
They are now using those facilities in conjunction with
the Bulldogs. I understand that the Victorian Football
League is using them as well.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Aboriginals: heritage legislation
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise again in
the Parliament to speak on the Aboriginal Heritage Act
and the impact of this piece of legislation on
developments in my area. I raised this issue back in
November 2007, and I note that in his budget address
the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs said the first year of
the act’s implementation had recently been celebrated.
This issue has only got worse in my area, and the cost
on residential and industrial developments in my area
and other areas of Gippsland has been quite profound.
Archaeological assessments and approvals are costing
hundreds of thousands of dollars and significantly
delaying the delivery of very important lots for
residential developments. The implementation of some
residential areas and planning processes have been
delayed. I do not think anyone in this place would
disagree with the importance of protecting Aboriginal
cultural heritage, but the implementation of this
legislation is having a very serious impact on the
availability of residential land and on the cost of
subdivisions and other developments, and the issue
needs to be addressed.
I have had meetings with some of my constituents and
with the minister, and unfortunately those issues have
not been addressed since that time.

Geelong: World Environment Day awards
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — As you, Speaker, and
other members of this place would be aware, last
Thursday, 5 June, was World Environment Day. On
that day I had the pleasure of attending the City of
Greater Geelong awards day, which recognised local
individuals, community organisations, schools and
businesses that have contributed significantly to a better
environment. The awards were ably hosted by Cr Tom
O’Connor and Cr John Mitchell, with Peter Reeve as
the master of ceremonies.
Six awards were presented. The schools category was
won by Surfside Primary School, Ocean Grove; the
Minister for Mental Health, who is at the table, would
be well aware that it is a great school. The business
award was won by Geelong Indigenous Nursery. Terry
Hedt of Little River won the rural category award, and
the Batesford-Fyansford-Stonehaven Landcare group
won the organisation category. Bev Wood of Barwon
Heads was the recipient of the individual award; and,
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finally, Anne Miller of the City of Greater Geelong
won the green achiever award.
In addition, the Geelong Healthy Waterways program
business awards were presented to Affordable Tyres
and Servicing, Greater City Car Care and DTM
Automatic Transmissions.
I take this opportunity to congratulate the City of
Greater Geelong and councillors Tom O’Connor and
John Mitchell for their job on the day and their
initiative in recognising local environment achievers,
and I also congratulate the recipients of the awards.

Crime: Kororoit electorate
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — With 17 days until the
Kororoit electoral district by-election the Brumby
Labor government is continuing to misrepresent the
crime figures and front-line police numbers. For the
next 17 days the people of Kororoit will be subjected to
Labor’s misinformation. Kororoit is a great place to
live, work and raise a family, but not if you live in Deer
Park or Caroline Springs, where the incidence of
violent crime has increased by 88 per cent since 2001.
Reported incidents of assault alone have increased by
105 per cent.
People cannot believe they are safe in their own homes,
because the incidence of aggravated burglary has risen
threefold since 2001 by a massive 242 per cent. Police
stations in the Kororoit area are currently running with
a massive deficit of over 70 police due to secondments,
unfilled vacancies and other contingencies. The
Brumby Labor government is lacking commitment to
community safety.
This Labor government arrogantly makes claims of
ownership of Kororoit as a safe Labor seat and takes
the local community for granted. In one of Melbourne’s
fastest growing areas it is little wonder that the
community continues to be forgotten. If it is
community safety that the residents of Kororoit want,
then they should make an informed decision when
considering who will fight for law and order after
28 June 2008.

Leslie Brudenell
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to
take this opportunity to acknowledge the 100th birthday
of a remarkable resident of Inala Village in Blackburn
South, Mr Leslie Brudenell. Leslie turned 100
yesterday. Reaching one’s 100th birthday is a
remarkable achievement, and one that very few of us
will achieve. This sort of milestone presents an
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opportunity to acknowledge Leslie’s life and rich
personal history.
He grew up in Gippsland before moving to the western
suburbs of Melbourne at the tender age of 15 to work at
the Newport rail yards. At 19 years of age Leslie
married Amelia — or Mellie, as he affectionately called
her — and they had three children: Joan, Gwenda and
Doug. Unfortunately Doug passed away two years ago,
while Leslie lost Amelia many years ago. Leslie’s hard
work of years gone by lives on in the plumbing
company he set up 60 years ago, which is still a
successful family business and is a wonderful legacy of
Leslie’s ingenuity. Interestingly the company did lots of
work to help create and shoot the film Kenny.
Over the years Leslie has had an involvement with the
Salvation Army and is a very keen Western Bulldogs
supporter. I am sure he is very happy with how they are
going currently, and perhaps he will see their
second-ever premiership this year. I would like to wish
Leslie Brudenell a very happy 100th birthday, and I
hope that he has a wonderful celebration with his
family and friends this Saturday.

Local government: performance reporting
standards
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — As honourable
members would be aware, an Auditor-General’s report
entitled Performance Reporting in Local Government
was tabled yesterday morning. The report focuses on
the performance statements required under section 132
of the Local Government Act, which was inserted in the
act in 2003. Every council must produce a performance
statement annually. The report found that much of the
data on performance standards was of limited relevance
to ratepayers and residents. But has the government
indicated for a moment the sort of data it wants councils
to report? Of course not. The Auditor-General quite
rightly makes the point that in contrast to financial
reporting there are no accepted independent and
authoritative standards for performance reporting.
There is even, according to the Auditor-General, ‘no
generally accepted conceptual framework that identifies
essential characteristics of performance reporting’. That
being the case, would you not think that such a
framework would be established by regulation? Indeed
provision was made in section 132(4) of the act for this
to be done.
I remember well the thousands and thousands of hours
that were consumed in moving councils to the new
financial reporting standards over a decade ago. There
was a clear public policy benefit in the introduction of
that standard, AAS27, but it took a huge amount of
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work. In this case the government has asked councils to
take on a similarly complicated task: to commit to a
journey on the road to higher standards. But did it
provide transport or a road map? Of course not. It even
expected each council to reinvent the wheel. The
Auditor-General has recommended that regulations be
issued to establish standards. I urge the minister
to — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Graeme Jackman
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I
congratulate two local constituents on their recent
Queen’s Birthday awards. Graeme Jackman of
Grovedale has been saving lives for 40 years. He is a
foundation member of the Torquay State Emergency
Service and a deserving recipient of the national
emergency services medal. From the age of 23 he
served with the Grovedale and Torquay fire brigades,
before moving to the SES to do something different.
Mr Jackman led the service for an extended period of
time as a controller, deputy controller and team leader.
Mainly concerned with road accidents, storm damage,
flood and rescue, Mr Jackman also performed
mentoring and confidant roles throughout the years of
his involvement. He said he has a couple of years of
active service left in him and plans to fulfil a less
physically demanding role from now on.

Carol Richardson
Mr CRUTCHFIELD — Barwon Heads
grandmother Carol Richardson’s involvement with the
Red Cross spans back to the 1960s when she formed a
youth group to give children in Omeo something
constructive to do outside of school hours.
Mrs Richardson has not stopped her hard work since
then, and her efforts have been recognised with an
Order of Australia medal. Since arriving in Barwon
Heads a decade ago, her roles with the organisation
have included serving as a board member of the
executive committee from 1997 to 2002, as chair of the
community services advisory committee from 1997 to
1999, and as regional chair for Geelong for seven years.
Her current role is regional chair of Red Cross Calling.
Mrs Richardson said that her interest in the Red Cross
was sparked because she saw it as a way of showing
children how they could help in the community. On
behalf of the people of South Barwon I again
congratulate both of these community-minded people.
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Horticulture: Merbein research facility
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Country people are noting
the Toyota deal that has been much talked about in this
house. In the media coverage the Toyota chief really
did not appear to have ‘the feeling’ about the
$35 million the federal government was offering, while
country people are not jumping for joy over the
proposed closure of the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organisation horticultural research
facility at Merbein. With talk about research and
development (R and D), innovation and job security,
the horticultural industry is infused at the apparent
hypocrisy of the federal government and the silence of
the state government over the closure of that research
facility.
If the federal government and, as is now rumoured, the
state government are going to give money away, then
why not give it to an area that really needs it? Solving
the future of horticultural problems will need R and D,
and thus the CSIRO’s involvement. Without future
horticultural R and D there will be a future risk to
Victoria’s food security. With so much money being
available for green car plans and other programs, a
continuing $2 million investment at Merbein in the
future of horticulture is very little to ask. I call upon the
federal government’s fan club opposite to ensure that
the CSIRO continues its valuable work in the Murray
Valley at Merbein.

Science: government initiatives
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to put on the record
my support for the government’s commitment to
science. It is interesting that the previous speaker
touched on science. This government has shown a deep
commitment to scientific progress. I note that the
Minister for Energy and Resources is at the table. The
government has shown a great commitment to carbon
storage and research, which is critical to facing the
problems of tomorrow. At the heart of science is an
understanding of truth, based on the application of
human reason and evidence to the problems which face
our society. This is in contrast to postmodernism, which
is a theory I completely reject because it ultimately
leads down the road to sophistry, where relativism
reduces all arguments to equal and rejects as irrelevant
any judgements made about different arguments. That
is a pointless exercise if you wish to solve the problems
our society faces. Thankfully I belong to a government
which backs science. I note that the Presiding Officers
are sponsoring a briefing on science education today.
I hope that all members in this house are committed to
the application of reason, science, thought and evidence
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to the problems of today and will not avoid the hard
choices that need to be made when judging arguments
rather than, as post-modernists do, avoiding those
judgements and seeking to see all as equal, which is
relativist nonsense.

Hasting electorate: sustainability school awards
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — Several schools in my
electorate have received awards in the 2008 mayoral
sustainability awards program. I congratulate Somers
Primary School, the winner of the whole school
community award, for raising community awareness of
sustainability in its area. The principal, Wayne
Whitworth, his staff and all 147 students have done a
fantastic job in scooping the pool and receiving the
award. Heather Goddard of Balnarring Primary School
received an award for mentoring students on
sustainable practices. Balnarring Primary School also
achieved a 92 per cent reduction in water usage, a
fantastic effort. Tyabb Primary School won an award
for raising awareness of sustainable strategies, and I
congratulate Greg Lacey and the school’s staff and
students. Moorooduc Primary School also won an
award for its fantastic work on its interactive
indigenous plant garden. The principal, Elaine Preston,
and volunteers have involved students from all year
levels in the school’s biodiversity garden project, and
future developments are planned. It is fantastic to see so
many local schools embracing the concepts of
sustainability and implementing positive change. Well
done to all participants.

Crib Point Stony Point Foreshore Committee of
Management
Mr BURGESS — I wish to congratulate the Crib
Point Stony Point Foreshore Committee of
Management for winning the Keep Australia Beautiful
Victoria annual protection of the environment award for
its work at Woolleys Beach. The award is part of the
2008 Clean Beach Challenge. Local volunteers
maintain this unspoilt area of beach at Crib Point, and
the efforts of Cecelia Witton, Lesley Hammond, Bill
Dickinson, David Pope and other volunteers should be
applauded. In making its decision, the Keep Australia
Beautiful judges stated that Woolleys Beach was often
described as an oasis in the Western Port area. It is
ironic that Woolleys Beach should be the subject of
such an award, because this particular area of beach is
the state government’s intended site for the Boral
bitumen storage facility. It is hoped that recognition of
this wonderful area will convince the state government
once and for all that there should never again be
industrial development in the Crib Point area. I urge the
minister to listen.
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Parkside Amateur Football Club: 75th
anniversary
Ms RICHARDSON (Northcote) — This year
marks the 75th year of the mighty Parkside Amateur
Football Club, the Devils. Based at Pitcher Park,
Alphington, this club distinguishes itself as being not
only passionate about its sport but also deeply
committed to the surrounding community. On 1 June I
joined hundreds of supporters who came together to
celebrate the meeting on 19 January 1934 of 13 locals
who thought it was about time to form a footy club in
the area. The club’s highs and lows were detailed, but
above all else what shone through was the club’s
commitment to its players on and off the field. It was
great to meet two of the original founding fathers,
Willis Stuchbery and Maurice Isaacs, who joined in the
celebrations of the club’s past and plans for the future.
Also honoured was local resident Murray Taylor from
Fuszion, a significant club sponsor, who when the club
faced closure — its darkest hour — stepped in to save
the day.
Warm congratulations and thanks were also extended to
club president, Tom Gard, and his family — his wife
Deirdre and children, Emily and Nathan. This family’s
support of the club over the years has been truly
magnificent. I would also like to acknowledge Frank
Catena, Clive Vickers, Kevin Clarke and Mark Brown,
who have given countless hours to ensure the success of
the club. The club has great plans for the future and has
a growing membership, particularly in the juniors. I
look forward to working with the club to help it achieve
its aims. Go the mighty Devils, and congratulations on
all you have achieved.

Heidelberg United Football Club
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — Today I would like to
continue my congratulations to the Heidelberg United
soccer club, which is also known as Alexander the
Great. Over the years the club managed to sign up
various sponsors, and by 1987 its fixed assets totalled
more than half a million dollars. In 2001 the Alexander
the Great team was crowned Victorian champions for
the fourth time in the club’s history. Alexander the
Great was the first national league club in Victoria to
form a women’s team, which it did in 1992. Since its
inception the team has competed in the premier league,
and it managed to finally win the club’s first
championship in 2007. I hereby congratulate the
Heidelberg United Football Club on 50 years as a
successful club and on its contribution to sport in
Victoria. I wish it every success in the years to come.
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John Lloyd
Mr LANGDON — I also take this opportunity to
pay tribute to John Llewellyn Lloyd, who was born on
26 September 1909 and passed away on 23 May 2008
aged 98. John Lloyd was Ivanhoe’s longest-standing
artist and was married to his wife, Joyce, for 64 years.
He had two children, Kay and Mark. I know all three of
them will miss him sincerely.
John Lloyd was born in Wales and moved to Australia
as a 15-year-old in 1925. He was quick to pick up many
skills. He was until recently one of the few people still
alive who helped build the Sydney Harbour Bridge.
John Lloyd had a very colourful life, and he will be
missed by all his family. He was the long-serving
president of the Heidelberg Artists, who regularly sold
work at exhibitions in Melbourne.

Bulleen Road, Bulleen: freeway link
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I rise to condemn the
member for Ivanhoe for proposing a road link along
Bulleen Road from the Eastern Freeway. Just prior to
the 2002 election the member for Ivanhoe said that if
the Labor government were to build a road link, he
would resign from the Australian Labor Party; now he
is actually proposing the same project. I tell the member
for Ivanhoe that all the residents along Bulleen Road
object and are opposed to a freeway link along Bulleen
Road. He knows it — I have advised him that the
residents are opposed to it — and I am disappointed
that he has come out in support of it. I would have
thought a better public transport system would be
preferable to a road link — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
The time for members statements has expired.

NATIONAL PARKS AND CROWN LAND
(RESERVES) ACTS AMENDMENT 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 National Parks and Crown Land
(Reserves) Acts Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the National Parks and Crown Land
(Reserves) Acts Amendment Bill 2008, as introduced to the
Legislative Assembly, is compatible with the human rights
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protected by the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.

made between the state of Victoria and the Gunditjmara
people under the Native Title Act 1993 (cth).

Overview of bill

The bill does not deprive any Aboriginal person of a
relationship with the subject land and does not affect existing
native title rights and interests nor the ILUA. Therefore, there
is no limitation on the cultural rights of Aboriginal persons.

The bill:
creates Cobboboonee National Park and Cobboboonee
Forest Park in far south-west Victoria;
adds approximately 300 hectares to seven existing
national, state and other parks and makes some minor
excisions from existing parks;

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.

specifies Cobboboonee and Otway forest parks as
‘restricted Crown land’ under the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990;

New section 66(c) of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
(inserted by clause 19) provides, in relation to Cobboboonee
Forest Park, that when the park is created, the land forming
the park is deemed to be unalienated land of the Crown, freed
and discharged from all trusts, limitations, reservations,
restrictions, encumbrances, estates and interests.

provides for the control and management of
water-related infrastructure in two natural features
reserves by Melbourne Water Corporation; and
repeals several spent provisions and makes some
consequential and other amendments to the National
Parks Act 1975, Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and
the Forests Act 1958.
Human rights issues
1.

Section 20 — property rights

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

Section 12 — freedom of movement
Section 12 of the charter provides for the right for every
person to move freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it
and to have the freedom to choose where to live. It includes
the freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
It may be perceived that the creation of new park areas may
limit the ability of a person to move freely within those areas.
However, the bill does not create any restrictions on a person
moving freely within the parks or within Victoria.
It may also be perceived that, because new section 75 of the
National Parks Act 1975 (inserted by clause 8) and new
section 66(e) of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
(inserted by clause 19) cease several roads, those provisions
may limit access and the ability to move freely. However,
those provisions simply change the status of the Crown land
when it is included in particular parks. They do not create any
restriction on persons moving freely in those areas of public
land.
Therefore, the bill does not interfere with the right.
Section 19 — cultural rights
Section 19 provides for the right for Aboriginal persons to
maintain their distinctive spiritual, material and economic
relationship with the land and waters and other resources with
which they have a connection under traditional laws and
customs.
The proposed Cobboboonee National Park and Cobboboonee
Forest Park are subject to a Federal Court determination that
non-exclusive native title rights and interests exist. The area is
also subject to an indigenous land use agreement (‘ILUA’)

However, there are no proprietary interests in the affected
land and therefore this clause does not deprive any person of
property. To the extent (if any) that licences, permits and
other authorities constitute some form of property right, new
section 66(d) of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
(inserted by clause 19) provides for all licences, permits and
other authorities to be continued.
Similarly, in relation to Cobboboonee National Park, to the
extent (if any) that a drainage licence, firewood licence,
apiary licence or tour operator licence constitutes some form
of property right, the bill provides for these to be saved. In
particular, new section 32R of the National Parks Act 1975
(inserted by clause 6) continues an existing agreement in
relation to a drain in the park until its expiry; new section 71
of the National Parks Act 1975 (inserted by clause 8)
continues firewood licences pre-existing the park until their
expiry; new section 72 of the National Parks Act 1975
(inserted by clause 8) continues any tour operator licence
pre-existing the park until its expiry; and new section 73 of
the National Parks Act 1975 (inserted by clause 8) continues
apiary rights pre-existing the park until their expiry.
It is noted that new section 71(1) provides that any existing
firewood licences are to continue in force until the earlier of
their expiry or 30 June 2010. There are no existing licences
which expire after 30 June 2010. Accordingly, this section
will not result in the early termination of any existing
firewood licences.
Therefore, there is no limitation on the right protected under
section 20.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Because the bill does not limit human rights, it is not
necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider the bill is compatible with the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit any
rights under this charter.
PETER BATCHELOR, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources
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Second reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Victoria’s parks and reserves system is one of the
state’s great assets. It is the cornerstone of biodiversity
conservation as well as the source of significant
enjoyment for many people.
The National Parks and Crown Land (Reserves) Acts
Amendment Bill 2008 enhances the parks and reserves
system. Of particular note, it creates Cobboboonin — —
An honourable member — Cobboboonee.
Mr BATCHELOR — Cobboboonee, sorry.
Dr Napthine — You don’t even know where it is.
Mr BATCHELOR — I know where it is. I have
been on the Great South West Walk; I’ll bet you
haven’t done it.
Dr Napthine — Yes, I have — the whole
250 kilometres.
Mr BATCHELOR — It would have taken you five
weeks, I bet.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! I
ask the minister to ignore interjections; I ask the
member for South-West Coast to cease interjecting.
Mr BATCHELOR — It creates the Cobboboonee
National Park and Cobboboonee Forest Park to protect
the valuable Cobboboonee forest in far south-west
Victoria.
The bill also alters the boundaries of several existing
parks, designates two forest parks as restricted Crown
land, provides for Melbourne Water’s control and
management of certain structures in two natural
features reserves and makes some minor, miscellaneous
amendments to several acts.
Cobboboonee parks
I wish to acknowledge the Gunditjmara people as the
traditional owners and native title holders of the
Cobboboonee forest and the strong attachment and
commitment they have to the area. The government
looks forward to their involvement as partners in the
future management of the forest.
The Cobboboonee forest is a significant area of lowland
forest near Portland and Heywood in far south-west
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Victoria. It includes the headwaters of the Fitzroy and
Surry rivers and several tributaries of the Glenelg River.
It also contains endangered and vulnerable vegetation
types, including many wetlands, together with
threatened plant and animal species, several of which
are endangered.
The forest is popular for various recreation activities,
including walking part of the Great South West Walk,
horseriding (including on long-distance trails),
camping, picnicking, vehicle touring, car rallies and
motorcycling. It also supplies some minor forest
produce, including firewood, posts and poles, and
honey.
The new Cobboboonee National Park and
Cobboboonee Forest Park will, together, give increased
and permanent protection to the forest. The parks will
ensure that the forest is managed for the best mix of
conservation and recreational uses, and also to protect
cultural values. Activities currently permitted will
continue to be permitted in either or both of the new
parks.
The boundaries of the parks were determined after a
comprehensive process of community consultation.
This included establishing a community reference
group, holding workshops locally and in Melbourne,
considering many public submissions and reporting
back to the community. On behalf of the government, I
would like to thank all those who participated in that
process and to acknowledge their long-term
commitment to the future of the forest.
Cobboboonee National Park, with its primary emphasis
on nature conservation, will be established under the
National Parks Act 1975. It will abut Lower Glenelg
National Park and cover about 18 500 hectares,
including the majority of the Surry River corridor and
the headwaters of the Fitzroy River. The national park,
with its high conservation values, will give additional
protection to endangered and vulnerable vegetation
types as well as threatened species, including large
forest owls, small marsupials and a skink. It will also
provide for a range of recreation activities.
Cobboboonee Forest Park will cover about
8700 hectares. In addition to protecting natural and
catchment values and offering diverse recreation
opportunities, the park will provide for the sustainable
harvesting of minor forest produce, such as firewood
and some posts and poles.
Similar to Otway Forest Park, Cobboboonee Forest
Park will be permanently reserved under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 but will be managed under
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specified provisions of the Forests Act 1958. This
approach emphasises the permanent protection of the
area for public purposes, ensures that the granting of
sawlog and pulpwood licences over the area is
prohibited but allows for the granting of licences for the
harvesting of minor forest produce by the community.
The bill, as necessary, saves existing licences and
permits and other authorities in the two parks and
inserts a new power in the National Parks Act 1975 to
enable the granting of a licence in respect of an existing
drain in the national park at the expiry of the current
agreement. The ability to obtain permission under the
Water Act 1989 for works on existing drains in the
national park is not affected.
As a transitional measure, the bill enables firewood to
be harvested, until 30 June 2010, from existing logging
residue within designated areas of the national park. No
new felling of trees will be permitted. Firewood will
continue to be able to be collected under permit in the
forest park. More broadly, a firewood strategy will be
developed, taking into account the needs of the local
community.
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to Warrandyte State Park — several small blocks at
Pound Bend, which will help consolidate that part of
the park;
to Castlemaine Diggings National Heritage Park —
part of the historically significant Welsh Village, one
of the state’s most outstanding examples of a late
19th century quartz gold mine and its associated
village, and some small allotments.
The bill also excises two roads and an access track from
Great Otway and Yarra Ranges national parks and
makes some corrections to the plans of Great Otway,
Kinglake and Yarra Ranges national parks. The
excisions are minor and have minimal, if any, impact
on the parks. The National Parks Advisory Council was
consulted under section 11 of the National Parks Act
1975 and it has provided advice for tabling in
Parliament that it supports the excisions and plan
corrections. The bill also excises an area from the
Otway Forest Park as part of establishing a cycling trail
along the Old Beechy railway line, and deems that an
area of freehold land was never part of the park.
Restricted Crown land

Amendments to existing parks
The bill adds approximately 300 hectares to Great
Otway, Kinglake and Lower Glenelg national parks,
Holey Plains, Langi Ghiran and Warrandyte state parks
and Castlemaine Diggings National Heritage Park. The
additions are mostly areas that have been purchased or
otherwise acquired for their inclusion in those parks, as
well as some unused or redundant roads.

The bill amends the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 to specify both the Otway and
Cobboboonee forest parks as ‘restricted Crown land’.
This recognises the status of those areas and means that
any mineral, petroleum or geothermal exploration
operations, and any subsequent operations, require the
consent of the minister responsible for the land.
Other amendments

In more detail, the additions include:
to Great Otway National Park — a small area at the
Johanna camping ground west of Cape Otway;
to Kinglake National Park — undisturbed bushland
generously donated by the late Mrs Edna Yarwood
through the Trust for Nature, and an area purchased
with the assistance of a generous donation by
Ms Karma Hastwell;
to Lower Glenelg National Park — three small areas
of residual Crown land abutting the park;

The bill also amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978 to provide a clear statutory basis for the control
and management by Melbourne Water Corporation of
existing water-related structures and installations (such
as dam walls) in Devilbend and Frankston natural
features reserves.
Finally, the bill repeals several spent provisions in the
National Parks Act 1975 and the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 and makes some other,
miscellaneous amendments.
Conclusion

to Holey Plains State Park — Ben Winch Swamp, a
significant wetland containing a nationally
endangered plant species;
to Langi Ghiran State Park — an area containing
threatened woodland and forest vegetation types;

In conclusion, the bill will enhance Victoria’s
magnificent parks and reserves system. Permanently
protected, the two Cobboboonee parks and the
additions to several existing parks will contribute to the
long-term conservation of our natural and cultural
heritage, as well as to the public’s enjoyment of those
special areas.
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I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr NAPTHINE
(South-West Coast).
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned for two weeks.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — On the
matter of time, Acting Speaker, given the number of
changes being made to national parks in this
legislation — and many of them very detailed changes,
particularly to a number of the minor parks — I seek
assurance from the minister that maps of the
appropriate areas for all the parks, including the
proposed Cobboboonee National Park and
Cobboboonee state park and the minor changes being
made to a range of other parks, will be made available
for members to observe in the parliamentary library.
I also urge the minister to give an assurance that
detailed maps will be made available on the internet so
that stakeholders and people with interests in this area,
particularly people in south-west Victoria who might
find it difficult to travel to the parliamentary library to
see the maps, will be able to access on the internet
detailed maps of the proposed Cobboboonee National
Park and Cobboboonee state park, and those people
who have interests in the many other areas that are
referred to in terms of the changes to the Great Otway
National Park, Kinglake National Park, Lower Glenelg
National Park, Holey Plains State Park, Langi Ghiran
State Park, Warrandyte State Park, Castlemaine
Diggings National Heritage Park and the Otway Forest
Park with respect to the Old Beechy railway line. If the
minister could advise us of the site, either in the house
now or by email, at which the information will be
available, members will be able to advise their
constituents where members and interested people
across Victoria can see detailed maps of the proposed
changes.
As members would be aware, a number of the changes
would probably attract significant support, but it is
important that people see the details and be able to
study the exact areas under discussion when we are
talking about changing the nature of land from freehold
to national park or making some significant changes to
the future potential use of that land. It is important that
every person who is involved has the ability to access
that information readily and easily. I seek an assurance
from the minister that the maps for all of these proposed
changes will be available in the library to members, but
also more importantly available on the internet in some
detail for interested people across the community to
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study the proposals so they will be able to voice their
concerns to their local members. Those concerns can
then be reflected in the debate that takes place in this
house in several weeks time.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I will pass on the request of the
member for South-West Coast to the minister
responsible for this bill, Mr Jennings, Minister for
Environment and Climate Change in the other place. I
do not know what arrangements have already been put
in place and what is possible. Essentially the member
has requested information, including maps, to be made
available to members of Parliament via the
parliamentary library, and to the public on the internet. I
will pass that request on to the minister. I point out
though that it is the policy of this government to seek to
maximise information to both the public and members
of this Parliament, and I am sure the minister will do
what he can to provide information, which would
include maps. The minister will respond as to the extent
of that information, where it will be located and
whether it will be in our library or on the internet in the
virtual library.
Motion agreed to and debate adjourned until
Thursday, 26 June.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) (CONVENTION CENTRE
LAND) 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)
(Convention Centre Land) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Land (Revocation of Reservations)
(Convention Centre Land) 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
This bill revokes the permanent reservations of land in the
Yarra River Wharf and Polly Woodside areas.
Human rights issues
Section 20 of the charter, which protects against deprivation
of property other than according to law, may appear to be

LAND (REVOCATION OF RESERVATIONS) (CONVENTION CENTRE LAND) BILL
Thursday, 12 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

relevant to this bill. This is because clause 6 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, no individuals have any proprietary
interest in the affected 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.
I consider that section 12 of the charter, which protects the
right to freedom of movement, is not limited by the bill. This
is because public access to the land affected by the revocation
of reservations will not be restricted any more than it is
currently. Part of the land has been closed to public access
since 2006 while the area is being developed and it is
expected that access will improve in future as these
developments are completed.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit
any rights protected under 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 two
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 or community
projects. The status of Crown land that is permanently
reserved under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
can in most cases only be changed by legislation. The
Minister for Environment and Climate Change in the
other place is responsible for that act and regularly
brings these revocation bills to Parliament.
The land included in this bill is located at the Polly
Woodside and Yarra River Wharf areas, which are near
the site for the new Melbourne Convention Centre that
is currently being constructed.
Removing the permanent reservations over this land
will contribute to the successful completion of the
Melbourne Convention Centre Development Project,
which includes creating a lively maritime precinct on
the banks of the Yarra River.
The land in the Yarra River Wharf area is currently
reserved for public purposes — specifically, wharf and
associated tourist facilities. The other portion of land
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included in this bill is in the maritime precinct and,
most notably, is the home of the historic Polly
Woodside. This area is appropriately reserved for the
‘conservation of an area of historic interest’.
The improvements planned for both areas of land are
consistent with these purposes. However, the
permanent reservations under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 need to be removed before leases
can be executed to allow the new public facilities to
become fully operational.
The public interest in these two parcels of land will be
protected by temporary reservations which will be
placed over these parcels of land in approximately the
same locations, once the commercial leases have been
executed. Drafting for these temporary reservations is
already in hand.
The riverfront promenade and the maritime precinct
will be accessible to the public at all times once the
developments are complete and will form part of the
wider public realm of the Melbourne Convention
Centre precinct. The area will be completely revitalised
by maintenance works to the wharves and docks,
improved amenities and additional public attractions.
The maritime precinct, which houses the Polly
Woodside, will undergo significant improvements as
part of the development project. This will provide much
needed maintenance facilities for the Polly Woodside.
It will also create suitable historical significance of the
area for the public to experience. In particular, works to
the Pump House and new informative displays will
promote public understanding of its historical
significance. The National Trust is the current
committee of management for this land and naturally
supports the proposed improvements.
The works to the precinct will improve public access
through upgrades to the wharves and docks and provide
a much-needed link between Docklands and Southbank
through the construction of a new bridge across the
Yarra River.
Additionally, the works will revitalise previously
underutilised parcels of land on the banks of the Yarra
River, enhance public amenities, rejuvenate the
maritime precinct and help preserve an area of
historical significance. Generally the extensive
landscaping works proposed will improve the public
realm.
The Melbourne Convention Centre is a project focused
on driving Victorian tourism. It has demonstrated
benefits for the state as can be seen by the
23 international conventions already booked for the
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make other technical amendments to clarify or correct
minor legislative anomalies.

centre delivering an estimated $327 million to the
Victorian economy.
The works facilitated by this bill are a part of making
Melbourne a better tourist destination by improving our
already popular riverfront promenade and making it
easier for people to get around and enjoy our great city.
The Melbourne Convention Centre development is an
important and exciting project for Melbourne and
Victoria. This bill makes a small, but necessary,
contribution to its successful completion so the public
can start enjoying the revitalised wharf area as soon as
it is completed.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr NAPTHINE
(South-West Coast).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 26 June.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(ELECTIONS) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Local Government Amendment
(Elections) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Local Government Amendment
(Elections) Bill 2008, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the Local Government (Elections) Bill 2008
(‘the bill’) is to amend the Local Government Act 1989 (‘the
LG act’) and the City of Melbourne 2001 (‘the Melbourne
act’) to improve a number of electoral processes for local
government.
Specifically, the bill proposes to:
make changes to electoral dates and times for councils;
alter candidate nomination processes;
clarify enrolment requirements for corporations, rate
payers and absentee voters;
amend procedures for council countback process;
create offences for making false declarations; and
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Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill engages three of the human rights provided for in the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities (‘the charter’).
Section 13: privacy and reputation
Section 13 establishes a right for an individual not to have his
or her privacy, family, home or correspondence unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with and not to have his or her reputation
unlawfully attacked.
The right to privacy concerns a person’s ‘private sphere’,
which should be free from government intervention or
excessive unsolicited intervention by other individuals. An
interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided it is
permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances and are in accordance with the provisions, aims
and objectives of the charter.
In the bill, there are certain provisions which engage the right
to privacy. However, in each instance, the interference with
privacy is neither unlawful or arbitrary for the reasons set out
below:
Clause 9 of the bill provides that under the LG act, the
chief executive officer (‘the CEO’) of a council may
request any person to provide information either orally
or in writing, to determine the eligibility of the person to
be enrolled in a council election.
The type of information that can be requested by the
CEO is limited to information that can help determine
whether a person is entitled to be enrolled on a voters’
roll in accordance with the LG act. Further, the
interference with privacy is lawful and not arbitrary,
because the power to request information from a person
is confined to information necessary to determine the
eligibility of a person to be enrolled.
Clause 27 of the bill restates a requirement for a person
wishing to nominate as a candidate, who is a ratepayer
that has been omitted from the voters’ roll, to submit
together with their nomination form, a statutory
declaration stating that they are entitled to be enrolled
and including an additional requirement that it specify
the grounds on which entitlement to be enrolled is
claimed.
The information required in the statutory declaration is
similar to the information that would be required if the
person was applying for enrolment and is only required
if the person has been omitted from the voters’ roll in
error. Entitlement to be on the voters’ roll is a key
eligibility requirement to be a candidate under the LG
act. The interference with privacy is reasonable and
circumscribed.
In addition, clause 11 and clause 43 of the bill provide that
under the LG act and under the Melbourne act, persons
entitled to be enrolled on the voters’ roll for a council election
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by virtue of being enrolled on the state electoral roll, cannot
lodge a request with the CEO that their address not be shown
on the voters’ roll. Persons enrolled on the state electoral roll
can already apply to the Victorian Electoral Commissioner
requesting that their personal details not be shown on the state
electoral roll, and as such, there is no limitation of the privacy
right.
Accordingly, the bill does not provide for the unlawful or
arbitrary interference with privacy and therefore there is no
limitation on the right to privacy. Therefore, this right is not
discussed further in this statement.
Section 15: freedom of expression
Clause 16 and clause 19 of the bill limit the right to freedom
of expression and are discussed in part 2 of this statement.
Section 18: taking part in public life
Section 18 establishes a right for an individual to participate
in the conduct of public affairs, to vote and be elected at state
and municipal elections, and to have access to the Victorian
public service and public office, without discrimination.
The right to participate in public affairs is a broad concept,
which embraces the exercise of governmental power by all
arms of government at all levels. The right to vote must be
established by law and is confined to ‘eligible persons’. The
right to be elected ensures that eligible voters have a free
choice of candidates in an election, and as with the right to
vote, the right to be elected is limited to ‘eligible persons’ as
determined by legislation.
Numerous provisions of the bill engage but do not limit the
right to take part in public life, for the reasons set out below:
In clause 5 and clause 6 of the bill, which relate to
entitlements to enrol on the voters’ roll for a council
election, the reference to ‘a ward’ is substituted with
reference to ‘the municipal district’.
This is a technical amendment and clarifies that
eligibility to vote in a council election in the case of
ratepayers, is determined according to whether a person
owns or occupies a rateable property within the whole
municipal district, rather than a single ward of the
council. It does not alter actual voting entitlements in
any way.
Clause 5 also amends the process of preparing the voters
rolls to specify that the CEO should not include on the
list of property owners, any person who lives in the
municipality, unless that person applies to be on the roll.
This extends the existing limitation that applies if the
person lives in the property they own.
The purpose of this amendment is to avoid duplicating
people on the council voters’ roll, as residents who are
on the state electoral roll are already automatically
included on the council roll. The amendment relates to
the roll preparation process and does not alter any
person’s right to apply for enrolment.
Clause 9 of the bill provides that on receiving an
application from a person for enrolment on the voters’
roll for the municipality, the CEO of the council may
refuse to enrol the person.
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The power to refuse to enrol a person can only be
exercised by the CEO where he or she believes the
person, based on the information submitted in their
application, is not eligible under the LG act to be
enrolled. The bill further provides that the CEO must
advise the person of the reasons of the refusal and may
allow the person the opportunity to provide further
information in support of their enrolment application. In
addition, under the Local Government (Electoral)
Regulations 2005, a person who is not enrolled and who
believes they are entitled to vote may apply to vote as an
unenrolled voter.
Clause 13 of the bill provides that in the case of a
by-election, a person does not have a right of entitlement
to be enrolled on the voters’ roll for a ward of the
municipality, if the same person was enrolled for
another ward at the time of the last general election.
This amendment simply ensures that persons are
excluded from voting in respect of more than one ward
within the municipality within a single term of office of
the council. The bill does provide exemptions so that
persons are entitled to be enrolled for a different ward if
the person’s primary place of residence has changed, or
the person has ceased to have a right of entitlement to be
enrolled in respect of the previous ward.
Clause 15 of the bill provides that in the case of a
by-election to fill an extraordinary vacancy, if the
minister considers the holding of the election within
100 days after the extraordinary vacancy, as required
under the LG act, would be adversely affected by the
Christmas and New Year holiday period, the minister
may fix the date of the election to no later than 150 days
after the extraordinary vacancy.
This enhances the right to vote as it ensures elections are
not conducted at times when voters are likely to be
absent and limited in their ability to cast a vote.
Clause 17 of the bill provides that voting at a general
election or by-election must be conducted by the same
means, whether attendance or postal voting, as the
previous election was conducted, unless the council
resolves to change the voting system at least eight
months before a general election or within seven days of
a vacancy for a by-election.
This does not limit the right to vote since voters will be
informed about the system of voting through public
notices and provided appropriate voting materials by the
returning officer if the voting is to be by means of postal
voting. Under the proposed amendment, the default
system for any council election will be the system used
at the previous general election, which is appropriate to
minimise voter confusion.
Clause 27 of the bill restates a provision requiring a
returning officer to reject as being void a nomination as
a candidate for a council election from a person who is
not enrolled or entitled to be enrolled on the voters’ roll
for the municipality.
There is no limitation on the right because the right to be
elected only applies to ‘eligible persons’ which is
limited to persons enrolled on the voters’ roll who have
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a direct interest in the affairs and governance of the
municipality.
Clause 16 of schedule 3 to the LG act, which sets out a
mechanism to request a poll of voters by a council, is
repealed under clause 31 of the bill.
This is a technical amendment and ensures consistency
with other legislation. Provisions enabling voters to
request a poll of voters in relation to specific matters
under the LG act have been repealed under previous
amending acts. The proposed amendments retain
provisions required for the conduct of polls of voters at
the request of the minister, under section 193(7) under
the LG act or if required by a council under section 18 of
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. This amendment,
therefore, does not interfere with the ability to undertake
a poll of voters and does not limit the right.
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pamphlet or notice that contains a representation or purported
representation of a ballot paper for use in that election likely
to induce a voter to mark their vote otherwise than in
accordance with the directions on the ballot paper.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of maintaining a fair and democratic voting system in
local government.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the intended purposes.
(f)

any other relevant factors

Clauses 3 and 39, and clause 23 of the bill limit the right to
take part in public life and are discussed in part 2 of this
statement.

There are no other relevant factors to be considered.

2.

(a) the nature of the right being limited

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Section 15: freedom of expression
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of expression protects a person’s right to
hold an opinion without interference, and includes the
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas,
whether orally, in writing, in print by way of art, or other
medium. However, the right is not absolute and may be
subject to reasonable limitations necessary to respect the
rights and reputations of other persons, or for the protection of
national security, public order, public health or public
morality.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Clause 16: Compelling a person enrolled on the state electoral
roll to exercise their right to vote at a council election ensures
the person meets their civic obligation as a member of that
municipality, providing for more democratic representation in
local government.
Clause 19: Prohibiting the distribution of information that is
likely to deceive a voter in relation to the casting of his or her
vote improves the voting system in local government by
ensuring candidates are elected fairly and honestly. It also
prohibits action that may lead to another person’s vote being
invalidated because of misinformation.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Clause 16 clarifies an existing requirement under the LG act
that makes it compulsory for an enrolled person to vote if they
live in the ward where the election is being held. The
amendment specifies that compulsory voting only applies to
people who are enrolled for that ward on the State electoral
roll. The amendment therefore confines the extent of the
limitation on the right.
Clause 19 prohibits a person, at any time, to cause, permit or
authorise someone to print, publish or distribute any matter or
thing likely to mislead or deceive a voter in relation to the
casting of their vote. It also prohibits the printing, publishing
or distribution of an electoral advertisement, handbill,

Section 18: taking part in public life

The right to take part in public life protects the right to
participate in public affairs, the right to vote in genuine,
periodic and free elections and right to have access to the
public service and office. However, the right to take part in
public life is not absolute and may be subject to reasonable
limitations.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Clause 3 and clause 39: Owners or occupiers of a rateable
property in a municipality have specific interests in local
issues, and as eligible voters, have a free choice of candidates
who can represent those interests on council. The franchise
for local government elections includes residents and
ratepayers in each municipality on the basis that these people
have a significant interest in the way that a council is
governed. It is proposed to exclude from the franchise, people
whose only interest is in relation to a single vehicle car park
or a single boat mooring because the extent of their direct
interests in council governance is substantially less than that
of residents and owners or occupiers of more substantial
properties and does not warrant the same voting rights.
Clause 23: The right to stand for council election ensures that
eligible voters have a free choice of candidates in an election,
and that candidates elected can in turn best represent local
communities’ interests. The proposal to prevent a person from
nominating for a council if they have been removed from
office at that council because of a specific failure on their part
recognises that there are standards that are required of people
who hold public office and that the community is entitled to
be represented by people who will properly perform their
duties as councillor.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Clause 3 and clause 39 of the bill prevent a person from being
enrolled on the voters’ roll as a ratepayer for a council
election, if their only entitlement is as an owner or occupier of
a single vehicle car park or a single boat mooring. A person
who owns or occupies such a property will continue to be
entitled to be enrolled if they are also a resident of the
municipality or if they own or occupy other rateable property
in the municipality.
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Clause 23 of the bill limits the right to nominate as a
candidate for a council election for persons whose position on
the council became vacant in the previous four years because
they failed to take the oath of office, were absent from four
consecutive ordinary meetings of the council without
obtaining leave, or the minister has ordered that the person is
incapable of remaining a councillor on the grounds that the
councillor failed to attend or remain at a call of a council
without a reasonable excuse. This limitation will apply to
persons who cease to be councillors because of one of these
grounds after the commencement of clause 23.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of ensuring that elected councillors properly
undertake the duties of office and act in a manner appropriate
to a community leader.
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of ensuring that voters have a substantive interest in
the way a municipality is governed.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the intended purposes.
(f)

any other relevant factors

There are no other relevant factors to be considered.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, although it does
limit two human rights, the limitations are reasonable and
proportionate. The limitations strike the correct balance by
providing persons the right to take part in public life and
serving the interests of the local council.
Richard Wynne, MP
Minister for Local Government

Second reading
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
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amendments to clarify or correct minor legislative
anomalies.
The ‘election period’ for local government elections is
proposed to be amended to specify that it commences
on the last day of nominations.
This will mean that ‘caretaker’ provisions for councils
will apply for a period of 32 days before the election
day, rather than 57 days as is currently required. This
will more closely resemble the caretaker period that
applies during parliamentary elections.
Councils in caretaker mode may not enter into major
contracts or entrepreneurial ventures or make decisions
about the employment or remuneration of a permanent
chief executive officer. Nor may they publish electoral
matters unless it is only information about the election
process.
The bill includes changes to electoral dates and times
for councils:
The date for the close of nominations will be
changed to 32 days before the election for all council
elections, replacing the current arrangement where
nominations close on different days for postal and
attendance elections.
The time for the close of nominations will change
from 4.00 p.m. to 12 noon, which will bring it into
line with the practice in state elections.
The setting of dates for by-elections will be clarified
in some circumstances where the act is currently
unclear, such as when a by-election is required after
a failed countback.
Provisions will be made to allow a by-election date
to be delayed by up to 50 days when necessary to
ensure that election processes do not occur during
the Christmas and summer holiday period.

That this bill be now read a second time.

For the first time, in November 2008, elections will be
held concurrently for all councillor positions in all
Victorian councils.
In some ways these elections will comprise the biggest
electoral event ever held in this state. They will involve
elections for 79 councils where more than 2000
candidates are expected to contest 600 positions.
This bill will amend the Local Government Act 1989
and the City of Melbourne Act 2001. It includes a
number of reforms to electoral processes for local
government. Many of these changes will apply in the
forthcoming elections. The bill also includes

The bill amends some candidate nomination processes,
including a requirement that each candidate must sign
their nomination declaration in the presence of the
returning officer or provide an appropriate statutory
declaration explaining why they cannot do so. This
effectively requires candidates to nominate in person.
The purpose of this change to nominations is to ensure
the legitimacy of each candidate’s nomination. It will
also enable returning officers to directly advise each
candidate about what is required during the election
period.
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A person whose position as councillor on a council
becomes vacant as a result of a particular failure in
office will not be eligible to nominate as a candidate for
election to that council for a period of four years.
This will include anyone whose position on council
becomes vacant after the commencement of this bill
because they:
fail to take the oath of office,
are absent from four consecutive meetings of the
council without leave, or
fail to attend and remain at a call of the council
without a reasonable excuse.
A number of minor amendments to voters’ rolls are
included in this bill, with the purpose of clarifying
processes and addressing anomalies:
Councils will no longer be required to automatically
enrol absentee owners who live within the
municipality because, as residents, they should be
already enrolled as state roll voters. The change will
enhance the accuracy of voters’ rolls by reducing the
potential for duplications.
People who are owners or occupiers of
single-vehicle car parks or single-boat moorings will
no longer be entitled to enrol to vote unless they
have another entitlement as a resident or ratepayer.
A corporation that jointly owns a property with
another corporation will be able to appoint an office
bearer to be its voting representative. The current
provision is inconsistent in only allowing
corporations that are sole owners or joint owners
with persons to appoint a voter.
Statutory corporations will no longer be entitled to
appoint an office bearer to be on the voters roll.
Office bearers in statutory corporations are
accountable to other levels of government and
should not be voters in council elections.
Enrolments for corporations that own rateable
property will be limited to a single term of the
council, which will ensure consistency with other
corporation enrolments and assist with the accuracy
of the voters’ rolls. Councils will be required to
notify a corporation affected by this change before
its previous appointment lapses.
When a vacancy occurs in a ward or district where the
councillors were elected by proportional representation,
it is filled by a countback process using the votes cast in

Thursday, 12 June 2008

the original election. The bill amends the procedures for
a countback to ensure consistency between the
processes for electronic and manual counts.
The bill will insert a new offence in the Local
Government Act for people who make false
declarations as candidates, scrutineers or voters. The act
and the regulations require people to sign declarations
in various instances to attest to the accuracy of the
information they provide or to state that they meet
certain criteria.
This bill continues the government’s process of
democratic reform for the local government sector. A
number of the changes in this bill have been the subject
of prior consultation with the sector.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs POWELL
(Shepparton).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 26 June.

SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
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 Superannuation Legislation Amendment
Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Superannuation Legislation Amendment
Bill 2008, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter. I
base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
A primary purpose of the bill is to amend the Emergency
Services Superannuation Act 1986 and related legislation in
order to provide members of the former State Superannuation
Fund and their spouses with access to ESSSuper’s
accumulation products.
The State Superannuation Fund and the Emergency Services
Superannuation Scheme were integrated in December 2005.
The new integrated entity is known as ESSSuper.
To date, former State Superannuation Fund members have
not been able to access ESSSuper’s range of accumulation
products which include allocated pensions, a lump-sum
rollover product (called the beneficiary account), spouse
accounts and the top-up account.
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This bill will allow all members of the former State
Superannuation Fund, including active members, deferred
beneficiaries, and pension recipients to access the ESSSuper
accumulation products. Spouses of members of the former
State Superannuation Fund will also be permitted to access
these products.
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impossible to extend access to contribution splitting to
same-sex couples (given the federal framework in Australia).

The bill will put members of the former State Superannuation
Fund and their spouses on an equal footing with other
members of ESSSuper. In particular, it will allow them to
make additional pre-tax and post-tax contributions to an
accumulation scheme and will allow them to roll over or
transfer amounts from other superannuation funds into
ESSSuper accumulation products.

I remain of the view that the limitation on the equality right is
reasonable in order to achieve consistency with the
commonwealth, for the reasons explained below. However, I
note that the Victorian government has deliberately tied the
definition of ‘spouse’ in the bill to a definition of ‘spouse’ in a
particular commonwealth act which the federal government is
seeking to amend (to include same-sex partners) in a
commonwealth bill which is currently before federal
Parliament, as part of the federal government’s reforms to end
same-sex discrimination in a wide range of commonwealth
laws.

Human rights issues

(a) the nature of the right

Section 8(3) of the charter provides for the right to equal
protection of the law without discrimination and to equal and
effective protection against discrimination. Section 8(3)
operates to prohibit discrimination in law or in fact in any
field regulated by public authorities and requires that the
content of any legislation enacted by Parliament not be
directly or indirectly discriminatory. Discrimination under the
charter means direct or indirect discrimination as defined in
the Equal Opportunity At 1995 (Vic) on the basis of an
attribute set out in section 6 of that act, which includes the
discrimination on the basis of ‘sexual orientation’.

The right to equality is a fundamental human right.

The bill amends the Emergency Services Superannuation Act
1986 (Vic) by adopting a definition of ‘eligible spouse’ from
the Superannuation Industry (Supervision) Act 1993 (cth)
(‘the commonwealth act’). This definition is currently
restricted to married or heterosexual partners who live
together on a genuine domestic basis as husband or wife, and
therefore does not include same-sex partners. This will
directly discriminate against same-sex partners of former
State Superannuation Fund members who live with an
ESSSuper member on a genuine domestic basis, on the
attribute of sexual orientation. This discrimination currently
occurs for those ESSSuper members who are already eligible
to access ESSSuper’s accumulation products. The effect of
the bill is that access to ESSSuper’s accumulation products,
which the bill will extend to heterosexual spouses of members
of the former State Superannuation Fund, will be denied to
the same-sex partners of members of the former State
Superannuation Fund.
A similar issue of discrimination against same-sex couples
arose in relation to the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment (Contribution Splitting and Other Matters Bill)
2007. In relation to the statement of compatibility for that bill,
I characterised the critical importance of achieving
consistency with the commonwealth as a reasonable
limitation on the equality right, in accordance with
section 7(2) of the charter.
At the same time, I wrote to the former federal Treasurer (and
in January 2008 to the current federal Treasurer) urging the
commonwealth to recognise same-sex couples in relation to
superannuation arrangements because the Victorian
government regarded its position as discriminatory.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee and the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
were of the view that the limitation should have been
characterised as incompatible with section 8(3) of the charter.
The commission nonetheless acknowledged that it was

(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of adopting the definition of spouse in
commonwealth legislation is to ensure that the ESSSuper is a
‘complying superannuation fund’ under the commonwealth
act which allows members of the scheme to enjoy various
concessional tax benefits. Pursuant to a heads of government
agreement with the commonwealth government signed in
1996, state and territory governments undertook to ensure
conformity to the commonwealth’s retirement incomes
policy. In return, public sector superannuation schemes are
exempt from the commonwealth act but are nevertheless
considered complying superannuation funds and enjoy
concessional tax treatment. If the bill were to adopt a
definition of ‘spouse’ which did not conform with the
definition in the commonwealth act, this could result in dire
financial consequences for both the scheme and its members
through the loss of valuable tax concessions.
Further, non-compliance with the definition of spouse in the
commonwealth act would create significant uncertainty. This
bill aims to provide members of the former State
Superannuation Fund and their spouses with access to
ESSSuper’s range of accumulation products, including
spouse accounts. These benefits are already available to
pre-existing members of ESSSuper and their heterosexual
spouses. If the bill adopted a definition of ‘spouse’ which
included same-sex partners in relation to former State
Superannuation Fund members, this would mean that former
State Superannuation Fund members would be provided with
access to products not available to existing ESSSuper
member’s same-sex partners.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The federal government has recently introduced the
Same-Sex Relationship (Equal Treatment in Commonwealth
Laws-Superannuation) Bill 2008 which amends the definition
of spouse in the commonwealth act from 1 July 2008 to
include same-sex partners. Therefore, once the
commonwealth changes take effect, the definition of spouse
which is relied upon in the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 (Vic) will cease to discriminate
against same-sex partners. The extent of the limitation in the
bill is therefore confined because the discriminatory effect of
the bill will be short-lived.
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(d) the relationship between the limitation and its
purpose
There is a rational and proportionate relationship between the
limitation on the right to equality and avoiding the
consequences of non-compliance with the commonwealth
act.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There is no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of conforming with the commonwealth
act.
Accordingly, in my opinion, the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment Bill 2008, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly is compatible with section 8(3) of the charter.
TIM HOLDING, MP
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission

Second reading
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The primary purposes of the bill are to amend the
Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986 and
related legislation in order to:
provide members of the former State Superannuation
Fund and their spouses with access to ESSSuper’s
accumulation products;
empower the Emergency Services Superannuation
Board to enter into a contract with an external party
to provide financial advice to members;
permit the Emergency Services Superannuation
Board to provide members of its accumulation
products with the ability to make a binding death
nomination; and
facilitate the new flexible work practices which were
introduced in the Victoria Police Workplace
Agreement 2007.
The State Superannuation Fund and the Emergency
Services Superannuation Scheme were integrated in
December 2005. The new integrated entity is known as
ESSSuper.
To date, members of the former State Superannuation
Fund have not been able to access ESSSuper’s range of
accumulation products which include allocated
pensions, a lump-sum rollover product (called the
beneficiary account), spouse accounts and a top-up
account.
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This bill will allow all members of the former State
Superannuation Fund, including active members,
deferred beneficiaries and pensioners, to access the
ESSSuper accumulation products. Spouses of members
of the former State Superannuation Fund will also be
permitted to access these products.
It is important to note that the bill adopts a definition of
‘spouse’ that is linked to the definition contained in the
commonwealth’s Superannuation Industry
(Supervision) Act 1993. At present, that definition is
restricted to heterosexual couples who live together on
a genuine domestic basis. However, the Same-Sex
Relationships (Equal Treatment in Commonwealth
Laws-Superannuation) Bill 2008 which is currently
before federal parliament will amend the definition of
‘spouse’ to include same-sex partners. Once the
commonwealth’s bill comes into operation, the
expanded definition of ‘spouse’ will also apply in
respect of ESSSuper members. It is intended that the
commonwealth amendments will come into operation
from 1 July 2008.
Honourable members may recall that this issue arose
last year in relation to the Superannuation Legislation
(Contribution Splitting and Other Matters) Act 2007.
The Victorian government strongly believes that
current commonwealth superannuation laws are unfair
and discriminatory. The Victorian government has
previously written to the federal Treasurer, the
Honourable Wayne Swan, MP, and his predecessor,
urging the federal government to amend its
superannuation law to remove legislative provisions
which discriminate against those in same-sex
relationships. On that basis, the Victorian government
supports the commonwealth bill to amend
discriminatory provisions. However, until the
commonwealth bill is approved the Victorian
government is constrained from extending equal
treatment to same-sex couples in its public sector
superannuation schemes due to its obligations under the
1996 heads of government agreement. That agreement
requires states to conform with the commonwealth’s
retirement incomes policy as well as prevailing
commonwealth legislation. In return for that
commitment, state public sector schemes, and their
members, receive extremely valuable concessional tax
treatment.
As noted earlier, it is intended that the commonwealth
bill will commence on 1 July 2008 and the Victorian
government sincerely trusts that there will be no undue
delay in the passage of that bill.
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In relation to Victoria’s Charter of Human Rights,
while this bill will limit the right to equal protection of
the law without discrimination this limitation is
reasonable in order to maintain consistency with
commonwealth law. More importantly, this bill is being
used as a vehicle to facilitate access for same-sex
spouses pursuant to the aforementioned changes at the
commonwealth level. A fuller examination of this issue
is set out in the statement of compatibility that I have
provided to the house in accordance with section 28 of
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006.
The bill will put members of the former State
Superannuation Fund and their spouses on an equal
footing with other members of ESSSuper. In particular,
it will allow them to make additional pre-tax and
post-tax contributions to the accumulation scheme and
will allow them to rollover or transfer amounts from
other superannuation funds into ESSSuper
accumulation products.
It is important to note that the ESSSuper accumulation
products will not be available to all and sundry.
ESSSuper will only be permitted to accept
contributions in respect of members who have
established a relationship with the scheme as
employer-sponsored members, or members belonging
to a prescribed class, who continue to be members of
the scheme.
This means that once a person has become an
employer-sponsored member of ESSSuper, or a person
belongs to a prescribed class (usually a spouse or
former spouse of an existing member), then that person
can continue to make contributions even when they no
longer have a relationship with an employer-sponsor.
The bill will also empower the Emergency Services
Superannuation Board to enter into a contract with an
external party for the provision of financial advice to
members. Given the wide range of superannuation
options that now confront an individual upon
retirement, it is important that members have access to
expert independent financial advice.
The financial advice will be provided by a third party,
and will be available to new, existing and retiring
members of the scheme. Members will pay for this
service directly or from their ESSSuper accumulation
accounts.
It is important to note that the board will not be
responsible for any advice or enter into a contractual
relationship with members regarding the provision of
such advice. The board’s role will be to identify an
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appropriate provider, which members may choose to
utilise at their discretion. The provider is free to
recommend a range of products to a member, including
those provided by ESSSuper or an alternative scheme.
The benefit of the arrangement is that the board has an
opportunity to seek discounted advice for members and
the provider will be able to develop a deep
understanding of the scheme and its complexities.
The bill will also allow the board to provide
accumulation scheme members with the ability to make
a binding death benefit nomination.
Binding death nominations are sanctioned under the
commonwealth superannuation industry supervision
regulations. The board has advised that members of the
scheme have shown a strong interest in such
nominations as they provide more certainty for
members. Only ‘dependants’ can be nominated and the
nomination must be renewed every three years.
The board has advised that binding death benefit
nominations are an important tool for estate planning
purposes and are often recommended by legal advisers
in the case of broken or blended families to reduce the
potential for disputes. The bill provides that such
nominations can be introduced at the board’s discretion
in respect of accumulation products.
The bill also addresses an existing oversight by
codifying that, in carrying out its duties, the board must
have regard to the interests of contributing employers as
well as the interests of scheme members. While this
might seem an obvious reality for the trustee of any
defined benefit scheme, the current legislation does not
explicitly require this.
The bill also contains amendments to facilitate new
flexible work practices that were introduced in the 2007
Victoria Police enterprise agreement. In particular, the
amendments cater for those officers who retire from the
force and later return on a fixed-term contract. The
amendments ensure that those returning in an
operational capacity will be provided with the same
level of death and disability cover as ongoing
employees who remain in the defined benefit scheme.
The bill also contains an amendment to allow members
to continue making contributions beyond the age of 65.
Finally, the bill also includes a minor amendment to the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996 to
permit directions pursuant to section 25A of that act to
be made for a period up to five years, as opposed to the
current limit of one year. This amendment better
reflects the insurance market cycle and the existence of
specific project or event insurance arrangements which
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are scheduled to proceed for set periods in excess of
one year.
This amendment to the Victorian Managed Insurance
Authority Act 1996 has been included in this bill due to
portfolio alignment and as a related financial risk
management matter.
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The new body piercing offences, like the existing offence of
tattooing or performing a like process on a child, will not
apply to health professionals acting in good faith.
Furthermore, it will be a defence to a body piercing offence
for the accused to prove that he or she had seen an
evidence-of-age document indicating that the young person in
question had attained the relevant age of consent.
Human rights issues

I commend the bill to the house.

1.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Scoresby).

Section 8: recognition and equality before the law

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 26 June.

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT
(TATTOOING AND BODY PIERCING)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement on 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 Summary Offences Amendment
(Tattooing and Body Piercing) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Summary Offences Amendment
(Tattooing and Body Piercing) Bill 2008 (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 bill
The bill will promote the health and wellbeing of young
people by appropriately regulating the conduct of body
piercing, tattooing and like processes. Specifically, the Bill
will amend the Summary Offences Act 1966 by:
(a) increasing the maximum penalty for the existing offence
of tattooing or performing a ‘like process’ on a person
aged under 18 years from 5 penalty units to 60 penalty
units
(b) defining ‘like process’ as including scarification, tongue
splitting, branding and beading
(c) making it an offence for a body piercer to perform a
non-intimate body piercing on a person aged under 16
years unless consent is provided by a parent or guardian
(d) making it an offence for a body piercer to perform an
intimate body piercing on a person aged under 18 years
(e) making it an offence for a body piercer to employ, direct
or allow a person aged under 16 years to perform illegal
piercings on young people (the body piercing offences
only apply to persons aged 16 or more).

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

Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the law
without discrimination within the meaning of, and on the
basis of an attribute set out in, the Equal Opportunity Act
1995.
Clauses 3 and 4 of the bill engage and prima facie limit this
right by restricting the availability of certain body piercing
and other body modification procedures on the basis of age.
Specifically, clause 4 restricts the availability of non-intimate
body piercing of persons aged under 16 to situations where
that person’s parent or guardian has consented to the
procedure, and provides that intimate body piercing cannot be
performed on a person aged under 18 years. Clause 3
provides that scarification, tongue splitting, branding and
beading cannot be performed on a person aged under
18 years.
However, this right is not absolute, but is subject to
reasonable limitations pursuant to section 7 of the charter, as
discussed in part 2 below.
Section 15: freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to
seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds,
including by way of art.
Section 15(3) provides that special duties and responsibilities
attach to the right of freedom of expression and the right may
be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably necessary,
amongst other things, to respect the rights of other persons, or
for the protection of public order, public health or public
morality.
Clauses 3 and 4 of the bill interfere with young people’s right
to freedom of expression by restricting access, on the basis of
age, to certain types of body art.
However, the interference is reasonably necessary to protect
public health and public morality, and thus constitutes a
lawful restriction within the ambit of section 15(3).
Section 17: protection of families and children
Section 17(2) of the charter 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.
The bill engages, though does not limit, this right, because it
seeks to protect children from risks to their health and
wellbeing associated with body piercing.
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Section 19: cultural rights
Section 19 of the charter provides that all persons with a
particular cultural, religious, racial or linguistic background
must not be denied the right, in community with persons of
that background, to enjoy his or her culture.
Clauses 3 and 4 of the bill may interfere with cultural rights
by restricting access, on the basis of age, to certain types of
body art that may have cultural motivations (e.g., body
piercing or scarification may have cultural significance in
some cultures).
However, this right is not absolute, but is subject to
reasonable limitations pursuant to section 7 of the charter, as
discussed in part 2 below.
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protection of the best interests of the child which is protected
in section 17 of the charter.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The nature of the limitation in clauses 3 and 4 of the bill is to
restrict young people’s access to certain body piercing and
other body-modification procedures on the basis of age. This
may also limit cultural rights where the procedure is a cultural
practice.
Clause 4 limits the right of an accused person to be presumed
innocent, in that a person charged with a body piercing
offence bears the legal onus of establishing the defence that
he or she had seen an evidence-of-age document at the time
of the offence indicating that the young person had attained
the relevant age of consent.

Section 25(1): right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 4 of the bill engages, and prima facie limits the right to
be presumed innocent, because the two body piercing
offences contained therein include a defence of the accused
person proving that he or she has seen an evidence-of-age
document indicating that the young person had attained the
relevant age of consent.
However, this right is not absolute, but is subject to
reasonable limitations pursuant to section 7 of the charter, as
discussed in part 2 below.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Section 8 of the charter: recognition and equality before the
law and clauses 3 and 4 of the bill; and
Section 19 of the charter: cultural rights and clauses 3 and 4
of the bill; and
Section 25(1) of the charter: right to be presumed innocent
and clause 4 of the bill.
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The prohibition on discrimination is of fundamental
importance to the protection of human rights, as reflected in
the preamble to the charter.
The protection of cultural rights is also of great importance in
a vibrant, multicultural community like Victoria.
The right to be presumed innocent is a well-recognised civil
and political right and a fundamental principle of the common
law.
However, none of these rights is absolute, but may be subject
to reasonable limitations in accordance with section 7 of the
charter.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation on the equality right, cultural rights and the
right to be presumed innocent is for the same purpose, which
is a purpose of great importance, being the protection of
health and wellbeing of young people, the protection of
young people from inappropriate contact by adults, and the

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a close, rational and proportionate relationship
between the limitation and its purpose.
The purpose of clauses 3 and 4 of the bill is to protect the
health and wellbeing of young people.
Clause 4 deals with body piercing. Health risks associated
with body piercing are well documented and include the
transmission of blood-borne viruses (e.g. Hepatitis C),
infection, scarring, nerve damage (e.g. eyebrow piercings)
and interference with speaking or chewing and irritation or
trauma to teeth and gums (e.g. tongue piercings).
Furthermore, these health risks materialise with some
regularity. Between July 2007 and April 2008 approximately
40 people were admitted to Victorian hospitals suffering
injuries or illnesses caused by body piercing. Research
conducted in 2003 found that between July 2000 and July
2002, at least 100 mostly young people presented to Victorian
hospital emergency departments with complaints associated
with body piercing. Furthermore, South Australian research
published in 2006 supports anecdotal evidence that a
significant number of patients present to general practitioners
with complaints associated with body piercing.
As such, the decision to undergo a non-intimate body piercing
procedure may have significant, enduring consequences, and
should not be undertaken lightly. Indeed sound, informed
choices require the capacity to maturely, intelligently and
responsibly identify, consider and manage health risks
associated with body piercing. Generally speaking,
16-year-olds possess these capacities. However, persons aged
under 16 years require, and will benefit from, the involvement
of a parent or guardian in the decision-making process.
Clause 4 of the bill will thereby encourage informed choices
(including selecting the type of piercing and a reputable
service provider), a reduction in impulse piercings,
appropriate aftercare and prompt identification and treatment
of complications, and thus improve the health and wellbeing
of young people.
Clause 4 of the bill also prohibits intimate body piercing from
being conducted on a person aged under 18 years. Victorian
law places great importance on protecting children and young
people from inappropriate, sexual contact from adults, and
deterring indecent and obscene behaviour (e.g., sex offences
in the Crimes Act 1958; obscene behaviour and other public
order offences in the Summary Offences Act 1966). Clause 4
is in keeping with this general protection provided to children.
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Clause 4 of the bill will also have a small and justifiable
limitation on cultural practices. The bill was released as an
exposure draft for public comment during January–March
2008. Consultation with multicultural groups confirmed that
any impact would be minimal, given that persons aged under
16 years can continue to obtain non-intimate piercings with
parental consent, which is likely to be forthcoming if the
procedure has cultural resonance.

January–March 2008. This is further evidence that the
limitations are rational, proportionate and reasonable.

Finally, clause 4 of the bill will impose a justifiable limit on
the right to be presumed innocent. The defendant bears the
legal burden of establishing the defence of having sighted an
evidence-of-age document indicating that the young person
had attained the relevant age of consent at the time of the
offence. This information is uniquely within the knowledge of
the defendant, and could not be reasonably ascertained by the
prosecution. As such, without this limitation, the body
piercing offences would be unenforceable. This is also the
approach taken in similar offences, such as those relating to
the supply of alcohol and tobacco to young people.

The bill protects the health and wellbeing of young people.
To achieve its purpose, the bill interferes with rights to
equality before the law, freedom of expression and culture
and the presumption of innocence, which are protected by the
charter. For the reasons outlined above, I consider that such
interference is necessary, justifiable and proportionate, and
that the bill is compatible with the charter.

Clause 3 of the bill prohibits scarification, tongue splitting,
branding and beading on persons aged under 18 years.
Scarification, tongue splitting, branding and beading are more
severe and more difficult to reverse than body piercing, and
carry similar health risks. Given these potentially significant
and enduring consequences, such procedures should only be
available to adults, consistent with the existing approach to
tattooing.
Whilst scarification may have a cultural basis in some
communities, the consultation process on the exposure draft
bill did not reveal evidence of this practice occurring in
Victoria. Furthermore, the intrusive and permanent nature of
scarification warrants a more restrictive approach to protect
the health and wellbeing of young people. This accords with
the current approach to tattooing.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
Some submissions on the exposure draft bill noted that young
people aged under 16 can consent to medical procedures if
they have capacity, i.e., they possess the maturity and
intelligence to fully understand what is proposed, and
suggested that this approach be adopted in relation to body
piercing.
However, a ‘capacity to consent’ approach would not achieve
the purpose of the bill. This approach is appropriate for
medical procedures, where practitioners can draw upon
extensive training, experience and support services when
assessing a young person’s capacity to consent. Furthermore,
if consent is given, the resulting procedure takes place in a
clinical environment, and practitioners are subject to strong
accountability mechanisms. This is a vastly different
environment to the body piercing industry, which cannot be
expected to deliver this type of individualised, accountable
assessments of capacity.
(f)

any other relevant factors

The limitations in the bill accord with standard industry
practice across reputable body piercing operators, and were
supported by the majority of individuals and organisations
that provided feedback to the government when the bill was
released for comment as an exposure draft during

The limitations in the bill also accord with other age-based
restrictions on access to goods and services, such as tobacco,
liquor, gaming, films and literature.
Conclusion

Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General

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

This bill delivers on the government’s commitment to
reform the law relating to tattooing and body piercing
to protect the health and wellbeing of young people.
Body piercing, tattooing and related forms of body art,
whilst having ancient origins, have become increasingly
popular in Victoria and other Western societies in
recent years, particularly amongst young people.
Eyebrows, tongue, navel, neck, nipple and genitals have
joined the traditional earlobe as preferred piercing sites,
whilst beading, branding and scarification are emerging
forms of body decoration.
The health risks associated with body piercing,
tattooing and like processes are well documented and
include the transmission of blood-borne viruses (for
example, Hepatitis C), infections, nerve damage and
scarring. These risks materialise with some regularity.
From July 2007 to April 2008 around 40 people were
admitted to Victorian hospitals with complaints
associated with body piercing. Furthermore, Victorian
and interstate research indicates that significant
numbers of patients present to hospital emergency
departments and medical practitioners with
complications from body piercing.
In this context the government is obliged to ensure that
laws mitigate the risks associated with body piercing,
tattooing and like processes, and protect the health and
welfare of Victorians, particularly our young people.
With this in mind, the government introduced new
health regulations in 2004 requiring body piercers to
provide information on health risks to prospective
customers, and also produced guidelines to assist body
piercers in complying with health standards.
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The age of consent requirements included in this bill
build upon those earlier reforms by promoting the
health and welfare of young people. However, the
government was also mindful that body art raises
complex and often emotive civil liberty and cultural
issues, and that community attitudes and expectations
on this topic may change over time. Consequently, the
government released an exposure draft bill and
discussion paper and sought broad community input on
the proposed reforms. Around 130 individuals and
organisations took the opportunity to provide comments
on the exposure draft bill. Whilst a range of views were
expressed, the majority of submissions supported the
key features of the exposure draft bill.
And it is to those key features that I shall now turn.
This bill makes it an offence for a body piercer to
conduct a non-intimate body piercing on a person aged
under 16 years without consent from a parent or
guardian. Non-intimate body piercing is any piercing
except of the genitalia, nipples, anal region or
perineum, which are treated as ‘intimate’ piercings. The
bill encourages young people to discuss body piercing
with their parents or guardians. This will assist in the
proper identification, consideration and management of
health risks associated with body piercing, the selection
of reputable body piercing operators, the administration
of appropriate aftercare and the prompt identification of
complications. The bill therefore equips young people
to make informed choices and to manage the
consequences of those choices. This will have a
positive impact on the health and welfare of young
people.
The bill also makes it an offence for a body piercer to
perform an intimate body piercing on a person aged
under 18 years. This more restrictive approach accords
with the protection that the law generally affords young
people from inappropriate, indecent or sexual contact
by adults, and reflects community attitudes and
expectations.
The bill also makes two sets of changes to the existing
offence of performing a tattoo or like process on a
person aged under 18 years.
Firstly, the bill increases the maximum penalty for that
offence from 5 penalty units to 60 penalty units. The
new maximum penalty better reflects the gravity of the
offence, and provides a more realistic and effective
deterrent.
Secondly, the bill defines ‘like process’ to include
scarification, tongue splitting, branding and beading.
These procedures are more severe, intrusive forms of
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body art, and can be difficult to reverse. As such, they
should only be available to adults, consistent with the
current approach to tattooing.
The measures introduced by the bill improve the
regulation of the body piercing industry by providing
clear age-of-consent rules for various procedures. The
bill represents an appropriate balance between the
rights of parents and guardians, young people’s
freedom of expression, and the protection of their
health and wellbeing.
I commend the bill to the house
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 26 June.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — Yesterday, 11 June
2008, during my contribution on the Appropriation
(2008/2009) Bill I made reference to an answer given
by the Minister for Public Transport to a question
without notice relating to the rail relocation project at
Wodonga. In her answer the minister informed the
house that the project was announced by the Premier on
30 May 2008. Daily Hansard, the proof version of
Hansard, of 10 June records that the Minister for Public
Transport went on to make the following statement:
The members for Seymour, Murray Valley, Benambra and
Benalla, who were also present …

As I said, this statement by the minister appears in
Daily Hansard of 10 June 2008. After checking Daily
Hansard I purported to correct the record and refute the
accuracy of the minister’s statement. It has now been
drawn to my attention that Daily Hansard incorrectly
records the minister’s statement. I accept now that the
minister never made the statement I attributed to her.
My error was inadvertent and based upon my reading
of Daily Hansard.

GAMBLING REGULATION AMENDMENT
(LICENSING) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 June; motion of
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming); and
Mr O’BRIEN’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this bill be withdrawn and
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redrafted to ensure that the probity requirements of the
licensing process are protected by prohibiting lobbying
activities as recommended by the Gambling and Lotteries
Licence Review Panel’.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — As I was
saying last night, this government believes very much
in competition. This government believes that
competition drives innovation. A great example of that
is lotteries, which have been in real long-term decline.
In these circumstances you can invite the lottery
licence-holder into the back office, as governments
have done over the years, and seek to work out what
you think is a fair value for an extension of their
licence. That way of course there is little disruption to
business, and that might suit some people. However,
the government takes the view that the real value of
these licences to taxpayers can be best worked out by
putting them up in a formal competitive process. We
stand by our judgement in that regard.
One of the illuminating things in this debate has been
the very deep-seated misunderstandings by members
opposite in particular about the gambling licences
review process. There has been a series of
misunderstandings, and that was evident throughout
that debate last night. This review process has been
under way for four years. A number of bills have
facilitated the process to this point in time, and there
will be others. The bill before us is a facilitating bill.
The lack of understanding of members opposite with
regard to lotteries is apparent. About half of the
opposition members cannot work out whether they
actually support the lotteries industry or not. This bill
does not deal with the lotteries industry as such, but we
allowed lots of commentary on it. Some members
opposite seem to think that any extension of lottery
operations, including any new products, would be a
terrible, evil thing. They say that in support of the
lottery agents who have been talking to them. The fact
is that many lottery agents in this state want, among
other things, the government to make a quick
determination on variations to the new licences,
because both new licence-holders have submitted
applications for variations to allow for new products.
As the minister with responsibility in this area I am
committed to working through those obligations in
accordance with the law to work out what
determinations should be made. We should not have to
put up with feigned concern for lottery agents from
members opposite when there is no doubt that at the
conclusion of that determination process we will hear
from them — there will be a hue and cry that we have
approved a new lottery product. You cannot have it
both ways. You cannot say you support the lotteries
industry and then not provide the opportunity for
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licence-holders to make applications under the licences
which are supported by legislation that would allow for
new product. You simply cannot have it both ways.
It does concern me to hear comments. I think it was the
member for Bayswater and the member for Evelyn in
particular who decried the innovation in gaming
products and the extent of products that are available
and the potential of new products coming into the
market. From at least some of the contributions
opposite it would appear that there is only qualified
support for agents and for the lottery business.
We heard quite a bit of concern about lobbyists, and
during his contribution to the debate the member for
Malvern spent most of his time talking about them. Let
us go to the heart of this matter. The Liberal Party has
had an obsession for more than a year that stemmed
from a belief — an erroneous belief, as it turned out —
that a deal had been done between this government and
Tattersall’s.
Mr Ingram — There is a simple way of solving it.
Mr ROBINSON — That is what previous Liberal
governments have done. You invite them into the back
room and sign an extension of the licence. This was the
allegation put around repeatedly — that is, that the
government had done a deal with Tattersall’s — —
An honourable member — What did Merkel say
about David White?
Mr ROBINSON — ‘What did Merkel say about
White?’ — thank you very much; right on cue! Page 67
of his October report states:
The panel has no evidence that Mr White engaged in any
prohibited contact or that Hawker Britton’s preferred access
involved any unlawful or illicit conduct.

End of story; that is in the report. I was just asked what
Merkel said. I repeat:
The panel has no evidence that Mr White engaged in any
prohibited contact or that Hawker Britton’s preferred access
involved any unlawful or illicit conduct.

That was not enough. The opposition then set up a
select committee, and for 15 months — and at great
expense to taxpayers — had loads of people going
along for the cups of tea and the iced vo vos, and still
could not prove anything. Of course if the allegation
had any merit, it would have been proven by the
outcome of that process, where of course Tattersall’s
lost part of its licence operations and it was given to a
new entrant. So this whole allegation about probity and
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lobbyists in particular is built on sand. The sooner that
the opposition wakes up to that — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
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‘Registration of interest’, and goes into detail of what
the registration of instrument will contain, including:
(2) A notice published under subsection (1) must specify —

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harkness) —
Order! The member for Malvern! The minister, without
interruption.

…

Mr ROBINSON — When you put aside all the fizz
and put away all the colour and the bubble and the
froth, the argument that — —

(d) any other matters that the Minister considers
relevant to the registration of interest.

Mr O’Brien — You think Merkel’s report is froth,
do you?
Mr ROBINSON — I actually regard Merkel’s
report as very serious, but I am surprised it took the
shadow minister, the member for Malvern, six months
after the October report to actually ask a question about
it here in Parliament. It is extraordinary that it took him
six months to ask a question in the Parliament about the
Merkel report. I am not quite sure if it took him that
long to read the report. I thought he, as a lawyer, would
have got through it a bit more quickly. Nevertheless let
us deal with what the Merkel report says, and at
page 67 is a clear rebuttal of the allegations made.
The member for Malvern continues to pursue this
obsession via his stunt of moving a reasoned
amendment to this legislation, which illustrates a
further lack of understanding of the bill.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Hold on!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harkness) —
Order! The member for Malvern will not interject in
that manner.
Mr ROBINSON — The government has given a
commitment that it will incorporate the
recommendations of the IRP (independent review
panel), and we have indicated that we will do this via
the registration-of-interest (ROI) process. I do not think
the member for Malvern has quite picked up on this.
We have said that this would be the appropriate
instrument to deal with this, because it would be a
completely self-contained instrument that would give
all the guidance needed to licence applicants at the time
of applying, or ahead of applying, for those licences.
We think that is appropriate.
The nexus between the bill and the ROI is at clause 9 of
the bill, which inserts a new part 3A into chapter 4 of
the principal act. Proposed section 4.3A.3 is headed

(c) the matters concerning a registrant on which the
Secretary will report to the Minister; and

It further provides:
(5) If a registrant fails to satisfy a requirement made by or
specified under this section, the Minister may refuse to
consider, or consider further, the registration of interest
or to refer it to the Secretary.

Furthermore, it provides in proposed subsection 6(b)
that the minister:
(b) may decide not to invite any of the registrants to
apply for a wagering and betting licence.

So the nexus is quite clear when the bill is actually read
and comprehended — not that that appears to be the
case here. But it is important to allow the ROI to be the
instrument, not just to contain those measures or
recommendations of the independent review panel, but
any other material which is relevant, including
comments that are received as a consequence of the
latest discussion papers to go out to those who have an
interest in these matters — an advertisement for which
has appeared in today’s paper, and for which there is a
month’s opportunity for people to comment.
The government wants to give people the opportunity
to comment on the next steps after the
post-announcement phase. Advice may well be put to
us from people, which would inform the further
development of the ROI. As I said, the ROI will be
published ahead of the applications being received for
the licences. I apologise to those members who thought
that the member for Malvern understood this, but it
would appear from his contribution to the debate, that
he does not.
In summing up I want to make some comments about
the racing industry and the consultations that have been
under way for some time. The consultations
commenced on 11 April, the day after the government’s
announcement, and they were signalled many months
ago. We said that we would have a dedicated
consultation phase with the Victorian racing industry,
which would provide the means for the industry to
inform the government as to what its perception of what
‘no less favourable funding’ was.
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That consultation is proceeding very satisfactorily. I
went along with the Minister for Racing to the first
meeting. We signalled the framework for those
discussions and indicated that there would need to be
some probity controls around that discussion, because
the racing industry is dealing with the current
licence-holder for wagering, who in all likelihood will
be a bidder for the future wagering licence, and it is
important that we do not get those two roles mixed up.
It has been a very useful opportunity for the racing
industry to sit down and work through a number of
issues with government officials as to their funding
base now and their funding base into the future, so that
they can meaningfully inform the government as to
what their view is of their funding requirements going
forward.
The member for South-West Coast does not appear to
understand this. He says that we should announce today
what the funding will be. Why would we previously
commit — —
Dr Napthine — You have got legislation before the
house. Why not tell the Parliament what is going on? Is
it a secret?
Mr ROBINSON — It is not; it has been out in the
public. The racing industry has known about this
consultation for months.
Dr Napthine interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harkness) —
Order!
Mr ROBINSON — The contention of the member
for South-West Coast is that, understanding the
opportunity that has been provided to the racing
industry to inform the government about what its
funding needs would be, the government should go out
and tell them, through the consultation, what their
answer should be. That would be a bizarre state of
affairs. You commit yourself to a consultation and
allow the industry the opportunity to present its view to
the government, and simultaneously you want to be
telling them what their view should be. That is a
heavy-handed and daft way of going about it. That is
the equivalent of putting the cart in front of the horse,
taking the wheels off, putting the horse in the cart and
hoping that it will move somehow. That is a very daft
way of doing business.
Those consultations are proceeding very well, and we
hope that they will conclude in the next two or three
weeks. I can say that at the time the ROI is published,
the government’s tax rate on wagering will be fully
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advertised. Anyone bidding for the licence will
understand what the government’s position is on the tax
rate, because we have signalled to the industry at the
very commencement of those discussions that we are
prepared to look at the tax rate as a means of replicating
or of substituting the income that we acknowledge
would be lost. We said we have acknowledged it many
months ago. We have passed that onto the industry, and
that is informing some of the discussions that people in
the industry are having at the moment through that
consultation phase.
We do not accept the criticisms that have been levelled
at us by the member for South-West Coast.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I know the member for
South-West Coast would love to be invited into those
consultations. He is having a bit of relevance
deprivation here and he would love to be running the
racing industry, but he is not — and it is probably a
good thing. We would not have the Cox Plate at
Moonee Valley if the member for South-West Coast
were the Minister for Racing. We all understand his
views on this matter.
I want to close by congratulating Alan Clayton and his
team, who are doing all of the heavy lifting throughout
this process. This is an unprecedented process that is
absorbing a huge amount of the time of a large group of
people. It is being done because the government is
committed to competition. The government believes
that the real value of these licences to taxpayers is
identified through a competitive process, and that is in
contrast to the performance of governments in the past,
on both sides, that have sought to simply avoid the
problem any transition would create by simply inviting
licence-holders in behind closed doors to negotiate an
extension for, indisputably, a sum that would be less
than if those licences were put out for public
competition.
We stand by this process, and we reject the very lazy
and short-sighted amendments proposed by the
opposition. We urge parties to get behind this bill to
allow this important process to continue.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will divide on
the question that the words proposed to be omitted
stand part of the question. Those who support the
honourable member’s amendment should vote no.
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House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beattie, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Green, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Langdon, Mr
Languiller, Mr

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

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

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

Amendment defeated.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clauses 1 to 8 agreed to.
Clause 9
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I move:
1.

Clause 9, page 18, line 33, after “payment” insert “for
the licence”.
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2.

Clause 9, page 19, line 2, after “payment” insert “for the
wagering and betting licence”.

3.

Clause 9, page 19, after line 8 insert—
“(3) If the Minister extends the wagering and betting
licence under section 4.3A.11(3), the Minister may
require the licensee to pay, as consideration for the
extension of the licence, one or more amounts
determined by the Minister as the premium
payment for the extension of the licence.”.

4.

Clause 9, page 19, line 9, omit “(3)” and insert “(4)”.

5.

Clause 9, page 19, line 9, after “payment” insert “for the
wagering and betting licence or the extension of the
wagering and betting licence”.

These amendments are important to allow added clarity
to the wagering licence process ahead of the
registration-of-interests phase, as I explained in my
contribution a few minutes ago. It is the government’s
intention that it provide a two-year option in the licence
at the end of the 12 years of wagering, should the
government seek to exercise it. It would be exercisable
only by the government. That would be a protection for
the government of the day if the government of the day,
either at that time or in the lead-up to that time,
determined that an extension was needed. One is not
able to outline with any accuracy the circumstances that
a government of the day might be facing at that point.
There may be an election due, and the government
might decide it needs to extend the licence to give
clarity to the current licence-holder and to the licensing
process beyond that, or it could be otherwise.
It is also uncertain at this stage how the licence
premium would be payable. Under gambling licences
in this state sometimes premiums are paid up front and
sometimes they are paid in association with or
simultaneously with the tax that is forwarded to the
government from the gambling activity. The
amendment provides for added clarity, so that later this
year any bidder — any licence applicant — will
understand absolutely the government’s right to seek a
premium for any extension of the wagering licence in
any form that is acceptable to the government. It is
simply for the sake of clarity.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Clause 9 of the bill
deals with the licensing procedure for the awarding of a
new wagering and betting licence, and something that is
notable by its absence is any provision in relation to a
probity plan. The government has just seen fit to use its
numbers to defeat the reasoned amendment I proposed
to incorporate the recommendation of the Merkel panel
that lobbyists should be banned from the process
provided for in the bill. Clause 9 provides for the
process of licensing, and the question that I have for the
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minister is: why is he not going to provide as part of
that process a probity plan? This question was raised in
the briefing that opposition members were provided
with, and my question was: will the probity plan for this
process be made public? I anticipate that if it were
going to be made public, it would be made public as
part of the information to be published in the
Government Gazette, which is provided for in this
clause.
I received a note slipped under my door yesterday
morning with the answer:
The probity plan will not be released during the course of the
licence-awarding process. However the independent review
panel is able to comment and report on all aspects of the
probity plan.

That is not sufficient. We need to know exactly how the
government proposes to protect the integrity of this
process, given the government’s abysmal failure to
protect the probity of the lotteries process, as was
indicated by Merkel. The Parliament and the Victorian
community have every right to understand exactly what
goals the government is setting for itself and how it
intends to hold itself to those goals. Therefore I ask the
minister to advise the house why he is refusing to make
public the probity plan the government proposes to use
as part of the wagering and betting licence procedure
set out in clause 9.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on a couple of aspects of clause 9. I refer
particularly to part 3A of the bill, which inserts
proposed section 4.3A.2 into the act with regard to the
single licence and the provisions to ensure this will end
up in a situation which is ‘no less favourable to
Victorian racing and racing products’. I refer to a letter
of 10 June sent to my colleague the shadow Minister
for Gaming from Elmer Funke Kupper of Tabcorp. It
states:
The bill in its current form does not contemplate how the
government intends to secure exclusivity for the successful
bidder. This needs to be addressed so that bidders can be
confident in the regulatory environment they operate in. The
failure to address this issue could prove costly in both the
value of the licence and future tax revenues.

In the second-reading debate I quoted from what has
been said by Harness Racing Victoria and other racing
industry organisations that have expressed concern
about the future funding of racing, and that is the issue
that we seek that the minister address. It is simply not
good enough for the minister to say, ‘Trust us’. It is
simply not good enough for the minister to say that
conditions will be ‘no less favourable’, and it is simply
not good enough for the Minister for Racing and the

Thursday, 12 June 2008

Minister for Gaming to say, ‘We are having discussions
with the industry’. We are debating the legislation here
and now, and we need to confirm how much money
will be available for the industry and how that money
will be provided, because the people bidding for the
exclusive licence — the so-called exclusive licence —
will be asked to operate under the following
circumstances.
The operator will be asked to front up with the
annualised cost of the premium payment; with the
payments to the racing industry, whatever they are;
with the payments to government of whatever taxation
regime is put in place; and with the cost of the operation
before determining what percentage can be returned to
the punter. The operator will be in an increasingly
competitive wagering environment with betting
exchanges or corporate bookmakers which will have no
such premium payments; which will face lower or zero
state taxes — and many face very much lower state
taxes; and which contribute little or nothing to the
racing industry in Victoria and are therefore able to
provide increased returns for punters.
In the second-reading debate a number of speakers
from the government side said that exclusive licences
have operated historically in Victoria and across other
jurisdictions. That has been the case, but the
environment has changed. We now have the internet,
we now have betting exchanges operating around the
world and we now have access to a much more open
gambling situation. The traditional system of an
exclusive licence needs greater surety and greater
protection if people are going to bid for the licence.
People need to have this information so they will know
how the system is going to operate. We need to have a
situation that provides a competitive environment for
the operator of the exclusive licence that will attract
punters and provide attractive odds for those punters,
but there needs to be protection for the exclusive
licence, and I express concern about the lack of
protection.
I totally reject the comments of the Minister for Racing
when he said this information cannot be disclosed
because of probity. That is utter and absolute rubbish.
There is no current bidding or tender process open. As
the minister said in his response in the second-reading
debate, the information will be available when the
bidding opens, so there are no probity rules and no
probity reasons why the information cannot be made
available now to the wide variety of stakeholders that
are involved in the racing industry.
The people at the Swan Hill racing club, where I was
on Sunday, do not know anything about what is going
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on. The people at the Sale racing club, the people at the
Sale greyhounds, the people running the greyhound
club at Warrnambool, the people running the
greyhound club at Horsham and the people running
harness racing are being kept in the dark by the minister
and the government. We need to know what the rules of
the game are in terms of how the racing industry will be
funded, how much money there will be, where the
money will come from, how that will impact on the
ability to provide an exclusive licence, what protection
there will be for the exclusive licence to make sure it is
in a protected situation and will be a truly exclusive
licence in an increasingly competitive world betting
environment, and how we can ensure that the racing
industry has secure and growing revenues into the
future. If you have too much tax — too much revenue
coming out of the so-called exclusive licence — then
you will not have the returns to the punters and the
exclusive licence will fail. These are the questions that
need to be answered as we debate the legislation.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — If there
is one thing that the member for South-West Coast and
I would agree on, it is the importance of the return to
punters — although we might also agree that, as
punters, we do not get a return often enough.
The misapprehension is clear: the opposition seems to
be of the belief that the passage of the bill sees the bids
start when all the information that ought to be available
to bidders is not yet available. This presumption — that
the bidding starts tomorrow or the day after the
legislation is passed — is clearly wrong. There is a lot
of work in train to inform the registration of interests
process — and I outlined to members opposite the
connection between the bill and the ROI — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Hold on! Any licence applicant
will be guided by the registration of interest. The
registration of interest is intended to be the repository of
all the information licence applicants need to guide
them through the process by which the government will
be determining the successful licence applicant.
I indicated in my earlier contribution that this is an
evolving process. A series of bills have facilitated the
processes we have set out and the objectives we have,
and this is one of them, but the bids do not start
immediately upon the passage of the bill. We have, for
example, the issue of consultation with the racing
industry. I indicated just a few minutes ago that that
consultation is the opportunity to the industry to signal
to the government what it believes its funding needs are
going to be well beyond 2012.
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Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — We are indicating how we will
deal with the licence application process and reach a
determination.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — The member for South-West
Coast is under the misapprehension that it all needs to
be put into the bill. We have said clearly that the
registration of interest process or document — the
instrument we will create, which will be published and
which everyone will know about — will be the means
by which licence applicants will be informed about
what is required of their bids, the procedures for that
application and what steps happen beyond their bid.
One of the things the applicants for the wagering
licence will have to do is indicate a willingness to reach
a partnership agreement with the Victorian racing
industry. There is a lot more work to be done on that. It
is a very important component of what we are trying to
achieve here. The interests of punters, and indeed the
racing industry, will be well served by a licence
applicant who wishes to work in tandem with them,
because their joint interest will be served by promoting
racing, not so much aggressively as progressively —
and that is what we want.
That has been a problem in the past when a
licence-holder has had gaming and wagering interests.
The member for South-West Coast would understand
that an entity with a foot in both camps tends to favour
the gaming side rather than the wagering side.
Criticisms have been manifest over the years that
Tabcorp, as the incumbent, has preferred to concentrate
on its gaming activities at the expense of racing — it is
a very common criticism. One of the underpinnings of
the government’s view is that a business which has the
wagering licence without any connection to gaming
will focus on that wagering licence; it will not put it
second to something else connected to that licence. We
think that is important.
There has been some discussion in the debate and
through the member for South-West Coast about what
exclusivity means. Exclusivity means what a state
government in a modern national economy can make it
mean. In the aftermath of High Court cases we do not
have the power to say that exclusivity means no other
state has the right to host a betting exchange. We have
just had the High Court case. The member for
South-West Coast attempted to give us a dissertation on
the High Court last night. It was an interesting effort; I
will give him a B minus for at least attempting a legal
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dissertation, but he should not give up his day job to
become a legal commentator!
The High Court has said that states cannot slap down or
prohibit the operation of betting exchanges in other
states. It said the modern economy and the internet do
not respect state boundaries. We have to live with that.
Dr Napthine — That is what I said.
Mr ROBINSON — I said it a lot more simply — it
took me about 40 seconds rather than 10 minutes.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ROBINSON — He said there were a lot of
other things, and that Victoria’s position was well
respected by the High Court. What ‘exclusive’ can
mean today is very different from what it could mean
30, 40 or 50 years ago. What the government is doing is
saying in respect of the High Court judgement and the
evolution of the law, ‘This is what we want to do. We
want to have an exclusive wagering licence in the same
sense it was understood 10 years ago’. To the extent
that it is physically possible to provide for that, that is
what we will do.
We said that that was a better choice than having a
number of wagering operators in place — and that
option was available to the government. In our
opinion — and I think the other side would agree — the
racing industry is best served by having one wagering
operator because of economies of scale. If you invite
more than one to come in, you end up replicating
back-office costs and you get smaller pools. This is
exactly where I agree with the member for South-West
Coast: the interests of punters are not served by having
a multitude of wagering providers within a state; they
are better served by having one. That is the
government’s reckoning, and increasingly both here
and elsewhere we have seen an evolution towards
having fewer and fewer tote operations so that benefits
can be passed on to punters. That is just a reflection on
the nature of the wagering industry.
The member for Malvern has asked questions about
probity. He is drawing a very long bow on this clause.
We have indicated that we do not intend to release the
probity plan through the live bidding process. We are
very confident that the independent review panel has all
the powers required to ensure that the probity
requirements we have laid down are fully observed.
No-one would dispute that the chair of the independent
review panel is doing an excellent job. He has produced
frank and fearless reports, and they have been of a very
high quality. I can assure members that the independent
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review panel (IRP) will continue to release reports as it
sees fit.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — The shadow minister is again
struggling under the misapprehension that there will be
nothing between this bill and the bids starting, when in
fact we have said we will implement the
recommendations of the IRP and we will put other
matters into the registration of interest. The ability to
use the registration of interest as a way of removing
parties or applicants who did not comply with those
requirements is laid out in the act.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — Under the proposition
advanced by the member for Malvern we would be
advising applicants that some of the rules about the
licence renewal process and their applications would be
in the act, some would be in the ROI, and presumably
some would be elsewhere. Applicants are entitled to go
to one instrument to find the rules — —
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — No. Applicants are entitled to
go to one instrument to see the rules they must follow
for the purpose of the licence application and the
determination by the government. They are entitled to
go to one location to find that rather than having to hunt
around through bits and pieces of probity requirements
in an act, bits and pieces in a registration of interest, and
bits and pieces wherever else the opposition thinks is
important.
The government stands by these amendments. Getting
back to the amendments, they are to deal with
clarification in the event that a wagering licence-holder
has that licence extended by the government, and that
would be something that would emerge in 2022 or 2023
or thereabouts. We stand by those amendments. We
think that for the sake of clarity the licence applicants
are entitled to know exactly what would be required of
them should that contingency arise.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — In the minister’s
response to my queries as to why he is keeping secret,
and why he is covering up the probity plan for this
process, he has not been able to explain why it is that
something as fundamental as keeping lobbyists out of
the process for the awarding of licences, which is
recommended by Merkel, should not be put in the act,
and why this should not be a provision which is clearly
stated in the act, potentially with penalties applying for
breaches of it, I would have thought.
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If the minister were serious about keeping lobbyists out
of the process of the awarding of gaming licences,
wagering licences and keno licences, he needs to back
it up with penalties. You cannot have civil or criminal
penalties in something that is promulgated by the
minister in the Government Gazette. If you are going to
keep lobbyists out of the process, given how much
money is involved in these licences, you have to have
teeth in that provision. It must involve the creation of
offences, and that can only be done through legislation.
The minister is already signalling that if he is going to
do anything on lobbyists, he is going to go soft because
he is not going to put anything in the act, and no
offences will be created. He is going to be quite happy
to allow people to basically ignore any provisions he
would put in place without any sense of there being a
penalty involved, because he cannot create a penalty
other than through a piece of legislation.
On the question of probity I also ask the minister what
he has to hide, and why he is not making the probity
plan public? Will his mate and fellow racehorse owner,
Geoff Walsh, get the job again? I refer the minister to
the comments in the Merkel report. In particular I refer
the minister to paragraph 151 of the Merkel report
where the panel notes:
… it is important for probity auditors in their assurance role to
be proactive, rather than just reactive. Even then some of the
reactions were inadequate.

It is a bit like the minister’s process. It is a bit like his
handling of the lotteries licensing process. At
paragraph 152 the panel goes on to criticise Pitcher
Partners. It says:
The panel also observes that the level of detail contained in
Deloitte’s report permitted a much better understanding of the
bases of its conclusions than did the reports of Pitcher
Partners.

The gaming inquiry conducted in the other place
criticised Geoff Walsh and Pitcher Partners for not
responding to its questions; for agreeing to provide
information but not providing it. Is the minister, who
had a pecuniary interest in a racehorse with the probity
auditor for the lottery licensing process, and who has
been criticised in the Merkel report for being reactive
and being inadequate, and compared very unfavourably
with Deloitte, going to take action to ensure that we
have a proper probity auditor on the job? Or is the
minister going to say that it is okay to ignore
parliamentary inquiries and their request for documents,
and it is okay to be reactive, and it is okay not to do a
good job?
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I refer to government amendments 1 to 5. It is just
extraordinary that having completely cocked up the
process on the lotteries licence, the government was
about to fall into the same trap again. We all remember
that in the shadow of Christmas, as most Victorians
were having their winding-down Christmas lunches and
people were gathered in offices all over the state
celebrating the Yuletide spirit, there was the then
Minister for Gaming, who is now the Minister for
Health, sliding out an announcement that the
government was extending the Tattersall’s lottery
licence by 12 months.
Was there a premium payment available to taxpayers
for this 12-month extension on a lucrative lotteries
licence? No, there was not, because the government
cocked it up once again. Taxpayers paid the price for
this government’s incompetence. Taxpayers paid the
price for this government’s inability to keep the
lotteries licensing process on time.
Like everything else this government touches, it cannot
deliver anything on time, and it cannot deliver anything
on budget. The government was going to make the
same mistake again. It is only because questions were
raised through the briefing that the government has now
come in here to try to fix this mess. You would have
thought it would have learned its lesson from the lottery
licensing process, but as we have seen when it comes to
questions of probity, this government has learned
nothing from the debacle of the lotteries licence
process, and it is planning to make the same mistakes
all over again.
Amendments agreed to.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I wish to
seek assurances from the minister about the comments
made by the Minister for Racing in the second-reading
debate when he said the government would consider
lowering current wagering taxes to sustain the
revenue-raising. I ask him to expand on what that
means in terms of how much the government is
prepared to forego in terms of wagering taxes.
I note that in budget paper 4, racing taxes are expected
to be $130 million in 2008–09, rising to $152 million in
2011–12. In 2012 the racing industry will be missing
$100 million with regard to revenue that came from
electronic gaming machines through Tabcorp to the
racing industry, and of course post-2012 we will also be
looking to make up the $220 million wagering
payments from the current wagering licence-holder
Tabcorp, so a total of more than $300 million in 2012
and beyond, plus growth, will be required to sustain the
racing industries.
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I want to seek an assurance from the minister with
respect to the quantum of money the government is
talking about, and by how much it is prepared to reduce
government taxation to make sure we have a
competitive exclusive licence that provides a fair go for
punters, and provides the exclusive licence-holder with
a competitive environment in which they can compete
with Northern Territory corporate bookmakers and with
betting exchanges; also, that the government is able to
provide the finances required to fund racing.
This goes to the heart of what the government meant by
‘no less favourable’. In the particular clause in the bill
that refers to ‘no less favourable’ it refers specifically to
a no-less-favourable arrangement with regard to current
licence arrangements. Perhaps the minister could
explain whether the bill refers to the current licence
arrangements with regard to wagering and betting, or
whether it includes wagering and betting plus electronic
gaming machines. Does the bill refer to both, or are
there no-less-favourable arrangements only with regard
to the wagering and betting licence held under the
current act?
I would like his comments on whether the total of the
$152 million in taxation that currently is taken for
racing is prepared to be handed over. This must be seen
in the context where under this legislation the new
licence-holder is expected to pay a premium payment.
If the licence-holder is paying a premium payment,
there is interest, annualised cost or amortisation of that
premium payment that will have to be included in the
costs of operation for the exclusive licence-holder.
There are additional costs in relation to the premium
payment which reduce the capacity for the
licence-holder to make payments to the racing industry,
yet the racing industry is very dependent on those. The
racing industry deserves to know, before the legislation
is passed in this house, exactly what the government
intends in terms of the meaning of ‘no less favourable’
and the minister’s comments that the government will
consider lowering current wagering tax rates. We need
to know how much will they be lowered and what
amount of money will be available to the racing
industry because that will secure the future of the racing
industry and the 75 000 people the industry employs
across Victoria.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I will
deal with the matters raised by the member for
South-West Coast first. The licence review process has
involved the lotteries first and then keno, wagering and
gaming. The process has been dealt with in that way
because those latter three are all meshed together. I
have gone around the state — to Morwell, Sale,
Geelong, Hamilton, Ballarat, Bendigo, Warrnambool,
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Greensborough, Frankston and numerous other
places — spoken to people and explained that since the
1950s the elements of our gambling industry have been
lotteries, keno, wagering and gaming and that they have
evolved at different stages over the past 50 years. The
wagering, keno and gaming operations are all meshed
together and that is why the government had to make an
announcement that affected all three, because you
cannot consider one without the other.
Race funding is currently derived from a licence
arrangement where the wagering company, Tabcorp,
also holds a gaming licence. The government’s
determination was that that ought to be separated, and
the wagering licence should be a stand-alone facility
because it believes that is in the best interests of the
racing industry going forward. Our expectation is that
in the next 10 years or more wagering will show greater
growth opportunities than will gaming machines, and
for that and other reasons we have decided we ought to
separate them.
In recognition of the fact that there is a cross-subsidy of
sorts between gaming and racing, the government has
signalled the fact that it is prepared to look at adjusting
the tax rate in order to deliver on its commitment that
things will be no less favourable at the commencement
of the new licence period. However, it would be
inappropriate at a stage where the consultations with the
industry have not concluded — and the industry has not
had the opportunity of finalising its view to government
about tax rate and other components of its revenue
stream — for the government to prescribe what
precisely the tax rate should be. Again, this is about
putting the cart behind the horse not in front of the
horse.
The position is that the racing industry’s revenue is
made up of a series of revenue components — product
fees, licence fees and other components — and we are
giving the racing industry the opportunity at the
moment and for the next few weeks to clearly signal to
the government what its preferred arrangements are in
terms of revenue streams beyond 2012. Beyond
indicating to the industry that the government has a
commitment to adjust the tax rate to help deliver the
outcome the industry requires, it would be
inappropriate to specify precisely what, because that
presumes the government knows before the
consultation is finished what the racing industry ought
to be telling us. Indeed that is the wrong way about.
The racing industry has been given the opportunity to
consult with the government and indicate what its
preferred position is, and that process needs to be
allowed to run its course.
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At a point ahead of the bids being called for, and of
applications being received for the wagering licence,
the government’s tax rate on wagering post-2012 will
be understood. That will be clearly advised to the racing
industry and to potential applicants, as will the
requirement that any applicant will form a partnership
with the Victorian racing industry and that the applicant
will be able to put the interests of the Victorian racing
industry ahead of anything else; that is an important
ingredient. It is the ingredient that has been missing
over the last few years where, as I have said before,
there have been criticisms that the position of Tabcorp,
as both a gaming operator and a wagering operator, has
put the wagering industry and via that the racing
industry second in its concerns because there were
greater growth opportunities in gaming. That was most
evident in the way the fixtures were worked out by the
entity that Tabcorp and the racing industry had
involvement with. We are not able to specify what the
tax rate would be, because it would be inappropriate to
do that ahead of the finalisation of the racing industry’s
consultations.
Moving now to the comments of the member for
Malvern on deterrence for lobbyists, I explained earlier
that we had a provision in the bill, proposed
section 4.3A.3, which deals with the registration of
interest. The greatest deterrent that can be put in the
way of any applicant who does not wish to comply with
the strict conditions of the application and the licensing
or renewal process is to be removed from that process.
That is the greatest deterrent of anyone seeking to
acquire the wagering licence. It is clearly signalled in
the bill itself. The registration of interest prescribes the
way in which applicants or their agents or
representatives are to conduct themselves and the
registration of interest conditions are breached; the bill
gives provision for those applicants to be removed from
the process. That is the clear mechanical link here, and I
am sorry it is not understood.
Let us go over proposed section 4.3A.3 again. The
greatest deterrent is to be removed from the process.
That is what a licensed applicant would understand to
be the deterrent — it is the fact that the submission they
make will not be considered further. That is contained
at proposed section 4.3A.3(5):
(5) If a registrant fails to satisfy a requirement made by or
specified under this section, the Minister may refuse to
consider, or consider further, the registration of
interest …

Further on, it goes to:
(6) After consideration of the Secretary’s report … the
Minister—
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…
(b) may decide not to invite any of the registrants to
apply for a wagering and betting licence.

That is the best way of dealing with this process. If the
company itself, its agents or representatives breach the
prescribed processes under the ROI, which would be
the starting point of the licence applications, then they
run the risk of being removed from the process.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — I think the member is
struggling to understand what would actually work as
the most effective deterrent. The most effective
deterrent is to be removed and not considered further
for the wagering or keno licence. That is the greatest
deterrent that can be put in place.
I will finish on this point because I am interested in the
member for Malvern’s continued reference to
pecuniary interests of members of this place. I thought
it was interesting. He has been having a dip at me for a
number of months now, that I somehow kept a secret
the fact that I had interests in horses. Of course the
register of interests will show clearly that on a number
of occasions over a number of years I have declared to
this house that I have various thoroughbred interests. I
think he is confusing me with the member for
South-West Coast, because the member for South-West
Coast actually had a share in a horse called Cut the
Wind. He went into that lease on 10 September 1999
but if you look at the member for South-West Coast’s
pecuniary interests — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — There was no reference
whatsoever to any shareholding interest in horses. I do
not blame the member for South-West Coast for having
an interest in a horse. I think having an interest in a
horse is by and large a very good thing; I wish that
more Victorians would have interests in horses. Where
is the member for Eltham? Right on cue, the member
for Eltham has come into the house. We long-suffering
horse-owners are the backbone of the industry.
Mr Herbert — We are!
Mr ROBINSON — It is a very good thing. I think
the member for Malvern needs to be a little careful
when he talks about pecuniary interests. He might want
to have a word to the member for South-West Coast,
who made no reference in his pecuniary interests
declaration of 2000 to the fact that he had had this share
in the horse Cut the Wind. I think Cut the Wind had a
few starts. How did it go? Did it win?
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Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr ROBINSON — No good? We have that in
common as well, as does the member for Eltham. He
has had what we can call the traditional horse owner’s
experience.
The government stands by the processes that it is
establishing.
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Overwhelmingly those taxes raised from gambling
activities, whether it is gaming, wagering or keno, go
through to health services. In terms of advice to the
member for South-West Coast on telling punters and
others where those fractions go, my understanding is
that they go overwhelming into our health system.
Clause agreed to; clause 13 agreed to.
Clause 14

Amended clause agreed to; clauses 10 and 11 agreed
to.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I move:

Clause 12

6.

Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I wish to
make a brief comment in regard to clause 12 (3) with
regard to fractions, which I am sure the minister is very
familiar with. Under the current legislation and under
the bill, what happens to the person who operates the
exclusive license if the dividend ends up with a 1 cent
to 4 cent margin is the dividend is required to pay the
punter zero; and if is it is a 6 cents to 9 cents rounding,
they are required to round down to 5 cents.
Over a large number of bets and billions of dollars this
can add up to a substantial amount of funding. Under
the current legislation those fractions go straight to
consolidated revenue — that is, straight to the
government. These are actually punters’ dollars and are
substantial. In the current legislation before the house
there is no comment as to where these fractions go. I
seek the minister’s advice about what the government’s
intention is under the new licensing arrangement with
regard to these fractions.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — My
understanding is the government does not propose to
change the arrangements with regard to fractions. I
think that would stand to reason. If we are not planning
to change the system, then the system will remain
unchanged. Yes, I think the member for South-West
Coast understands me correctly. I understand this has
been a bone of contention for many years, and punters
would like that money back, but the government has
made a determination that the long-standing
arrangements will continue. I know that will disappoint
some punters.
In terms of where that money goes, 85 per cent of
gambling-earned revenue in this state goes into health
services. It has been the case in this state since the early
1960s when the TAB was established. I think the
licence off-course wagering arrangement passed this
Parliament by 1 vote, and the Premier at the time,
Henry Bolte, set up the Hospitals and Charities Fund.
That mechanism effectively still exists today.

Clause 14, line 25, after “payment” insert “for the
wagering and betting licence or the extension of the
wagering and betting licence”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Clause 15
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I move:
7.

Clause 15, line 21, omit “20” and insert “60”.

8.

Clause 15, line 29, omit “20” and insert “120”.

These are simply to give effect to the commitment by
the government earlier this year that penalties for
gambling with minors would be increased. The
provisions or the amendments allow for that. I am
pleased to say that gambling with minors is not an
offence that is reported regularly in this state. There is a
longstanding culture within the mainstream gambling
industries that has ensured this practice does not or has
not become prevalent. Nevertheless the government
believes it is always obliged to send stronger messages
to Victorians and to those involved in the gambling
industry that no slackening of that effort will be
tolerated. The provisions simply give effect to the
undertaking of the government earlier this year that we
would further strengthen those arrangements.
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I am intrigued as to the
government’s change of heart, because when this bill
was originally introduced into this Parliament there
were no provisions to alter the offence penalties for
gambling by minors, and when I undertook the briefing
by departmental officers I was assured that there would
be no changes in this area because the government was
awaiting a whole-of-act review. Having raised concerns
in the briefing as to why the government was proposing
to put through changes to offence provisions without
updating them, I was advised that the minister was
determined to wait until the whole-of-act review was
completed. So I was quite surprised when I saw that the
government was proposing these amendments.
Mr Robinson — Which you support?
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Mr O’BRIEN — And the opposition will support
the amendments. They are sensible amendments. We
have no time for or truck with anyone who encourages
minors to gamble, so from that perspective these
amendments are certainly welcome. But in terms of the
government’s change of heart, I would hope the
minister might be able to explain that and also when the
government will be updating other offences relating to
gambling by minors contained in the Gambling
Regulation Act.
Another aspect that I raised in the second-reading
debate yesterday, which the minister has not touched on
in any of his responses, is the question of the different
mental states provided for by this bill for the offences
relating to allowing minors to gamble. Clause 15 seems
to be a strict liability provision whereby any person
who has the management or control of or is employed
by a licensing or wagering operator and who accepts a
bet from a minor has committed an offence. But
clause 18, relating to the conduct of keno games, and
particularly new section 6A.2.3(2), provides that:
A person must not knowingly sell a ticket in a keno game to a
minor.

It seems not only quite odd but also inconsistent and
very unhelpful to the authorities who have to try to
regulate these matters to have two entirely different
mental states constituting the offence provisions. I
would hope the minister might be able to explain to the
house why that is currently the case and why, given that
it has now decided to update some aspects of the
offence provisions relating to minors gambling, the
government is not also taking the opportunity to
address that matter, and when the minister proposes to
bring legislation before the house which will deliver
consistency?
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week. We were looking forward to this bill being
passed, and it was thought the government might pass it
more quickly than has occurred. But in fairness to the
opposition, the briefing was not able to be arranged
until 15 May, so the passage of this bill was put back.
That delay has allowed us to consider the timing of the
amendments that would be required across a range of
acts to give effect to the government’s earlier decision
about increasing penalties for allowing minors to
gamble, which started with this bill. So it is not a matter
of a change of heart; it is a matter of a change of timing.
The commitment could be given effect to in any
number of ways. The government could have waited
until later this year so that it could be done all in one go,
or it could be done progressively. We have adopted a
progressive response to this. We are updating it here,
and we will look to complete the process of updating
those offences later this year. That is the intention. We
will have a series of other gambling reform acts coming
through — for example, there will be one to give effect
to the changes in the gaming industry. But there are, as
the member may understand, regularly bills that come
through and tidy up anomalies and modernise the law
as it relates to a whole range of gambling and racing
activities. My expectation is that in late 2008 we will
commence the process of updating other offences that
deal with minors.

From all the partisanship that goes on in this house and
the back and forth discussions, I have no doubt that the
government is just as committed as members of the
opposition and indeed all other members of this
Parliament to ensuring that gambling is a choice that
adults make and that minors do not participate in it, and
to there needing to be heavy penalties for those who
allow minors to participate. The penalties in those
offence provisions are undermined when there are
inconsistent mental states required. I would seek the
minister’s clarification on that.

The member has queried the different definitions. My
understanding is that this reflects the history of these
offences and that indeed the stricter language was used
around wagering out of the stricter concerns that existed
in the 1960s. I think the definition had some bearing
back then. It is a complex matter when trying to deal
with minors because some minors will clearly look to
be under 18 and others will not look to be under 18.
This is why different definitions have evolved. The
government has given a commitment — and this was
indicated to the member in the briefing — that this is an
area that has needed to be looked at. That need has
emerged and that will be done. Whether or not it would
be ultimately desirable to have a consistent definition,
or whether it would still be the case that the historic
reasons apply and there need to be different definitions
to deal with different circumstances, is something we
are happy to let the Office of Gaming and Racing
advise us on, and I would not want to draw any
conclusions.

Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — There is
no change of heart by the government. What has
happened here is that it is a matter of timing. At the
time we made our announcement — it was a week later
that we introduced the bill, on I think 17 April — we
anticipated that the bill might be passed in the budget

I am pleased, however, that in Victoria today the case is
still very much that the incidence of these offences is
very low, which shows that the law, as it has been
worded — whether that is considered to be efficient or
not — has been effective. We have a very low
incidence of these complaints and reports of minors
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gambling. That shows that the rules that have been put
in place by successive governments have been heeded,
and that is a good thing. But I do agree with the
member that we need to continually assert that any
weakening of that effort will not be tolerated. It is for
that reason and others that we have agreed to increase
the penalties.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise and
also support the member for Malvern and the minister
in these amendments. It is important that we take a
strong stand against minors betting. An increase in
penalties is a position that the Liberal Party and The
Nationals support, and therefore we support these
amendments.
The issue I wish to raise with the minister is that given
that the penalties for accepting a bet from a minor are
increasing from 20 to 60 penalty units for the people
involved in the wagering and betting licence that is
subject to this legislation, is it the intention of
government or is it already the situation that on-course
bookmakers in Victoria are subject to a penalty of that
same amount for betting with minors? Or is the
intention of the government to increase it to 60 penalty
units when the long-awaited bookmaker reform
legislation is before the house?
In passing, let me say that bookmakers in Victoria have
been dealt a poor hand by this government. They were
promised, years ago, major reforms to allow them to be
more competitive with regard to corporate bookmakers
in the Northern Territory, and they are sick and tired of
waiting for these long-awaited reforms the Minister for
Racing keeps talking about. The Minister for Racing
had a working party, and the bookmakers participated
in that working party. There were very strong
recommendations, clear recommendations, from that
working party on three key issues. They would
significantly enhance the competitiveness of
bookmakers in Victoria with regard to the loss of
revenue from the Victorian racing industry, and indeed
from the Victorian government, due to the massive
growth of the corporate bookmakers in the Northern
Territory who only three and four years ago had a
turnover of about $400 million and whose turnover is
now closer to $4 billion, with a massive take from the
bookmakers who operate in this state and a massive
take from the exclusive wagering licence operator,
Tabcorp, in this state.
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government keeps saying they will be introduced
shortly, but they are delayed and delayed and delayed. I
am seeking from the minister an assurance that those
reforms to the operation of legislation with regard to
bookmakers will be introduced in the next sitting week
and put through this Parliament with due process. In
that context I am asking whether there will be an equal
penalty unit for bookmakers who accept bets from
minors as will be imposed on the wagering and betting
licensee.
These are important issues. We have seen a continual
drain of leading high-profile bookmakers from Victoria.
They are taking their business and literally millions
upon millions of dollars out of Victoria. They are taking
jobs out of Victoria and money out of the Victorian
racing industry by establishing their operations in the
Northern Territory. Just recently Kathryn Read has
joined the exodus of these prominent, high-profile
bookmakers. Bookmakers in Victoria are sick and tired
of being told to wait for the legislation that is pending.
They have been waiting and waiting and waiting, and
the government has failed to deliver that legislation. I
think it is important that legislation be introduced to the
house as soon as possible. It should have been
introduced in February this year. It should have been
introduced in the past, in the autumn session of
Parliament, and it should have included provisions with
regard to making sure that penalty units are equal
between bookmakers and the wagering and betting
licensees with regard to betting with minors.
I seek an assurance from the minister that there will be
equal penalties for the offence of betting with minors
between bookmakers and the wagering and betting
licensees. I also seek an assurance from the minister
that the next time this house sits, which will be late in
June, we will finally see the long-awaited legislation
delivering important reforms to the bookmaking
industry to make it competitive in Victoria.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I am
sure the member for South-West Coast would like
things introduced in June, because then he could be
guaranteed more talking time. We know how much he
loves talking time and guaranteed talking spots, not that
that is in proportion to the sense of those statements.
This government has a very solid record of
achievement with bookmakers.
Dr Napthine interjected.

This has been to the detriment of racing in this state.
What we need is for those bookmakers reforms to be
introduced as quickly as possible. The bookmakers
have been calling for this for some time. The minister
said that the reforms will be introduced shortly, and the

Mr ROBINSON — Let me just remind the member
for South-West Coast, who, if I recall correctly, was a
minister between 1996 and 1999, of the situation in
1999 in respect of minimum telephone bets. I recall —
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because this is an interest that is dear to me; I have
spent many hours on racecourses, probably too many
hours if the truth be known — that the situation was
that bookmakers in Victoria could not accept telephone
bets under $250. This had been a bone of contention
with bookmakers, who had unsuccessfully lobbied the
then government for a long time for reforms they said
would put them on a more equal footing with the
totaliser. I remember the frustration of Tom Reynolds,
who was the sports minister at the time. I remember
talking to Tom Reynolds and saying, ‘Do you
understand, Tom? I think bookmakers are getting a raw
deal. On our side we cannot understand why this is not
being reformed, why you are not agreeable to lowering
the minimum bet?’. I remember very clearly Tom
Reynolds’s reply. He said, ‘Well Tony, some things
you just cannot get through the cabinet’.
Who was in the cabinet at that stage? I think the
member for South-West Coast was in the cabinet then,
so he might be able to shed more light on why
bookmakers reforms fell more to the government that
succeeded his. The answer is clearly because the
appetite for reform, to do the right thing by
bookmakers, was not evident under the Kennett
government. That of course was a government in which
the racing minister would be sent out to talk to the
industry and meanwhile would hear the then Premier
say on the radio, ‘Why don’t we amalgamate race
clubs?’. It was just a spur-of-the-moment comment by
the then Premier in some other part of the state which
left the sports minister, who was in charge of racing,
hanging out to dry.
The bookmakers reform working party, which the
member has alluded to, was not, I do not believe,
established with the intention of examining offences by
bookmakers. I might be wrong there, but I think it was
designed to look at the opportunities which need to be
provided for bookmakers going forward, and I think the
member would acknowledge that. If the member
aspires to have the minister release the reform group’s
recommendations, or to sign off on those, with the aim
of clarifying the relativity of penalties for the offence of
betting with minors, then I think he will be
disappointed, because I do not think that is part of its
brief. I think he understands that. If he wants to
ascertain what the Minister for Racing’s view is as to
the timing of those announcements, I will give him a
very simple piece of advice — he should talk to the
Minister for Racing, because I think the Minister for
Racing — —
Dr Napthine — The Minister for Racing should be
here. Where is he?
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Mr ROBINSON — Don’t talk about ministers and
shadow ministers having to be present through the
entirety of the debate, because you will embarrass
someone. Do not mention that, do not go there, is all I
am saying.
I am sure the further review the government will
undertake, which I alluded to earlier, will examine the
relativity of penalties for the offence of betting with
minors between what will happen under this legislation
and what happens under other legislation dealing with
bookmakers. I can say that as a general principle the
government would not be keen to see less relativity
than there is today. I am not sure, however, that there
has been a relativity principal at work in Victoria. I
might be wrong on that, but I do not know that the two
have borne a direct relationship. However, we are more
than happy to provide further advice to the member for
South-West Coast over the coming weeks. We would
be keen to ensure though that as work on the penalties
for allowing minors to bet progresses in respect of
licence-holders who exercise a great responsibility in
the provision of gambling services in areas such as
wagering, gaming, keno and lotteries that will be
reflected in the laws and regulations governing
bookmakers. I am happy to take those concerns on
board. However, as I say, if the member wants to seek
the advice of the Minister for Racing on racing matters,
he should talk directly to that minister.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 16 and 17 agreed to.
Clause 18
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I move:
9.

Clause 18, page 61, line 21, omit “20” and insert “60”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 19 to 35 agreed to.
Bill agreed to with amendments.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 June; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I am
very pleased today to rise in support of the
Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill. This bill continues to
invest in the services and the supports that we know
Victorians need and Victorians want. We are investing
in health, in education and in transport. It also continues
our commitment to govern for the whole of Victoria by
investing significantly in our regions and particularly
continuing our significant investment in Geelong.
Importantly this budget has again provided significant
additional resources to support vulnerable members of
our community. There is no doubt that Victoria is a
fairer place now than it was 10 years ago. Our
government’s investment in A Fairer Victoria this year
will contribute to making it even fairer.
I would like to touch briefly on some of the key
initiatives in my portfolio areas. Firstly, in the area of
disability, as I have said previously in this house, this
budget is an historic one in terms of disability funding.
It is the biggest-ever increase in funding for disability in
Victoria’s history — a total of over $233 million has
been committed in this budget, which represents over
105 per cent increase in funding since we came to
government, taking our total contribution to
$1.17 billion.
I heard the member for Doncaster talking about this
contribution the other night and suggesting that it was
not quite good enough. I would like to remind the
member for Doncaster what the opposition did in this
area when last in government. As soon as it came to
government, all the disability advocacy services were
defunded and 10 per cent was taken straight off the top
of funding for the human services portfolio area. That
was its commitment to people with a disability in
Victoria.
Our budget will deliver further supported
accommodation for at least 75 more people; 690 extra
people will receive individual support packages,
providing opportunities for more choice in services and
accommodation options; and a further 46 young people
will also be assisted to move into alternative
accommodation.
The budget will also assist 320 people with an acquired
brain injury to get the support they need. Over 2000
extra people will have access to important aids and
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equipment. There is also more money for respite and
more money to create employment opportunities for
young people with a disability and, importantly, money
to start the process of shifting community attitudes
about people with a disability. This is just a very brief
overview of some of the key features contained in this
budget.
On top of this we have also recently reached an
agreement with the commonwealth government. The
commonwealth’s new money into Victoria combined
with our new money will see an extra 8000 people with
a disability in Victoria receive the services and supports
we know are so essential to improve their life outcomes
and opportunities. This will enable even greater access
to supported accommodation, respite and aids, and
equipment. These are important initiatives to ensure we
continue to build an inclusive society where people
with a disability are respected and, as far as possible,
have the same opportunities as other citizens.
This budget also delivers one of the biggest funding
boosts to mental health in Victoria. This year’s budget
provides $128 million to continue to build capacity and
to continue to implement changes to our mental health
system. This represents a 95 per cent increase in
funding since we came to government.
Following the budget I was also pleased to launch the
mental health green paper Because Mental Health
Matters — A New Focus for Mental Health and
Wellbeing in Victoria, which will reform and
reconfigure our mental health services over the next
10 years to ensure that it is more recovery focused and
that it has services that are able to intervene early in
life, early in illness and early in episode. This is
extremely important to ensure that people can access
the right services at the right time. We have
engagement on this strategy from across the sector. We
have non-government organisations, consumers and
carers, professionals and health services all working
with us to ensure that we have a mental health system
that can take us into the future.
The budget invests in various significant initiatives that
will seed reform in this area. It invests in redesigning
our child and youth mental health services and provides
further support for families. It establishes a
24-hour-a-day, 7-day-a-week phone information,
advice and referral line to ensure that people get access
to the right service at the right time. To support this
budget initiative it also funds a trial of a new mental
health triage service.
Of course the budget continues to build capacity, with
capital investments in acute and prevention and
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recovery care services, ensuring that Victoria continues
to have the highest number of beds per capita in
Australia. Funding has also been provided to do the
planning necessary to expand the acute and secure beds
at the Dandenong Hospital. There is no doubt that
Victoria is a national leader in the treatment of mental
illness, and this budget continues to ensure that we are
able to provide the best possible services to those living
with a mental illness.
I want to talk briefly about the continuation of the
reform in the child protection and family services
sector. With our new legislation, our new initiatives and
record investment, we have created a service system
with the capacity to address the complex issues and
problems that impact upon vulnerable children.
However, the very nature of supporting vulnerable
families and protecting at-risk children requires a
constant and enduring vigil. We can never be
self-satisfied; we can never say the job is done. That is
why this budget contains a further $39.4 million over
four years to improve the health and wellbeing of
children in care. This means new funding to pilot new
therapeutic models of care across selected residential
care units to improve the supervision, care and
nurturing provided to often very traumatised children. It
means more investment in kinship care to support the
placements and make them stable for children. It means
more funding for caregiver reimbursements so that
carers, whether foster carers or family members, are
better able to meet the costs of looking after children. It
also means additional funding for Aboriginal services
to build their capacity to support Aboriginal children.
I move on to talk about the money that is being
provided in this budget to further boost our drug and
alcohol services. This budget contains money to
support a comprehensive strategy and a set of actions
that will tackle the misuse of alcohol in our community,
especially amongst young people. The package
supports new prevention, treatment, enforcement and
law-and-order responses to try and ensure that we have
a capacity to reduce the health and social harms that we
know result from alcohol misuse. It will require a
whole community response, and this package is the
government’s commitment to work with the Victorian
community to tackle this important issue.
The government has also invested $456 million in drug
and alcohol services since 1999, and a further
$123.9 million will be provided in this budget for drug
prevention and treatment programs. I would like to be
clear that since we came to government we have almost
doubled the number of drug treatment beds and have
seen counselling and residential withdrawal waiting
times cut significantly — they have more than halved.
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We have closed no beds; we have opened them. That is
our record.
Similarly, in the seniors area I listened with interest to
the member for Doncaster, who complained that the
government is not delivering on facilities for people
who are ageing. It is quite an unbelievable claim from
an opposition which, when in government, sought to
privatise and close public sector aged-care facilities
right across the state. In fact I remember that the Grace
McKellar Centre, a fantastic aged and rehabilitation
service in Geelong, was due to be privatised. It is this
government that has invested over $100 million to
rebuild the centre and make it one of the best aged-care
facilities in the state. In fact we have invested
$445 million since coming to government to upgrade
47 public sector aged-care facilities, providing 212 new
beds and reactivating over 200 existing places. This
budget continues to build on those commitments, with
$75 million for further capital improvements.
Acting Speaker, you would have been pleased to see a
$45-million investment to establish a 45-bed subacute
ward at the Kingston Centre. There is also money to
redevelop the Stella Anderson Nursing Home and the
15 high-care beds at Hepburn Health Service’s
Trentham campus. These are just some of the ongoing
commitments that we have made in the area of aged
care, on top of our incredible investment in home and
community care.
In the area of concessions, the government continues to
provide a robust concessions program. More than
$1 billion is provided to support low-income families in
Victoria. This budget provides an additional
$82.3 million to improve water concessions and the
medical cooling concession as well as a whole range of
other supports to assist low-income families to reduce
their water and electricity use. These initiatives will
continue to ensure that Victoria is a fairer place for all
Victorians.
Of course the budget also continues to invest in the
community in which I live and work — that is,
Geelong. We have a number of important investments
in projects that are about ensuring that Geelong is a
vibrant, growing and strong community. Whether it is
in meeting our commitments about the ring-road,
funding the duplication of the Princes Highway west or
money for schools, public transport, road safety
initiatives, community projects like the Courthouse
Youth Arts Centre or the Geelong Performing Arts
Centre, these are important new investments that will
continue to ensure that Geelong is the leading regional
town in Victoria. It shows an ongoing and strong
commitment to regional Victoria from this government.
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As I said at the beginning, this budget is about ensuring
that we are delivering services and support to all
Victorians, wherever they live. It is about ensuring that
we continue to drive A Fairer Victoria. That is the
Premier’s commitment and is certainly the commitment
that has been illustrated in this budget. I commend the
budget.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — This budget is a true Labor budget. It
is about fairness and about helping those who need
assistance. This budget is the evidence of a central
commitment of the Brumby government to making
Victoria a fairer place. Over the last three years the A
Fairer Victoria strategy has brought together actions
which have been put in place across government to
reduce disadvantage, and the 2008 budget continues
that tradition.
A Fairer Victoria is not only about fairness, it is also
about the economy. The Premier recently said at the
Australian Council of Social Service conference in
April:
… while economic growth may pay for social progress, social
progress enables economic growth.

This year’s budget sets out our further financial
commitment to A Fairer Victoria. It includes new
funding commitments of just over $1 billion over the
next four years. It takes the total investment in A Fairer
Victoria to more than $4 billion since it was first
introduced by the Labor government in 2005.
To assist the understanding of the scope of A Fairer
Victoria I seek leave to incorporate three graphs into
Hansard. I have checked those with the opposition,
with the Speaker and with Hansard, and I seek leave to
have those incorporated.
Leave granted; see graphs pages 2364–2366.
Mr BATCHELOR — I thank the member for
Lowan for granting leave. The first graph shows our
investments in A Fairer Victoria since 2005. I said in
the house last year that I would be reviewing A Fairer
Victoria after the 2007 budget. That review took place.
It involved a great deal of consultation with community
groups, and the outcome of that review was that we
decided to focus A Fairer Victoria in 2008 more
strongly on four key areas.
Getting the best start, our first priority area, is to
continue improving the early years support services for
children and families, especially those most at risk.
Intensive early support for children and families can
make a profound difference to their lives, and Victoria
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is acknowledged as a leader in providing these services;
for example, the 57 new children’s services we have
already funded have now become a model for the
commonwealth government, and we look forward to
seeing this type of initiative rolled out across Australia.
This year, we are announcing an extra $163 million to
improve those services. This will result in more access
to maternal and child health services, more help for
women to give up smoking and drinking during
pregnancy, and better support services for families
affected by domestic violence, which is a major threat
to the development of children.
Our second priority area is to continue to increase
educational opportunities and help more people get into
work. The skills needed in a knowledge economy have
to be built on solid vocational foundations. As Tony
Keenan from Hanover said last year, education is one
of the links between social inclusion and economic
participation. In Victoria we are leading Australia in
that 86 per cent of young Victorians now complete
year 12, or its equivalent, which is the highest rate of
any Australian state.
But we readily acknowledge that we need to do more,
so this year we have announced more than $218 million
to extend these achievements, starting in our schools.
As part of this investment under A Fairer Victoria we
will create more than 60 new school improvement
leader positions to help schools work with high-needs
students. We will also expand the student support
program that provides targeted support to high-needs
students. We will extend and expand our literacy
improvement teams. These teams work with students
who are struggling, and their work has dramatically
improved the literacy rates of students who are having
difficulties in this area of their education. We are also
going to fund specific support and homework programs
for refugee students.
A third priority area is improving health and
community wellbeing. There is a strong link between
poor health and poverty. This year, improving health
and wellbeing is the biggest single area of funding in
A Fairer Victoria, with an extra $400 million being
provided in this year’s budget. Disability is a major
focus of this extra investment. Just as we have heard
from the Minister for Mental Health in the preceding
contribution, this government wants to take action to
help people with disabilities. We will dramatically
expand the range of individualised supports available to
people with disabilities, and we will also expand
individual support packages to help people stay in their
homes or in community-based accommodation.
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Our fourth priority area is to continue developing
livable communities. Livability attracts people, and it
attracts investment to Victoria. But some people are
missing out on the benefits of community, particularly
in relation to whether they feel safe, whether the
services that are available to them are affordable, and
whether work opportunities might be lacking. There are
also issues around affordable housing. Our programs,
like neighbourhood renewal and community renewal,
have already made major contributions to creating these
opportunities in areas of high need. This year we are
announcing an extra $224 million to further strengthen
local neighbourhoods, to reduce the risk of
homelessness and to provide extra help for low-income
families. We will increase the value of concessions that
help low-income households to meet their essential
service bills, and we will continue our program of
retrofitting insulation and weather seals to thousands of
houses to reduce household energy bills.
Within A Fairer Victoria there are also some strategies
targeting particular groups. For example, there is an
extra $36 million to improve outcomes for indigenous
Victorians, and there is $17.7 million to help refugees
to re-establish their lives through targeted health and
educational programs.
As I said, A Fairer Victoria has been going for some
three years, and there are a number of achievements I
would like to acknowledge. As the Premier pointed out
at the launch of this year’s package, we have made
some real gains over the last few years. For example,
absences from schools have been reduced by over
370 000 school days — that is, by about 5 per cent.
New Koori courts have reduced recidivism rates among
indigenous offenders to half of that of the general
population. We have made kindergarten effectively free
for low-income families with the $730 kindergarten
fees subsidy now available for around 17 000
four-year-olds. Community building and renewal
programs have been established in areas of high need
across Victoria, as can be seen on the map that has
already been tabled. The tabled chart shows that since
2004 we have more than doubled the number of
individualised support and choice packages for people
with a disability.
A recurring theme in almost all areas of A Fairer
Victoria is our work with the community sector. At a
recent ACOSS (Australian Council of Social Service)
conference in Melbourne the Premier launched the
government’s action plan for stronger community
organisations. Our investment in stronger communities
this year therefore also includes our support for the new
Office for the Community Sector, which will be
charged with delivering on that 25-point action plan.

2335

The office will be headed by Lynne Wannan. The work
of that office will be vital because we recognise that we
cannot reach the goals of A Fairer Victoria without the
support and skills of the community sector. That is why
this government is looking forward to continuing to
work much more closely with community groups right
across the state. This budget, with more than $1 billion
for A Fairer Victoria, means that Victoria continues to
lead the nation in creating a fairer and more inclusive
society.
I end this contribution to the debate as I started, by
saying that this is a Labor budget. It is about fairness, it
is about helping the disadvantaged, and it deserves the
widespread support that it is getting.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — It is a
pleasure to follow my honourable friend the Minister
for Community Development, who has so eloquently
laid out what is at the centre of this budget — that is,
fairness and investment to deliver on the priorities for
which we have been elected and re-elected and the trust
that has been placed in us to support the basic services
that matter, but also to always look to empower people,
always look to provide fairness and always look to
provide equity in outcomes across our state. This is a
great budget for health and a very solid budget that
continues this government’s proud record of giving
health services across the length and breadth of our
state the resources that they need to treat more patients,
to provide better care, to drive innovation and, again, to
empower people and to give people access to the
services that are so important to them and indeed
important to their families, their carers and the
communities that they are part of.
I will go through a few of the highlights of this budget,
most notably in relation to chronic disease and cancer,
and then I briefly want to spend a few moments talking
about achievements in my own local area, which is
obviously of paramount importance to me as the
member for Mulgrave. A budget highlight is the
$1.81 billion boost to health, both in terms of output
and the asset investment program. Again, when you
count the allocations in terms of ongoing funding, this
government will have increased acute hospital funding
by 112 per cent going forward — a 112 per cent
increase in acute ongoing funding for our health and
hospital system to treat more patients, to provide better
care, to respond to demand pressures and to deliver
better outcomes right across our growing Victoria. This
$1.81 billion is again a very important program. Our
challenge has always been to invest in record terms to
ensure that the quality of our buildings and the physical
fabric of our health buildings match the quality of the
care provided by our dedicated staff, and that is what
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we have done. We have invested more than $4.2 billion
prior to this budget and then made a very healthy
investment on top of that in the order of around
$500 million in additional capital across health and
other related services — mental health, for instance,
and some aged-care projects.
The member for Bendigo East, the Minister for Skills
and Workforce Participation, is at the table, and it is
important to note that one of the great projects we were
able to fund through a proper dialogue with her local
health service was an upgrade to the Bendigo Health
Care Group emergency department. It is a modest
amount of money by some standards, and some have
criticised this, but I can tell you, Acting Speaker, and
other members that on the very first occasion I had to
meet with the chair of the board and the chief executive
officer at that fine health service, they put it to me that
their no. 1 priority was this project, and that is what we
funded in this year’s budget — a $9.5 million
investment in that growing community. It is a busy
emergency department, well served by its staff, but we
can do more, and we have. That is why this
$9.5 million is such a targeted and important
investment. It is one small part of a broader overall
capital works program, and it builds on the record
support for Bendigo, for rural health in a broader sense
and indeed for health right across the state.
I know that you, Acting Speaker, have been very
pleased to see record support in the south-eastern
suburbs, most notably $45 million for stage 2 of the
Kingston Centre, which is a very important
redevelopment and one that I am personally very proud
to have been able to provide that funding for. It will be
put to good use, and it will support particularly seniors
through new and improved models of care and a new
and improved physical fabric. Again, it is one project
that tells a much broader story of this government’s
fundamental commitment to better health care and
better health outcomes and to giving people access to
the best possible range of services in their local
community.
In terms of cancer and chronic disease, I have spoken
before about the great challenge that cancer poses to us,
both as a health system and as a state. Seventy people
are diagnosed with cancer each and every day, and
10 000 of us lose our lives to cancer each year, so this is
a very substantial challenge and a big problem. One in
three of us will be touched personally by cancer and
diagnosed with cancer by the age of 70, so getting this
right, doing more, supporting research to lead to the
rapid translation of research into better clinical and care
outcomes, properly supporting our dedicated
workforce, providing growth funding to treat more
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patients, driving innovation and driving change are
central to meeting the cancer challenge and central to
better supporting those in our community who currently
suffer cancer and those who undoubtedly will be
touched by cancer in the years to come.
More money is important, but so are targets, and that is
what this cancer action plan with $150 million in
aggregate funding does. It does not just provide
additional funding — record funding, I might add —
but it lays out ambitious targets. In 1990 just 48 per
cent of cancer sufferers lived through their own cancer
and were symptom-free after five years. In 2004 that
had increased to 61 per cent, but we can, again, do
more and do better, and that is what this package does.
We aim to increase that survival rate to 74 per cent by
2015 — an ambitious target. It will not be easy to get
there, but setting targets and providing appropriate
levels of funding — record levels of funding — to save
lives and to deliver better care is what this government
is all about. The cancer story — whether it be in
providing regional radiotherapy, setting up and
supporting the Victorian cancer agency, or providing
this $150 million plan and record support for the
palliative care outcomes that are so important not just to
patients but to families and carers across the breadth of
cancer — in so many ways supports our broader
investment in the health and human services that are so
important to communities right across our great state.
In terms of chronic illness and chronic disease, we
know the Premier made it clear that this was a key
priority for him and for the government, and whether it
be through WorkHealth and that $600 million fund, the
earnings from which will support proper testing and
proper health promotion right across the Victorian
workforce over the next five years, or smaller, more
modest but no less important projects like the doubling
of the number of early intervention and chronic disease
teams which support those with chronic disease right
across our communities in metropolitan Melbourne and
rural and regional centres and which are team-based
and provide early intervention and multidisciplinary
care, that is about empowering clients and empowering
patients to control their chronic disease rather than
being controlled by their chronic disease. They are
simple and effective models of care, but they are only
possible when governments provide health services
with the resources they need to build those models of
care. It is what we have done and will continue to do,
and that again is a small example, but it tells a broader
story in terms of this government’s commitment, its
priorities, its focus and its absolute dedication to
empowering clients and giving people options and
choices but also driving a productivity agenda as well.
That human capital leadership we have taken again well
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supports our decisions and our investment priorities in
terms of tackling chronic disease from a workforce
point of view but also in terms of supporting those who
already suffer chronic diseases, often multiple chronic
diseases.
Acting Speaker, time is against me, and other members
want to make a contribution. I have already spoken at
length in this house about our record investment of
almost $186 million in additional ambulance funding.
We are well on the way to the new single service,
combining all that is good across the three ambulance
services into the new Ambulance Victoria to build on
the great work, great performance and great efforts by
our ambulance paramedics and by those who work so
hard — —
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local community, and it will be upgraded to a premium
station. That is a great outcome for a proud local area,
one that I am proud to represent and one that I, the
member for Lyndhurst and others will continue to
support in terms of better facilities and better services
for that community.
Going back to where I started from, in terms of health
our local community benefits clearly from a
$25 million upgrade to the Dandenong Hospital
emergency department, which is a full delivery of our
election commitment made in 2006. Moving on from
that, the Kingston Centre, which I have already spoken
about, Acting Speaker, is something you are very
pleased with. There has also been further support for
the baby boom in our local community at Monash
Medical Centre.

Mr Delahunty — What about the auxiliaries?
Mr ANDREWS — And ambulance auxiliaries. I
am well acquainted with the fine work that ambulance
auxiliaries do, and I am very confident that they will
continue to do that work and they will continue to be a
critically important part of the partnership that is the
delivery of ambulance services, not just in rural and
regional Victoria, but in the outer suburbs and right
across our state.
Very briefly, I will give just a couple of highlights from
my own local community in which I have had some
involvement and of which I am very proud, and they
have been welcomed.
Mr Wells interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — I advise the member for
Scoresby that I had some involvement in terms of
lobbying, for instance, for additional funding for the
biggest redevelopment in the proud history of the
Wellington Secondary College in Mulgrave. I was very
pleased to support a planning grant of around $100 000
a couple of years ago and have lobbied hard and have
been very keen to support the principal, Mary-Jo
Putrino, and the other leader of the school, the school
council, to get that planning work and to secure the
funding of $5.9 million in the biggest modernisation
program that that school has ever seen. It is a great
school — one of many great schools in our local
community — and this has been welcomed by parents,
by students and by the broader community, and I am
delighted to have been involved in supporting the
school in its important work.
The Noble Park train station, at the other end of my
electorate — in fact just in the area of the member for
Lyndhurst, the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and
the Transport Accident Commission — is used by my

Again, this is a strong budget, a Labor budget, one that
supports vulnerable Victorians and one that supports
improvements in the services that are so important to
my community and communities right across our state.
I commend the bill to all honourable members and wish
it a speedy passage.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise with great
pleasure to support the appropriation bill — the ninth of
this Labor government — now before the Parliament. I
do so while looking for the commonalities of those nine
budgets. They are: balance in providing services to
those who most need it, looking after our families,
young ones and those in our community who are the
most vulnerable; spending record amounts on
infrastructure and improving our roads, rail, hospitals
and schools in every way you could imagine and
impacting on every part of Victoria; providing tax cuts
to business and the community, ensuring that people
reap the benefits of economic growth; and also
protecting our environment by ensuring our water
supplies and taking care of the future so that our
children can live in a safe environment. We have done
this for regional and rural areas as well as the city,
ensuring that everyone benefits from the growth of the
state.
Since 1999 an additional 4400 additional teachers and
3700 support staff have been put back into the system.
In my electorate of Footscray, there are 100 more staff
in schools now than there were in the Kennett era. Let
us make this very clear: the western suburbs have
certainly benefited from having a Labor government. I
thank my electorate officer, Clive Bracey, who summed
up how much additional money has gone into the west
thanks to the Labor government. More than $300 000
has gone into looking after the people of my electorate
and providing them with a better life, and I am very
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proud of that record. My electorate has seen a cut in the
size of prep classes from 24.8 students in 1999 to 20.6
today. This is most needed in my electorate, which is
very multicultural, with quite a lot of refugees settling
there. It is fantastic that it will see a new school worth
$7 million for Sunshine East, Sunvale and
Braybrook — a really needy community, requiring
first-class services.
Since 1999 a sum of $3.9 million has gone into
refurbishing hospitals and aged-care facilities. For
Footscray, this has meant money going to the Western
Hospital as well. Last year $20 million went to the
Sunshine Hospital and $25 million went to the Western
Hospital for upgrades. In this budget $73.5 million will
go to Sunshine Hospital for radiotherapy bunkers — the
first publicly available bunkers in the western
suburbs — and to provide a new teaching, training and
research centre at the hospital.
This means that the people of the west can look forward
to having first-class facilities and first-class trained staff
ready to service their medical needs in the western
suburbs. We have also seen more than 1800 doctors go
back into the system since 1999, as have
8000 additional nurses. There has been a 70 per cent
increase in nursing staff in the Western Health region,
which is a great outcome.
On the important issue of safety, we have seen the
construction or refurbishment of 150 police stations —
and Footscray police station is one of them. Of the
1400 extra staff, Footscray alone has 28. I commend the
police at Footscray police station; I have a lot to do with
them, and they are a fantastic bunch of serving officers
who really care about the people they have to keep safe
and work very closely with in the Footscray
community.
We have seen $5.8 billion for improving roads and rail
infrastructure, and additionally the provision of an extra
1031 metropolitan train services. For Footscray that
will mean three additional peak train services along the
Williamstown line. Additional bus services, as well as
the extended night bus service, are going through
Footscray.
Since 1999 the Labor government has provided
2000 new homes for low-income Victorians. In
Footscray this has seen a mix of housing options being
provided to a very needy community. I commend the
Minister for Housing for having the foresight to look at
the many models that might be available for housing
these people. In the budget, record funding of
$510 million has been set aside for housing, and
Footscray has been identified as an area of great need.
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There is more: there is $52.1 million for the Footscray
Renewal initiative, which will revamp Footscray.
I contrast this to the $7 billion of unfunded promises
made by members of the opposition before the last
election. It made me think, ‘What does that remind me
of?’. Last night I had a memory flash — it reminded me
of a story I used to read to my children when they were
very little. It is called the Magic Pudding, and it is a
nice Australian story. Last night I pulled it out and had
a look at it. I quote from that book:
A peculiar thing about the Puddin’ was that, though they had
all had a great many slices off him, there was no sign of the
place whence the slices had been cut.
‘That’s where the Magic comes in’, explained Bill. ‘The more
you eats the more you gets. Cut-an’-come-again is his name,
an’ cut, an’ come again, is his nature …

That sums up the Liberal Party’s policies for elections
and the promises it makes to the people of Kororoit, the
promises it will never deliver on. It knows they will
never be delivered on, but watch it promise the magic
pudding that does not exist!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order! I
think this is an appropriate time to break for lunch.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling questions,
I advise the house that the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services will be absent during question
time today. Any questions relating to his portfolio will
be answered by the Minister for Gaming.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Water: savings
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. I refer to the
minister’s recent evidence before the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee when he gave his
unequivocal commitment that savings of 520 gigalitres
of water were achievable through government projects
in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation district, and I ask:
given confirmation from Goulburn-Murray Water that
its losses for 2007–08 are 390 gigalitres, of which about
100 gigalitres was lost to the Ramsar-listed Kerang
Lakes, leaving at best prospective savings of
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approximately 290 gigalitres, does the minister stand by
his evidence to PAEC?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question, because rather
than listening to The Nationals and rather than listening
to the coalition, it is time Victorians were being told the
truth about this project — rather than listening to the
opposition, it is time Victorians were being told the
truth.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, even at
this point the minister is debating the question. While
the minister might have misgivings about people
listening to The Nationals, The Nationals are entitled to
ask the minister a question, and I ask you to ask him to
answer it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has barely
commenced his answer. I am not willing to uphold the
point of order at this time, but I ask the minister to
answer the question without debate.
Mr HOLDING — What we know in relation to
losses in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation district is this:
firstly, we know that over the last 15 years, including
11 years of drought and 6 years of extreme drought,
losses have on average amounted to between
700 billion and 800 billion litres of water every year.
That is a fact, that is what the data from
Goulburn-Murray Water shows and that is the basis
upon which the government has been able to justify the
investments it is proposing to make in modernising
Victoria’s food bowl and sharing the savings which can
be made through those investments. That is the first
point.
The second point in relation to the question from the
Leader of The Nationals is this: on the predictions and
on the data that the Leader of The Nationals has just
shared with us, we know that this year
Goulburn-Murray Water will deliver to the farmers the
least amount of water it has ever delivered to farmers.
The reason the losses in the system have been lowered
correspondingly is because the way the system has been
configured to operate this year has reduced massively
the availability of water to irrigators. For example, 20 to
30 per cent of the capacity of the system has been taken
out, channels have been closed temporarily, restrictions
have been put in place on watering times for irrigators
and channel flows have been reduced so that the flow
rates on to farms has been impacted upon and are less
than optimal. If you believe that is the way you want
the system to run every year, then that is the only basis
upon which you would assert that the losses that are
occurring this year are in any way typical.
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The Leader of The Nationals asked: does the
government stand by the commitments it has made in
relation to the savings which can be made by reducing
losses in the Goulburn-Murray irrigation district? In
relation to that I say that, consistent with the evidence I
gave to PAEC (Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee), we stand by those claims. Not only do we
stand by them, but I refer the Leader of The Nationals
to the Auditor-General’s report, which states:
… the target water savings were achievable within the
allocated budget.

The Auditor-General’s report, the very report that
members of the opposition quote with such glee around
regional Victoria, confirms the government’s view that
the savings that can be made by investments in
reducing system losses can be achieved within this
project and within the allocated budget that the
government has given to it.
We stand by this project because it is an investment in
the future of irrigated agriculture in the
Goulburn-Murray area. This is a region that is crying
out for investment, crying out for a modernised
irrigation system and crying out for a statement by
government that it has confidence in its future. That is
why this government is making this investment, and
that is why we are making a record investment — and
just as the investment will be shared by all Victorians,
so will the benefits that will flow from this project. We
stand by the commitments we have made. We are
happy to be judged on this project. This is a massive
investment in the future of irrigated agriculture in the
Goulburn-Murray region.

Western suburbs: government initiatives
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My question is to
the Premier. I refer the Premier to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to work,
live and raise a family, and I ask him to outline to the
house how the government is delivering for the people
of the western suburbs.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Earlier today I visited
Caroline Springs College — which is one of many
great Labor investments in the region — with the
endorsed Labor candidate for Kororoit, Marlene
Kairouz. She is a great candidate.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Polwarth not to interject in that manner.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South-West Coast, and I warn the Minister for Water.
Mr BRUMBY — She is a great candidate. She has
been working in the western suburbs for the last four
years, she knows the area well; and if elected, will
make a great member of Parliament for Kororoit.
Travelling out to Caroline Springs today, nobody in the
party could have been anything but impressed with the
degree of investment being made in the road
infrastructure, particularly the Deer Park bypass, which
is under construction — $331 million — but it is the
investments that our government has made in education
in this area which really stand out and show the
commitment of our Labor government to the western
suburbs, and to that area — and how stark a contrast it
is with all the schools that were closed and sold off in
the 1990s under the Kennett government. We have a
great record in education in the Kororoit electorate. We
have reduced class sizes, prep to year 2 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
knows well not to interject in that manner, and I suggest
to the member for Hastings that he also knows not to
interject in that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — Class sizes for prep to year 2
have been reduced from 25 to 20.7, meaning that every
child going through those classes gets the best possible
start in life. We have invested $48.6 million in school
infrastructure: the modernisation of Albanvale, Deer
Park West and Kings Park primary schools; the
construction of the new Caroline Springs College; and
recently with the Minister for Education I announced a
new PPP (public-private partnership) school to be built,
which is Kororoit Creek Primary School.
The investment that has been made at the Caroline
Springs College campus is, if you like, an example of
the new west that we are building in the western
suburbs of Melbourne — not like the western suburbs
of the 1990s when people were leaving in droves, when
hospitals were cut back, when schools were closed,
when police numbers were slashed. We are investing in
the western suburbs.
That area from Wyndham through the Kororoit
electorate and around to Hume in the north is now the
fastest-growing metropolitan area anywhere in
Australia, and we are proud of it and we are proud of
the investment that we are making in that area.
In the western suburbs there are something like
1500 additional teachers in our schools making sure
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that each child gets the best start in life. In the health
area we have doubled recurrent funding; we are
investing $151.9 million in capital facilities. Earlier this
year the Minister for Health and I were at Sunshine
Hospital. This year’s budget of $71.5 million will be of
direct benefit to families and communities throughout
the west. There are 548 additional nurses in the western
suburbs; this is a big contrast to the 1990s when nurses
were sucked out of the region. There are 177 sworn
police in the Brimbank police service area. That is
40 police more than when we were elected to
government. Again in contrast with the 1990s, when
resources were dragged out of this area, we have been
putting resources back into it. The crime rate in
Brimbank is down 21.8 per cent and in Melton it is
down 30 per cent.
I am pleased to say also that in the two local
government areas that make up Kororoit, the population
has grown by 26 per cent since we have been in
government. This is a huge rate of population growth.
People are moving into these areas — people are
making a decision to live in these areas because of the
investments that we are making in building better
schools, better hospitals and safer communities. This is
a complete turnaround from the 1990s.
The value of building approvals has doubled in these
two council areas: $991 million versus $491 million
when we were elected. The unemployment rate in the
area has almost halved. In that context too, Speaker,
you will be pleased to know that our candidate,
Marlene Kairouz, has spent the last four years
campaigning against WorkChoices, defending the
interests of working families. We will make it clear in
the by-election campaign that while she has been out
there representing working families and campaigning
against WorkChoices, the Liberal Party and The
Nationals in this state, if they ever had the opportunity,
would reinstate WorkChoices and attack the interests of
working families in our state because that is their
policy.
The unemployment figures were released at 11.30 a.m.
today. Victoria’s unemployment rate is down to 4.3 per
cent — a fantastic result, down 0.3 per cent from the
last figures. Just so we are clear, in the period since the
ALP won office in October 1999, we have seen
employment in our state increase by 452 100 people, or
20.6 per cent. The unemployment rate has declined; the
participation rate is up.
I am pleased that Marlene Kairouz, as the ALP
candidate — somebody who has strong links — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I have not seen the
statistics to which the honourable member refers.

Mr BRUMBY — Hard to say.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — What sort of a comment is
that — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Speaker, that is the sort of
attitude we expect from the Liberal Party.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Premier. I ask
for some cooperation from all members.
Mr BRUMBY — In the western suburbs of
Melbourne there are more than 100 different peoples of
different ethnic backgrounds, including people like
Marlene Kairouz, who is of Lebanese background. At
Caroline Springs College, where I was today, there are
more than 50 different groups of people from different
ethnic backgrounds. I am proud of that; I am proud of
the multiculturalism in our state. The interjection which
was made by the honourable member was quite
unparliamentary and quite unnecessary. The
honourable member should apologise for it. I am proud
of the multiculturalism that we have in our state. I am
proud of our candidate, Marlene Kairouz, who won a
democratic vote in the Labor Party, who is a strong
representative of the western suburbs and who, if
elected, will be a strong voice in our government for the
people of the Kororoit electorate.

Crime: western suburbs
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier.
Mr Brooks interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bundoora.
Mr BAILLIEU — My question is to the Premier. I
refer to a 2004 letter written by Darebin councillor
Marlene Kairouz, who stated to local residents that:
… many people do not feel safe in the area they have grown
up in.

I ask: can the Premier confirm that Victoria Police
statistics show an increase in assaults of 105 per cent in
Caroline Springs and 116 per cent in St Albans since
2001?

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings must not interject in that manner.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, I have not seen
the statistics to which the honourable member refers.
What I do know is that there are 40 additional police in
the area represented by Kororoit. There has been a
reduction in crime on the official statistics of 21.8 per
cent in the Brimbank police service area and a 30 per
cent fall in the Melton police service area. We have
built, I think, a new police station at Caroline Springs.
We have made a significant investment in the area.
Since we have been in government we have put
something like 1400 additional police back into the
police force across our state. There are 1400 additional
police across the state, compared with the — what was
it? — close to 1000 who were taken out of the police
force by the former Liberal government.
We have made a significant investment in these areas.
We are certainly aware that there has in recent times
been, across the state and particularly in the central
business district (CBD) of Melbourne, an increase in
the level of assaults. That is a matter which is of
concern to me, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and to the Chief Commissioner of
Police.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. The statistics — —
Mr Lupton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Prahran
is warned.
Mr Baillieu — The statistics to which I referred are
official Victoria Police corporate statistics. The Premier
is seeking to avoid addressing this information by
selectively or perhaps falsely asserting other statistics. I
invite you to ask him to not debate the question but to
address the question. Will he confirm those statistics?
Mr Hulls — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Premier was asked about crime rates. He is talking
about the reduction in crime rates in the seat of
Kororoit. He is absolutely on question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier was
debating the question, and I ask him to come back to
answering it.
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Mr BRUMBY — As I have said, these issues have
been a matter which has been the focus of attention of
the government and of the Chief Commissioner of
Police. The recent announcements we have made in
relation to curbing binge drinking and the 2.00 a.m.
curfew in the CBD are all part of a range of measures
being put in place by the government to tackle the
increase in night-time violence. I know that there is
debate about these measures, but we intend to crack
down on night-time violence, and that is exactly what
the measures we have put in place are doing.

Health: western suburbs
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
ask a question of the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to the government’s commitment to making
Victoria the best place to live, work and raise a family,
and I ask: can the minister outline to the house what
action the Brumby Labor government is taking to
deliver quality health services to the people of the
western suburbs?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
honourable member for Essendon for her question and
for her interest in the best possible health outcomes for
her local community. As a government we are very
proud of the investments we have made and very proud
of the increases in funding in terms of both capital
works and ongoing funding for Western Health.
Communities in Melbourne’s west deserve that
funding, and we as a government have proudly
provided it — increases in budgets each and every year
that we have been in office. As the Premier mentioned
in answer to an earlier question, we have provided a
106 per cent increase in ongoing funding for Western
Health; 548 additional nurses — additional nurses! —
out there in those health services treating record
numbers of patients; and in terms of capital works, a
very substantial investment.
Of course in this year’s budget a very large part of our
total asset package was stage 2 of the Sunshine Hospital
redevelopment, which not only brings a teaching,
training and research facility to deal with workforce
pressures and attract the very best staff to the west but
also provides for the first time — or will, once
completed — radiotherapy services for cancer patients
in Melbourne’s west.
There can be no doubt, whether in ongoing funding or
investment in capital works — the quality of the
buildings and facilities in the west — that this
government has a proud record. We talk a lot about
figures but what does that money mean? What do those
investments mean in terms of outcomes for patients?
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Let us look at a few important areas of treatment. In
emergency department presentations, record funding
means record numbers of people getting the treatment
they need, from around 76 000 presentations in 1999 to
about 114 000 in 2006–07. In terms of elective surgery
activity in Melbourne’s west, numbers have increased
from around 7700 episodes of care in 1999 to nearly
13 000 episodes of care in 2006–07. Numbers have also
increased in terms of chemotherapy services, from
around 2500 treatments in 1999 to nearly
5500 treatments in 2006–07. In terms of renal
dialysis — critically important services — numbers
have increased from around 6500 treatments in 1999 to
nearly 9000 treatments in the 2006–07 year. Record
funding is treating record numbers of people in
Melbourne’s western suburbs.
The member for Essendon would know, though, that
sadly there is not much treatment going on in Essendon,
because we remember that the communities of
Essendon and Altona, which my honourable friend the
Minister for Public Transport would know about, had
their hospitals taken away from them.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — That is right. By whom? Those
hospitals are not treating anyone because those
hospitals were closed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister is debating
the question, and I ask him to come back to it and
conclude his answer.
Mr ANDREWS — For those health services the
boards are up; they are shut, they are closed! There is
no elective surgery going on in Essendon and Altona.
We remember, and communities in Melbourne’s west
remember as well. To be clear, every honourable
member in this house and everybody across the west
can be absolutely certain that this government will
continue to provide record funding to Western Health
so that record numbers of patients can get the care they
need. That is what the western suburbs need, that is
what the western suburbs ask of us — not, as I am sure
we will see in the next couple of weeks, hollow health
promises from Hawthorn, but real action for the west
from the Brumby Labor government.

Dental services: Kororoit electorate
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question
without notice is to the Premier. I draw the Premier’s
attention to the fact that more than 8500 patients are on
a waiting list for dental treatment in the Kororoit area
and that two additional dental chairs, at $200 000 per
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chair, would reduce the waiting list by nearly half.
Given that the Premier’s last overseas trip cost
taxpayers $200 000, will the Premier cancel his planned
overseas travel and instead fund additional dental care
for the people of the electorate of Kororoit?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I am proud to say that
since 1999 our government has invested just under
$1 billion in oral health in our state — it has invested
$950 million in oral health. That is a huge increase on
the funding which has been provided in the past. One of
the reasons we have had to provide a huge increase in
funding for oral health in this state is because the
former federal government vacated this space. The
honourable member who asked this question was an
adviser to the former health minister who closed down
the federal oral health program.
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Mildura, a net addition of 4 chairs; and 12 for Melton,
which will be a net addition of 12 chairs. I am pleased
to say too that 50 undergraduate students have
commenced the bachelor of dentistry course at Bendigo
in 2008. They will graduate at the end of 2012, and
because there is only one existing school at the moment
apart from Bendigo, this will double the number of
dentists graduating in Victoria every year.
We know that we have challenges in meeting the
demand in this area. It is why we have put a huge
increase in funding into the system, it is why we have
announced a new dental school and it is why we have
announced 12 additional dental chairs in Melton to
better serve the needs of the western suburbs of
Melbourne.
Mr K. Smith interjected.

The $950 million that we have put in has reduced
waiting times, it has increased access for kindergarten
children, it has improved recall times for primary
school children, it has continued workforce
development and it has strengthened cooperative
arrangements with private providers. Since December
2005 seven new public dental clinics have been opened,
which brings the total in the state to 69. This has
allowed 49 new and replacement chairs to be opened,
increasing the number of public dental chairs in
Victoria to 371. At the last election we committed
$14.5 million for the establishment of a new dental
school in Bendigo with satellite clinics at Wodonga,
Mildura and Melton — and Melton is in the western
suburbs!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — Did you know that?
Mrs Shardey interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You knew that?
Mrs Shardey — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the issue. I ask you to bring him
back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. The Premier was being relevant to the
question asked.
Mr BRUMBY — The honourable member asked
me about dental chairs, and I have just said there is a
new dental school being established in Melton, which is
in the western suburbs, with $13 million of that
$14.5 million being allocated in this year’s budget.
There is funding for 30 additional dental chairs: 10 for
Wodonga, which will be a net addition of 6 chairs; 8 for

The SPEAKER — Order! It might be time for the
member for Bass to think seriously about his continued
stay in question time today. I will not warn the member
for Bass again.

Schools: western suburbs
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
to the Minister for Education. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask: can the
minister outline to the house what action the Brumby
Labor government is taking to ensure children in the
western suburbs get a good education?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
member for Derrimut for his question. The reason
education is this government’s no. 1 priority is that we
know a high-quality education really does give our
young people the very best start in life. It gives them
the greatest opportunity for social participation, it gives
them the greatest opportunity for economic
independence and it grows our whole society and our
whole community and strengthens them. That is why
this government is investing more and more resources
in education. It is why we know that continuing to
invest resources in the western suburbs of Melbourne to
support that community and to give those young people
the very best chance in life is so important. The
investment we have already made over the last few
years is bearing fruit. We see more young people in the
west staying on and completing their schooling. We see
more young people having gainful employment and
participating in further education.
We have been able to achieve that by investing in more
teachers, by investing in more schools, by putting in
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capital programs to improve the quality of facilities in
the west and by providing extra services and special
programs that really meet the needs of that community.
It is by opening schools, not closing them; by
employing teachers, not sacking them; and by investing
in our school communities that we are getting the
results we need. We are showing our commitment to
that very important part of Melbourne.
We have invested more than $330 million in the
western suburbs to rebuild, renovate or extend schools.
This year’s budget continues that program of further
investment and providing more resources for our young
people in the western suburbs. A great example is the
additional $7 million allocated to Caroline Springs
College for the stage 2 project at the Springside
campus. That project will include library, art,
information technology, fabrics, home economics and
science facilities. That school alone, with its multiple
campuses, has received a total of $44 million of
investment so that the young people in Caroline Springs
can have access to high-quality facilities in which all of
those additional teachers can teach and where students
can learn and be active social participants.
We have also announced in this year’s budget
$141 million for a package of 11 new schools to be
financed, designed, built and maintained through
public-private partnerships. A number of these are in
the western suburbs — Craigieburn West primary
school, Derrimut primary school, Kororoit Creek
primary school, Point Cook North P–9 school, Taylors
Hill primary school and Truganina South P–9. On top
of that we have announced a new select entry
secondary school in Wyndham Vale, because we want
young people who come from the western part of our
state to have access to the kinds of specialist services
that really make a difference to their education.
I was also very pleased recently to announce a new
refugee education package, because we know that
many refugee families, asylum seeker families and
immigrants come and settle in the west. We value their
contribution. We want them to participate in our
community, and we are doing everything we can to
make sure that those refugee young people have access
to high-quality education. It has been a very big task
undoing the neglect and damage that was done. It has
required a lot of dedication and a lot of commitment,
because we genuinely care and we know what a huge
difference this education can make to these people. We
know that there are some areas in our state that do not
enjoy the same socioeconomic privileges as other areas.
We have to bend over backwards and redouble our
efforts in those communities. That is exactly why we
are continuing this investment and continuing our
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commitment. It is something we are very proud of. We
are getting on with the job of building a world-class
education system because we want to make sure that
our kids get the very best chance in life.

Crime: Kororoit electorate
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — My
question without notice is to the Premier. I refer the
Premier to his government’s refusal earlier this year to
fund a $170 000 program proposed by Les Twentyman
to tackle increases in gang-related violence and use of
weapons amongst young people in the Kororoit
electorate, and I ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South Barwon.
Dr NAPTHINE — I will repeat the question,
Speaker. I refer the Premier to his government’s refusal
earlier this year to fund a $170 000 program proposed
by Les Twentyman to tackle increases in gang-related
violence and use of weapons amongst young people in
the Kororoit electorate, and I ask: given that the
Premier’s last overseas trip cost taxpayers $200 000,
will the Premier cancel his planned overseas travel and
instead fund this important program to improve
community safety in Kororoit?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — There is one thing that
is pretty clear about police and crime rates — that is,
you do not cut crime rates by cutting the number of
police. That was the policy that we saw in the 1990s,
when 1000 police were taken out of the system by the
former Liberal government. We have put
1400 additional police back into the system. We have
seen significant reductions in crime rates right across
our state. We have seen a reduction in crime of 21.8 per
cent in the Brimbank police service area and a 30 per
cent fall in the Melton police service area. There are
additional police, additional police stations and an
additional focus on tackling crime. We have cut crime,
and I repeat that the only way in this state that you can
continue to cut crime is by increasing police numbers.
That is what we have been doing as a government, and
it is in very marked contrast to what the former Liberal
government did.

Legal services: western suburbs
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — My question is to
the Attorney-General. I refer the Attorney-General to
the government’s commitment to making Victoria the
best place to live, work and raise a family, and I ask:
can the Attorney-General outline to the house what
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action the Brumby Labor government is taking to
deliver improved justice outcomes for the people of the
western suburbs?

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is debating the question. I ask you to
bring him back to answering it.

Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for his question. The government is always
looking at ways to make justice more accessible for
Victorians, including people living right around this
state. As a major consumer of legal services in Victoria
the government is in a unique position to use its
purchasing power to achieve positive outcomes for
other less-well-resourced consumers of legal services.
That is why the government introduced requirements
for law firms on the government legal services panel to
provide pro bono legal services to people who are
otherwise unable to afford legal advice or legal
representation.

The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The Attorney-General, to conclude his answer.

I am pleased to announce that in 2006–07 law firms on
the government legal services panel provided some
$7.7 million-worth of free legal services to Victorians,
bringing the total value of free legal services since this
scheme was set up in 2002 to about $18 million. Firms
can deliver their pro bono obligations in a range of
ways, including by supporting community legal centres
(CLCs) through the Attorney-General’s community law
partnership program. The Brimbank Melton
Community Legal Centre, which operates in Melton
and Deer Park, and services very important areas like
Caroline Springs, has benefited from this program since
2003, with a major law firm, Mallesons, seconding
solicitors to work at the centre and offering a variety of
other pro bono assistance to the centre and its clients.
These partnerships are really pro bono justice at its best.
City-based law firms providing the benefit of their
experience and the benefit of their resources — —
Mr Thompson interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Sandringham not to interject in that manner.
Mr HULLS — These are pro bono services at their
best, where major law firms are providing assistance
and expertise to community legal centres. I would
expect that that would be welcomed — I would have
hoped it would have been welcomed — by all sides of
this house. On this side of the house we certainly
believe in CLCs, and we will continue to support
centres like the Brimbank Melton CLC. This does stand
in stark contrast to proposals some years ago to tender
out CLC work and make clients of CLC services pay
for those services. We all remember the headlines in the
1990s, where CLCs were going to be closed.

Mr HULLS — On this side of the house we firmly
believe in CLCs. If those on that side of the house had
had their way, CLCs would have closed and the people
in the Kororoit electorate would not have had a CLC to
service their needs. Under the Labor government in
Victoria significant funds have been injected into
CLCs, with Brimbank Melton CLC’s funding more
than tripling since we came to government. Whether it
is laying the groundwork for community law
partnerships and pro bono services, boosting funding
for legal aid and community legal centres or providing
specialist services for victims of family violence and
other court users at the Sunshine court, the Brumby
government is absolutely committed to enhancing
access to justice for the residents of the western
suburbs. I repeat: it stands in stark contrast to those
opposite, who wanted to shut CLCs, including the
Brimbank Melton CLC.

Australian Labor Party: Kororoit candidate
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question without
notice is to the Premier. Will the Premier guarantee that
Cr Natalie Suleyman will not be appointed to a state
government-funded position to compensate for her
preselection defeat at the hands of the member for
Keilor, otherwise known as King George?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — There was a
preselection process in the Labor Party, and an
outstanding candidate has been preselected. I think the
last time I met Cr Suleyman was at a community
cabinet that we held in that area. I have not had any
discussions with her. My understanding is she is
gainfully unemployed at the moment and very active on
the council, and I sure she will continue to do that. If
she is looking for a seat in the future I will suggest
Mount Waverley — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr BRUMBY — I was interrupted, Speaker. What
I was saying was that I would suggest — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern!
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Dr Napthine interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for South-West Coast will
remove himself from the chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for South-West Coast
withdrew from chamber.
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Questions resumed.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I was rudely
interrupted. I was saying I would suggest that Mount
Waverley is not the place to go and that Scoresby is. I
can only reiterate that advice. We have an outstanding
member in Mount Waverley, but Scoresby would be a
great prospect.

Roads: western suburbs
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — My question is to the
Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer the minister to the
government’s commitment to making Victoria the very
best place to live, work and raise a family, including
multicultural families, and I ask: can the minister please
outline to the house what action the Brumby Labor
government is taking to deliver better roads for the
people of the western suburbs?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Yuroke for her question and for
her continuing concern for quality transport
connections, particularly road connections, in the
western suburbs of Melbourne.
The government recognises that there is enormous
importance attaching to the growth that is occurring in
the west. It is one of the fastest growing areas in this
state. We are taking action now to address the
challenges for the west in the future. In cooperation
with the federal government we are spending
$331 million on the Deer Park bypass, a 4-lane
freeway, 9.3 kilometres in length. Last month I
announced that this project is not only tracking well but
that it is six months ahead of schedule.
This morning we marked the completion of a milestone
event — that is, the 100th arterial road project
completed by this government, which is the
$19.2 million Plummer Street local truck bypass. This
project will provide new direct connections for traffic
travelling over the West Gate Bridge to the western

Thursday, 12 June 2008

suburbs of Melbourne. We have not just discovered the
western suburbs overnight, we have been there
diligently working towards their betterment and
wellbeing for a very long time. It is about commitment
and the long haul. We have already committed
$14.7 million for the duplication of Derrimut Road
from Hogans Road to Sayers Road.
Some members have only just discovered the western
suburbs — brave new explorers of a magical land west
of Toorak. It is as if the Leader of the Opposition had a
chat to his driver last week and asked, ‘Have you heard
of this place called the west? Apparently it is over a
giant bridge’.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will not
debate the question.
Mr PALLAS — The government’s approach to the
west is historical, and it is ongoing. We have had a plan
for level crossings in the west on the table since 2004,
and $54 million has been committed to the Taylors
Road project, which has already started. We will
eliminate railway level crossings and a five-way
roundabout. When completed in 2009 this project will
improve safety for drivers, pedestrians and rail users,
and also ease congestion. Our planning work is already
advanced on the Main Road solution, a real level
crossing plan on the record — it is work being done.
Let us not forget the Monash-West Gate project, the
biggest state-funded road project in Victoria’s history.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth!
Mr PALLAS — That will improve access from the
western suburbs to the city and the south-eastern
suburbs.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing order
124, I ask the member for Polwarth to leave the
chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Polwarth withdrew from
chamber.
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Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) —
This is a real plan to address the challenges of the
future, not a sudden epiphany. At the last election, in
the opposition’s plan to improve country and
metropolitan roads, there were 82 promises but not one
commitment for the western suburbs was contained in
them. That shows its new idea for the west was no idea
at all.

Blackburn Road in Blackburn — not one in relation to
the western suburbs. The list also included North Road
in Ormond, the Moorooduc Highway in Frankston, and
Scoresby Road. The western suburbs will remember
that when it comes to projects like grade separation,
dealing with traffic congestion and making people’s
quality of life better and improved, it is only the
Australian Labor Party that delivers.

On 27 May I had the privilege of opening the
$28.6 million Palmers Road extension. This road
project will connect Dunnings and Point Cook roads
and the Geelong road, and provide a direct connection
to and from Melbourne. These are real plans and real
actions, and they are being delivered now. In contrast,
the Leader of the Opposition’s first mention in
Parliament of the phrase ‘western suburbs’ occurred
this week. Hansard reveals that he used the words
‘Western Australia’ more frequently than ‘western
suburbs’.

Let us put on record the Liberal Party’s track record on
road projects. The opportunity has existed for the
opposition all this week, and indeed before then, to
defend its track record in relation to its policies and its
commitments and programs in the western suburbs.
Why has it not? It has not because it has no track record
and because it has displayed no commitment to the
western suburbs. Let us look at the road projects. The
Liberal Party proposed at the last election a clearway on
Punt Road, upgrades of Clyde Road in Berwick, Stud
Road and Kelletts Road in Rowville, Forest Road and
Scoresby Road in Ferntree Gully, and the list goes on
and on. There was not a single promise made by the
opposition in relation to road projects in the western
suburbs. That is why the government knows that the
people in the western suburbs and indeed in the
electorate of Kororoit will remember that there are a lot
of lies and hypocrisy on the other side — and very
opportunistic lies and hypocrisy because of the
by-election in Kororoit. The opposition is unable to
show or demonstrate any bona fide commitments that it
had made to the western suburbs before the election in
2006.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister not to
debate the question.
Mr PALLAS — Now we have real policies for the
western suburbs. There is the truck facilities
improvement near Hopkins Road, Rockbank. We also
have the pavement rehabilitation around the
Melton–Werribee road and the Melton Highway
carriageway duplication, unlike those opposite, whose
sudden affection for the west is about as genuine as
Peter Costello’s farewell card to John Howard!

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me
pleasure to stand up today and refer the house to the
very good track record of Labor governments and in
particular of this government. I will, of course, speak on
the Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill. The bill will
provide the opportunity and the appropriation authority
for payments to be made from the Consolidated Fund
for the ordinary annual services of the government for
2008–09. It is important to place on record what the
opposition had promised before the last election in
relation to matters and issues that are of significance to
the western suburbs and indeed to the electorate of
Kororoit and to the electorate of Derrimut. The Liberal
opposition had placed on record its policy in relation to
grade separation projects before the 2006 election along
the lines of making improvements to the Frankston
bypass, Springvale Road in Nunawading and

Let me tell you, Speaker, what this government has
done since Labor came into office in 1999. You would
know, and indeed let me assure you that the people in
the western suburbs remember, that the issue of level
crossings in the western suburbs and in St Albans, the
main east-versus-west issue and all of that issue of
congestion associated with traffic has been debated in
the public arena for more than three decades, and for
more than three decades no government — and
certainly not the opposition up to 1999 — had done
anything in relation to dealing with this issue of level
crossings in St Albans. What this government did under
the previous Premier, with the current Premier as
Treasurer and with the then transport minister and
subsequent ministers, was to first of all embark on the
broadest consultation that the government had
undertaken to look at the whole region — not just the
one issue but the entire region — and address it
comprehensively and holistically. We spent a lot of
time — in fact in excess of 12 months — talking to
communities, talking to stakeholders, talking to
municipalities, talking to VicRoads and talking to
infrastructure departments and others, and, finally, on

APPROPRIATION (2008/2009) BILL
2348

ASSEMBLY

the basis of evidence we came to the notion that what
we planned to put in place was in fact the best solution
to deal with congestion in that region.
We have put in place a three-stage St Albans strategy
which will improve road safety and reduce traffic
congestion in the region and in St Albans. An
underpass of the railway line at Taylors Road, which is
stage 1, is about to be completed. These are not just
words but actions, which the people in the electorate
and the region will remember. A local bypass of Main
Road and a rail underpass constitute stage 2, and grade
separation of the Furlong Road rail crossing will be
stage 3. Substantial progress has been made in relation
to the first stage; $54 million have been committed for
stage 1 of the strategy, which will provide an underpass
of the railway line at Taylors Road and the replacement
of an existing roundabout. Construction has
commenced, and we anticipate completion by the end
of this year or early in 2009.
Let us be absolutely clear: it is true that people in the
community — and I particularly refer to the St Albans
traders and those people who in fact have positively
defended the interests of the community — have
advocated for another solution, and we acknowledge
that. They want to deal with traffic congestion, and so
does the government. I am very cognisant that there are
community groups that have not always agreed with us
and that the mechanism and the proposal that we
suggested to the community as being the ones which
will deal with traffic congestion are not necessarily
what they wanted.
But let me tell you this, Speaker: the community and
groups like the St Albans traders want to see a situation
where we can deal with traffic congestion, and the
government completely agrees with them on that,
except that there is a difference in relation to how this
will be delivered. I am very confident that they will
come on board with the Labor government because
they know that we agree on the outcome, although there
might be differences in relation to the way in which we
are working towards the same outcome. I am confident
of that, and I know that they will work with us in
relation to these methods.
The other important issue that is very significant to the
community relates, of course, to health. We could talk
about education, we could talk about public safety, we
could talk about mental health, we could talk about
disability, and indeed we have talked about dental
services and the dental hospital, which only Labor lived
up to in the western suburbs, but let us talk for a minute
about health. Speaker, you would be aware that the
Sunshine Hospital was a dream of the federal Whitlam
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government and the world-renowned and recognised
and well-remembered former minister of that
government, Jim Cairns. It was the Bracks and Brumby
governments that effectively delivered the Sunshine
Hospital. What we had in that community prior to 1999
was in fact two departments: we had psychiatrists and
we had gynaecologists. Effectively that was it in terms
of the Sunshine Hospital. But Bracks came in and
Brumby came in, and the western suburbs remember
that it was in fact this government that delivered a
proper hospital, a comprehensive hospital with all
departments, a teaching hospital in terms of medical
practitioners and nurses, a partnership with Victoria
University and, very importantly, an emergency
department which hardly ever sees an ambulance
bypass.
Make no mistake, people in the western suburbs will
remember that it is this government that has delivered
nurses, doctors and improved services. In fact it is this
government that only recently, as the minister said
today in question time, delivered $73.5 million so that
residents in the region can have better access to cancer
services after stage 2 of the Sunshine Hospital
development. The minister quite correctly said that the
new facility will be linked into Melbourne and Victoria
universities and will provide for the delivery of a wide
range of undergraduate and postgraduate courses and
programs for health sciences students and disciplines.
This is terrific news for people in the west. The western
suburbs will remember that it is only this
government — only the Labor government — that has
in fact delivered to the west.
In concluding I wish to apologise to the house, because
it is the very reforms the Labor government made to the
upper house that delivered Mr Finn, a member for
Western Metropolitan Region, to the western suburbs.
Mr Finn’s contribution in another place yesterday was a
shameful display of hypocrisy and lies. He had been a
member of Parliament before, and he had not delivered.
If you read his contribution, and I am sure many
residents of Kororoit will read it with interest, you will
see that for an hour or so he spoke about the things that
the opposition presumably will offer to the western
suburbs in the future but did not mention a single
achievement of the previous Liberal-Nationals
government in relation to the western suburbs. He could
not stand and defend its track record because there is
none. Only Labor has been able to deliver public safety,
education, health and a solution to traffic congestion
and other issues in respect of level crossings. I am very
confident that people in the west will remember.
I conclude by saying that the Australian Labor Party
has selected a terrific candidate for the Kororoit
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by-election. Marlene Kairouz is an organiser for the
Shop, Distributive and Allied Employees Association,
Victorian branch. She has worked in that region. She
has done an enormous amount of work on the ground.
She defended the rights of working families against
former Prime Minister John Howard. She will be a
terrific member. She will be well recognised and will
come into this place with a terrific background to take
every opportunity to continue to improve the quality of
life of people in the western suburbs.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am very pleased to
speak in support of the 2008–09 Victorian state budget,
which delivers for the people of Victoria. In particular I
want to address my remarks today to the ways in which
our state budget delivers for the people of the Prahran
district. The budget delivered by the Treasurer, John
Lenders, builds on the great achievements of the Bracks
and Brumby governments since we came to office in
1999. We are now seeing some of the outcomes of the
investment that has been made in key services and
infrastructure in this state since then. In the budget this
year we are seeing the greatest infrastructure spending
in the history of our state. We are in a position now as a
state to respond positively to many of the emerging
challenges we need to respond to in order to continue to
improve our quality of life and the way we provide key
services, opportunities and jobs for the people of our
state in years to come.
We are seeing an unprecedented baby boom at the
moment. It is the largest baby boom we have seen since
the early 1970s. I am particularly pleased that I will be
making my own modest contribution to that baby boom
again later this year. Those of us who have young
families understand some of the important challenges
this budget addresses, and we are very pleased about
the investments that are being made to improve services
for and the quality of life of the people of Victoria.
Some of the local highlights in this budget for the
Prahran district that I want to mention include the
delivery of an election commitment I made in 2006 to
provide funding to upgrade the Prahran and Windsor
railway stations. I am very pleased that the $3 million
we promised for those station upgrades in 2006 has
been allocated in this year’s state budget. They are great
stations. They are heritage stations, and they are much
loved and appreciated by the local community. Being
able to properly refurbish and restore those stations and
improve the amenity of them for the many people who
use our train system is a great thing, and I am very
pleased about it. Of course we are seeing unprecedented
growth in the number of people who are using our
public transport system, particularly our trains.
Providing those railway station services is thus an
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important thing, but of course we are also providing the
important infrastructure spending and improvements
that are needed in order to increase the capacity of the
system; then trains can carry more passengers in better
circumstances in the years to come.
Another matter regarding transport is the funding to
improve the frequency of the NightRider bus service,
which is very popular and important and is used by
particularly a lot of young people around my area. The
frequency of that NightRider service has been doubled
to once every 30 minutes. Only recently the
government integrated the NightRider bus service into
the broader public transport system so that a Metcard
ticket can be used on NightRider buses for no
additional fare. The buses are a very important means
of people getting home safely late at night; I am very
pleased that the government has addressed that issue
and improved that service.
Another issue that was addressed regarding the Prahran
district concerned the improvement in ambulance
services. Making sure ambulance services are able to
properly and quickly respond to what are often
emergency situations is very important for the security
of the local community. A new mobile intensive care
ambulance unit and a new 12-hour peak-period unit
will be provided for the Prahran district.
Over the years the government has been in office it has
provided enormous funding increases to the Alfred
hospital, which is one of the very important health
providers in my area. This year’s budget builds on the
investments of past years by funding a special hospital
energy supply project to provide continuity of critical
care services in the event of a major power disruption at
the hospital. That provides security and peace of mind
not only for patients but also for their families and the
whole community.
It does not take a great amount of imagination to
understand how devastating a major power disruption
in a large public hospital like the Alfred could be for so
many people being treated there. The project is thus
very important in supporting the hospital’s important
work. It builds on the great investments we have made
that have now seen the Alfred centre for elective
surgery up and running and providing thousands of
extra elective surgery treatments each year to members
of the local community.
On transport again, the government has a very
important tram priority program. The budget has
funded this program — in particular, regarding the
no. 6 tram route, which goes through Prahran — along
with the $112 million package to reduce traffic
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congestion. I am extremely pleased with the way in
which our moves to reduce traffic congestion and
improve public transport efficiency are being received
in my local community. I am getting a very positive
response from local residents. I am delighted at the way
in which we are dealing with these issues to reduce
traffic congestion and improve traffic flows; and very
importantly, as part of that package, how we are
improving public transport, particularly the trams and
buses that use some of Prahran’s busy streets.
In relation to community safety in my electorate, the
budget allocates money to upgrade Prahran police
station, providing some important new infrastructure
and technical equipment police will be able to use in
their very important community safety work. The
funding for equipment at Prahran police station is only
part of a very significant public safety initiative being
conducted by the government at the moment. In recent
times we have seen the creation and funding of the Safe
Streets task force, which has resulted in many extra
police being on the street — particularly around the
Chapel Street precinct on Friday and Saturday nights —
proactively dealing with the many community safety
issues that people want to know we are successfully
dealing with.
That is also to be seen in the context of the
government’s recently announced alcohol action plan,
which is a comprehensive package funded in the budget
and which will make sure we deal with the adverse
social impacts of excessive alcohol consumption and
binge drinking. The three-month trial of the
2.00 a.m. lock-out program has been supported strongly
by my local community. I am also a strong supporter of
that program. Putting in place for the next 12 months a
ban on any new liquor licences in the four inner city
municipalities, including those which cover the Prahran
district, while we conduct a comprehensive review of
our licensing laws and licensing fee structures is also
something that I and my local community welcome.
All of those programs as well as the important
continued spending on education have been funded in
this budget. In last year’s budget $500 000 was
allocated to each of the five schools I have particular
responsibility for. The planning for the refurbishment
and modernisation of those schools is now well under
way and has been funded by our government. In
particular South Yarra Primary School, Toorak Primary
School, Stonnington Primary School, St Kilda Primary
School and Ripponlea Primary School are already
benefiting from the program. The work to modernise
and refurbish those schools is progressing very well.
That work will continue through the course of this year
and will result in a great improvement in the new year
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in the way educational opportunities are provided to the
children in my local area. I am proud of the
commitment the government has made and continues to
make in relation to education.
Overall this budget is delivering for the people of the
Prahran district and for the people of Victoria generally.
We are seeing continued investment in our education
system, in our health system, in our transport system, in
community safety and in the important infrastructure
projects which are so vital to making sure that we have
a competitive and growing economy that is able to meet
the challenges of the future. I want to stress that this
budget clearly sets out a plan and funding for meeting
our water challenges and climate change challenges
going forward. Those things are integral to the way in
which we will move into a carbon-constrained future.
They are also important in the way we move into a
future that has less reliance on water. We have less
water than we had before, and we have more people
than we had before. We had to use creativity and
long-term planning to make sure that we meet those
challenges. The government’s water plans meet those
challenges.
This state budget was delivered by the Treasurer in the
other place, John Lenders, as his first budget. It is to be
commended and contains climate change policies,
particularly the putting in place of the Victorian
renewable energy target scheme, our plans for
improving the amount of renewable energy used in this
state and our plans for investing in appropriate clean
coal technology to take advantage of the important coal
deposits that we have in the Latrobe Valley. That is a
balanced and good approach that will secure Victoria’s
future growth and job opportunities and quality of life
for Victorians years to come. I commend the budget bill
to the house. I wish it great success.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Welcome back to the member for South-West
Coast.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) — It is a
great pleasure to speak on the Labor government’s
ninth budget.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The member for
South-West Coast might need to go out for another half
hour; it is so much better without him in this chamber. I
want to speak for only 5 minutes, because we want to
move on to other debates. I want to talk about some of
the big-ticket items which are a part of this
government’s program.
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It has been great that every Labor budget — all nine in
a row — has made massive investments in electorates
like Dandenong; in those long-standing Labor
electorates that had been neglected by conservative
governments for so many years. We are still seeing the
need for Labor governments to keep investing because
basically for the whole seven and a half years of the
Kennett government all we saw in my electorate was
infrastructure shut down and not rebuilt, and services
cut back. We have been bringing back those services
that are so needed to help give a leg up to lower
socioeconomic areas like those in my electorate of
Dandenong, and this budget does great work.
The biggest ticket item is a $25 million upgrade of the
emergency department at Dandenong Hospital. Nearly
every budget has provided extra resources for that
hospital. We have seen the older part of the hospital in
effect totally rebuilt by this government, and we will
see the same with the emergency department by the
time of the next election. I am also pleased about the
$2 million that was made available to start planning for
the redevelopment of the mental health facilities at
Dandenong Hospital. That will then see a total rebuild
of the hospital to meet the needs of the community in
top standard facilities.
I am also pleased that we have seen in this budget a
stage 2 commitment for the bringing together of three
schools — Dandenong High School, Cleeland
Secondary College and Doveton Secondary College —
as part of a regeneration project which the schools are
driving themselves; $10 million has been made
available for stage 2. It is the first time we have seen
major upgrades in secondary facilities in that area for
many decades. There is no doubt that the secondary
schools in the Dandenong area need massive
regeneration support, and they are getting it from this
government as part of the stage 2 project.
In the future not only will students have the best quality
facilities — school buildings which function well —
but we will also see kids in that secondary area no
longer being denied access to choices in subject areas
that they have had in the past. I am a strong supporter of
school redevelopment. I commend the three school
communities for the way they have been working
closely together, and the way that the government and
the education department has backed them. It is a
school-driven approach, not from the top down but
from the grass roots up.
I am also very pleased that as part of the $290 million
reinvestment we are making in Dandenong as a transit
city — Melbourne’s second city — that we have seen
$19.5 million in this budget for a new state government
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office block to help part of the redevelopment in central
Dandenong. The previous government was all talk and
no action about things it would do for Dandenong. This
is about action and delivering action to see more jobs in
Dandenong, to see a growth in white-collar jobs in
Dandenong to provide stability for the employment
base in the region so it is not just totally dependent on
blue-collar jobs, but a work force diversity between
blue and white collar jobs that is so important for all
communities if they are to be sustainable and able to
weather the different economic storms that occur over
periods of time. This government’s service centre will
be a major impetus to attract other investment into the
Dandenong transit city area.
There are a number of other initiatives. Finally, I would
like to comment on the big improvement in ambulance
services in the area, and the new 24-hour paramedic
team that the Dandenong ambulance station is a
beneficiary of. Also, the new mobile intensive care
ambulance single responder unit is another boost in
services for the Dandenong electorate.
I am proud to be a member for a long-standing Labor
electorate and to see that every budget every year
delivers strong benefits for my area. This is another
budget which reflects that. It shows that when push
comes to shove, it is Labor governments that deliver for
these areas; the conservative governments only provide
rhetoric, as was proved by the Minister for Roads and
Ports in question time today.
The opposition promised no road projects for the
western suburbs of Melbourne in the last state election
campaign, and it was exactly the same in the Labor
seats in the south-eastern suburbs. It is only Labor
governments that make these sorts of investments, and I
am really pleased that this government is listening, this
government has been planning, has good strategies and
is delivering for long-standing Labor electorates such as
Dandenong.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I have great pleasure
in rising to speak in support of the Appropriation
(2008/09) Bill. This is a budget that I think addresses
important areas of disadvantage. In my inaugural
speech to Parliament in 2003 I pointed out that areas of
the newly formed electorate of Gembrook were
included in former Premier Kennett’s aspersion of
being ‘the toenails of the state’. I was proud to be
representing these areas as part of a Bracks Labor
government because I knew that a commitment to all
Victorians, regardless of where they lived, would surely
be a hallmark of the Labor government.
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I want to speak briefly about a few important areas of
the budget. I will refer to the population boom being
experienced in Victoria and comment on my area,
particularly in the south-eastern area of my electorate,
which is being described as the Nappy Valley. I support
the initiatives and the funding boost in the areas of
maternity and child services, and $179 million will be
well received in my electorate. The local hospital,
Casey Hospital, will be one of the beneficiaries of this
budget boost, and this is a practical and important way
to support families in the south-east growth corridor.
Other important health measures include addressing
elective surgery waiting lists, treating more patients in
the emergency departments, boosting ambulance
services and funding preventive health measures.
I want to comment also on the size of the electorate of
Gembrook, which is approximately 45 kilometres from
the central business district of Melbourne at its closest
point, and at the farthest point it is over 180 kilometres.
With this mix of semi-rural and suburban areas, the
issue of public transport and getting around the
electorate is very important to access education,
employment, recreation and other services. Therefore I
welcome the announcement of a budget record of
$3.2 billion for infrastructure allocation, including
$1.8 billion for investment in transport, of which
$794 million will be dedicated to public transport. One
initiative is the NightRider bus service. The extension
from Dandenong to Beaconsfield is very important and
will be well received by the residents in the south-east
growth corridor.
A commitment has also been made to add another
209 car parking spaces at Berwick railway station,
which is sorely needed. However, although this
additional car parking is expected to be built in 2012, I
represent the areas of the city of Casey where
100 families a week are making their homes. The shire
of Cardinia is also experiencing fast growth with an
average annual growth rate in population of 5 per cent.
The rapid growth in population is matched by
increasing traffic on the roads as each week hundreds
more people move in.
With the ever-spiralling petrol costs the option of public
transport is becoming the only affordable option for
many families. The take-up rate for public transport is
escalating, and I am concerned that the well thought-out
measures such as providing additional car parking is set
on time lines that do not reflect the urgency of the need
in the outer suburban areas.
I want to comment on previous state budgets, which
have been wonderful for our schools in the electorate of
Gembrook. We have delivered on additional stages of

Thursday, 12 June 2008

capital works projects, and funded many new schools
also, and I look forward to that continuing, particularly
for the Upper Yarra schools in my electorate. With
those few words I commend the bill to the house.
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I will make a few brief
comments, since time is short. This is a fabulous
budget, which I am wholeheartedly supporting in the
house. For the electorate of Preston there have been a
number of initiatives I wish to place on the record.
There has been an improvement in ambulance services,
which, although based in Coburg, service the electorate
of Preston.
Of particular note are the improvements to the
Reservoir West Primary School, which have been a big
issue in my community. There has been $3.6 million
committed to school modernisation. Other initiatives
are the upgrade to the Preston police station, the
upgrade to the Doncaster NightRider bus service, which
passes through the electorate, and the Victorian
Football League ground redevelopment, which
involved a commitment of $1.4 million to the heart of
my electorate.
As time is short I will leave my comments at that. I
think this fantastic budget addresses the need to
increase capital expenditure for a growing population,
and that growing population is in large part a vote of
confidence by the people in the administration of the
Brumby government.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CANCER AMENDMENT (HPV) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 17 April; motion of
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health).
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I rise to speak on
the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill and to indicate
from the outset that the opposition — the coalition —
supports this piece of legislation. It thinks it is a very
important piece of legislation.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Cancer Act by
extending the definition of ‘cancer test’ to include a test
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for a precursor to cancer. The amendment will enable
reports of tests for precursors to cancer, such as the
human papilloma virus — known as HPV — to be
forwarded to an organisation such as the Victorian
Cervical Cytology Registry, which maintains a
prescribed register.
By way of background, HPV is recognised as a
necessary factor in the development of a very large
number — about 70 per cent — of cases of cervical
cancer. Testing for this virus has become a critical part
of the management of women with screen-detected
abnormalities of the cervix. In future it may be
desirable for other precursors apart from HPV to be
reported on and recorded as part of a cancer screening
program. In addition these provisions will provide a
legislative framework for reporting test results of these
other precursors to cancer should it become desirable to
capture these in the future.
The primary objective of the amendment is to facilitate
best practice in cervical cancer screening and the
treatment of women with screen-detected abnormalities
of the cervix. The amendment will also ensure that
Victoria is able to meet the new guidelines issued by
the National Health and Medical Research Council in
July 2006 known as Screening to Prevent Cervical
Cancer — Guidelines for the Management of
Asymptomatic Women with Screen Detected
Abnormalities.
Because it is such a small bill, I can mention the few
clauses that constitute it. I will list the main provisions.
Clause 3 amends the definition of ‘cancer test’ in
section 59(1) of the Cancer Act 1958 to include a test
for a precursor to cancer. Clause 4 amends
section 62(4) to make it clear that persons undergoing
cancer tests specifically in relation to precursors to
cancer are able to object to a report being forwarded
under section 62 of the Cancer Act.
The amendment to section 62(9)(b) of the Cancer Act
confirms that the regulation-making power of the
Governor in Council with respect to access to a
prescribed register by persons studying cancer also
extends to persons studying precursors to cancer. This
covers in general terms the changes in this piece of
legislation, albeit very small, and also ensures that those
who are studying or researching cancer can also
research precursors to cancer. It is an important part of
the legislation.
Every two years I appreciate the fact that I receive
letters from the register reminding me it is time to have
a Pap smear test. I think all women, particularly those
over a certain age, should avail themselves of the
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opportunity to be reminded, because it is important for
people to have this test. It is an important health
measure.
I am going to talk in general terms before I go to some
specific issues. First of all I would like to clarify that
cervical cancer affects approximately 150 Victorian
women every year, and I will be talking about some
other statistics later. Generally speaking cervical cancer
takes a long time to develop, which is one of the
reasons it is more common for women over the age of
40 to find that they have some abnormal cells which
may be either precancerous or cancerous. However, as
with all types of cancer, cervical cancer occasionally
develops very quickly and it is sometimes diagnosed in
young women. It is unusual but it does happen.
A vaccine has been developed that prevents the type of
human papilloma virus most commonly linked to
cervical cancer. The vaccine is most beneficial if it is
given to young girls before they are exposed to HPV —
that is, before they commence sexual activity. Gardasil,
which is the first cervical cancer vaccine to protect
against the human papilloma virus, has become
publicly available and is free for all Australian women
under the age of 26. The vaccine has shown to be
100 per cent effective in preventing HPV 16 and 18,
which are related to cervical pre-cancers in women who
were not previously exposed to the strains of the virus.
These strains together, as I have said, account for
approximately 70 per cent of cervical cancers
worldwide.
Victoria — and I think this goes back over a number of
governments — has one of the highest participation
rates in cervical cancer screening in the country. At
1 death per 100 000, this rate is amongst the lowest in
the world, and we should all be proud of that and
encourage women to continue testing. Testing for HPV
DNA is done in conjunction with a Pap smear test, so it
is an easy thing to have done when you are having that
particular test. Once a person is on the register,
follow-up letters are sent to the patient if an
abnormality is picked up, and HPV DNA and Pap
testing is done every 12 months. If the test is clear then
the patient can go back to two-year regular tests.
There are a few areas I would like to look at in a little
more detail, and the first is looking at what is the
papilloma virus and how is it linked to cervical cancer.
HPV is a sexually transmitted infection, mostly
affecting women between 20 to 24 years of age. Almost
all abnormal Pap smear results are caused by HPV, as
my fact sheet is telling me. In 98 per cent of cases HPV
clears itself. But in rare cases, if the virus persists and is
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left undetected, it can lead to cervical cancer, and
apparently this takes about 10 years.
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intervention by Professor Ian Frazer, an Australian, and
we are very proud that he has intervened and made his
enormous contribution.

What can be done to prevent cervical cancer? Early
detection is the best protection from cervical cancer,
and Australia, as I have said, has one of the best
national cervical screening programs in the world.
Every year the federal government, state governments
and territory governments invest about $90 million in
the national cervical screening campaign or program.
This investment has cut deaths from cervical cancer by
around 60 per cent since 1985, and has halved the
number of cases of cervical cancer. Australia currently
has the second lowest incidence of and the lowest
mortality rate from cervical cancer in the world, which
is a great achievement.

I want to say a little more about Gardasil. Australia is
one of the very first countries to roll out this massive
cervical cancer immunisation campaign. As I have
suggested, it is designed to protect young women from
the strains of HPV. Close to 20 million doses of the
vaccine have been distributed worldwide, including
2.2 million here in Australia. The benefits of the
vaccine are substantial in that four out of five people
will be exposed to HPV, apparently, during their
lifetime, and exposure from a single lifetime partner
can be enough to result in infection that can lead to
cervical cancer.

I have mentioned that there are a number of strains of
HPV, only some of which can cause cancer. HPV
strains 16 and 18 cause around 70 per cent of cancers. I
have talked briefly about the fact that Gardasil, which
has been approved for use in Australia, prevents
strains 16 and 18, if a person is vaccinated before they
contract.

Vaccinations with the HPV vaccine are most effective
before — and only before — females are exposed to
HPV. There are over 700 new cases of cervical cancer
reported each year in Australia. By the age of 75 the
risk of contracting this condition is 1 in 191. Cervical
cancer resulted in the deaths of 216 women in 2005 and
has a five-year survival rate of about 75 per cent.

How does this vaccine work? Gardasil is administered
as a series of three injections over a period of seven
months. To ensure that some girls do not miss out, an
immunisation needs to run over an entire school year.
All medicines and vaccines considered for funding by
the federal government must be approved by the
Therapeutic Goods Administration (TGA) for use in
this country. This guarantees they are safe and clinically
effective. Some people have mentioned their concerns,
and particularly the member for Gembrook has raised
some issues about Gardasil.

Because some concerns have been expressed about
adverse events in giving this vaccine, adverse events
are very carefully monitored in Australia and regularly
reviewed by expert advisory groups. In studies which
compare the safety of the vaccine with a placebo, large
numbers of clinical study participants were given
Gardasil. The results of these studies were considered
in detail by the Therapeutic Goods Administration
before the vaccine was approved for use in Australia.

In relation to government subsidies, the federal
government agreed with the recommendation of its
expert advisory committee, the Pharmaceutical Benefits
Advisory Committee, that Gardasil should be funded
under the national immunisation program. That
commenced in 2007.
Gardasil is currently not registered for the use of
women over 26 as it is claimed that there is no evidence
to support its efficacy or safety in these women. For
these women, we are told, the best way to avoid
cervical cancer is to participate in screening through
regular Pap smears. I encourage all women to do that.
The expected cost of the vaccine — and I am not sure,
but I think this is a totally up-to-date cost — is
something in the order of $436 million over the
four-year period from 2006–07 to 2009–10. In general
terms I think we are very lucky that we have seen this

The overall level of reporting for Gardasil following the
distribution of approximately 2.2 million doses is very
low and consistent with that for other new vaccines and
rates reported from other countries. In Australia all
adverse events reported following Gardasil vaccination
are reviewed every six weeks by the expert Adverse
Drug Reactions Advisory Committee, which advises
the TGA.
Every six months detailed reports of adverse events are
published in Communicable Diseases Intelligence, a
quarterly publication of the federal Department of
Health and Ageing. No deaths occurring after Gardasil
have been reported in Australia, and no deaths directly
linked to the vaccine have been reported in the United
States of America.
I would like to talk briefly about the Victorian Cervical
Cytology Registry (VCCR). This registry was
established in 1989 by an amendment to the Cancer
Act. The registry provides a framework which has
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allowed a more structured approach to cervical
screening within Victoria, and it assists with data
collection for monitoring and evaluation of the
program. Of course the registry is a confidential
computerised database of Victorian women’s Pap test
results. The main functions of the registry, as I have
suggested, are to facilitate the regular participation of
women in the national cervical screening program by
sending reminder letters when their Pap tests are
overdue, and to provide a safety net for the follow-up of
women with abnormal Pap smears.
The total number of Victorian women diagnosed with
invasive cervical cancer between 1 January 2002 and
31 December 2004 was 392. This includes 250 women
with a diagnosis of squamous cell carcinoma, and 142
women with other types of invasive cervical cancer. Of
these 392 women, 134 were only recorded on the
Victorian cancer registry and not on the VCCR,
suggesting that these women have no history of Pap test
screening. For the remaining 258 women with invasive
cervical cancer who were recorded on the VCCR, their
screening history for 10 years prior to diagnosis was
reviewed to determine if their screening history was
adequate.
In summary, at least 86 per cent of the women
diagnosed with invasive cervical cancer had no Pap test
history or inadequate Pap test screening in the 10 years
before their diagnosis. For squamous invasive cancers,
94 per cent of the women were never or inadequately
screened whereas for glandular cancers, which are
much harder to detect, the proportion was 73 per cent.
Of course this does not necessarily suggest a failure of
cervical screening but rather a recognition that Pap test
screening is aimed primarily at preventing squamous
cervical cancers, but it does support the case for it.
I would like to talk briefly about participation in
screening. For Pap test numbers and women
screened — this is, I think, an Australia-wide report —
during 2006 a total of 572 800 Pap tests were registered
which originated from 540 700 women. From the
previous year this was a decrease of approximately
12 500 Pap tests and almost 9000 women. It is possible
that this reflects an early impact of the newer National
Health and Medical Research Council guidelines due to
the shift in recommended management of low-grade
abnormalities, which I mentioned previously. On 1 July
2006 the NHMRC guidelines for the management of
asymptomatic women with screen detected
abnormalities were implemented around Australia, and
the main changes to the guidelines were — and I will
not mention all of them — that there were to be repeat
Pap tests for most women with low-grade squamous
abnormalities, there was a decision not to treat
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biopsy-proven low-grade human papilloma virus
lesions, there was to be a referral of all women with
atypical glandular cells for colposcopy, and referral of
all women with high-grade lesions for colposcopy. I
was actually not aware of what that test was, so I
looked it up.
One learns a great deal when doing a bit of research for
these pieces of legislation. I have a diagram here, which
I will not bother trying to submit, but colposcopy — or
colcoscopy, which is another word for it — is a medical
diagnostic procedure to examine an illuminated,
magnified view of the cervix and the tissues of the
vagina and vulva. Many pre-malignant lesions and
malignant lesions in these areas have discernible
characteristics which can be detected through this type
of examination. It distinguishes normal tissue from
tissue that appears normal and can take direct biopsies
for further pathological examination during the process.
The main goal of colposcopy is to prevent cervical
cancer by detecting pre-cancerous lesions and treating
them early.
I would like to make clear that the registry is an opt-off
database; however, the non-participation rate in
Victoria is estimated to be less than 1 per cent. Where a
woman objects to her Pap test being registered, the
registry holds no information about that test. I think
some women have been concerned about some of those
things. I found a graph of the estimated proportion of
women who have had at least one Pap test for two-year
periods from 2000. The graph excludes women who
have had total hysterectomies. It shows the high level of
participation. I think it is interesting that in 2000–01
there were more women of 30 to 39 years of age and 40
to 49 years of age participating, and that that has
dropped slightly. The comment below the graph refers
to the figure and says:
… shows that participation in cervical screening has remained
relatively stable over time for each … group since 2001.
Women over 40 years of age have the highest two year
screening rates with a steady increase until age 59 when the
participation —

rate often drops off. If one looks to see where the
highest participation rates are around Victoria, one sees
that the highest participation rate for screening is in the
Central Bayside Division of General Practice, at a rate
of 77 per cent; and that the lowest rates are in areas like
in the Central Highlands and Westgate divisions of
general practice.
There are a couple of issues I would like to comment on
in relation to cancer, cancer screening and testing and
research, and so forth. I am disappointed that the
government has not introduced digitalisation of breast
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cancer screening. This was a commitment at the 2006
election. I think the cost is about $10 million. I have
asked BreastScreen Victoria about this issue, and it has
said that even though it has strongly supported it, it has
not occurred. I encourage the minister to look at this
issue, because it is very important. The government has
said that it does have a strong commitment to cancer
screening, so I would invite the minister to — —
Mr Andrews — If it was an election commitment it
will be honoured.
Mrs SHARDEY — Yes, it was.
Mr Andrews — It will be honoured.
Mrs SHARDEY — I am being told that there is
recognition that it is in the election commitment and
that it will be honoured. I will hold the minister to that
promise.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — I will be very pleased when it
occurs, and I am sure the minister will let me know.
The Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre is a well-regarded
hospital for oncology — for the treatment of people
with cancer. It is certainly a very well-known place for
research.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — The minister anticipated my
comment; it is a very well-known research facility for
converting — —
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Mrs SHARDEY — And I hope the minister, firstly,
allows me to finish my speech, and secondly, takes up
this issue.
I mention a couple of other issues. I refer firstly to the
Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre, known as the Peter
Mac. It is a very old building, and people are looking
forward to its relocation to the Parkville precinct. Its
relocation is something that the government seems to
be supporting but not doing a lot about. I appreciate that
to move Peter Mac is a very costly process but the
problem now is that because the building is so old and
antiquated, there are current problems in being able to
cope with the level of demand for services in the Peter
Mac building and about the level of research that can be
done. The government has to make a decision: if it does
not move Peter Mac soon, it will have to pay for some
upgrades of that hospital, which, once the hospital is
moved, will be somewhat wasted.
I also want to mention another facility where there are
concerns about the provision of oncology — that is,
Bendigo hospital, where apparently part of the
oncology unit has been moved to portable buildings. I
am only raising this because the director of oncology,
Dr Blum, has talked about it. The fact that parts of the
oncology operations have been now located in portable
buildings should be on the government’s radar.
Bendigo hospital is a very old building. It is well and
truly ready for redevelopment. The government keeps
claiming that it is delivering on this redevelopment but
it has not yet fully delivered on any commitment.
Mr Andrews interjected.

Mr Andrews interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — Yes, for converting its research
into reality. He likes to do that. I turn to something I
raised earlier in the week, and of which the minister is
aware. At the medical research dinner Professor Gus
Nossal expressed his deep concern that the Rudd
government had dumped the $707 million program to
commercialise research. That is a pity. It is called the
Commercial Ready scheme and is a program to
commercialise research and development.
The comment that has been made in relation to this
issue is that for every $1 invested in research, $2 is
returned in health benefits. I called upon the minister to
make representations to his federal colleagues. I know
he suggested another minister should take that on, but I
think the implications for the health portfolio are so
great and Victoria has a very fine reputation in health
research — —
Mr Andrews interjected.

Mrs SHARDEY — The minister is telling me they
are still doing the master plan. I think the master plan
will continue being prepared until the minister indicates
he is actually ready to make that strong commitment. I
look forward to the time when the Brumby government
actually makes the financial commitment to Bendigo
hospital so that units like the oncology unit do not
finish up with half its people working out the back in
portables.
The final issue I want to raise in relation to cancer
patients is the patient transport scheme, to allow cancer
patients to have a choice as to where they are treated.
There have been ongoing concerns expressed about this
scheme not providing enough funding; the subsidy has
been very small. The accommodation subsidy of $35 a
night is appalling; at one stage I invited the minister to
try to find accommodation in Melbourne for $35 a
night. That issue about the provision of services for

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 12 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

2357

cancer patients is part of a more general conversation
about the treatment of cancer patients.

from Robert Skinner, the managing director of
Melbourne Water.

The opposition is highly supportive of this particular
piece of legislation. We are supportive of the previous
federal government having made Gardasil available as
a vaccine to all women under the age of 26 years. We
are particularly pleased that the federal government
made this vaccine available to schoolgirls, and although
some concerns have been expressed in this place, there
does not appear to be any basis at this stage for those
concerns. Perhaps there will be a reconsideration at
some stage by that member.

In his first witness statement Mr Skinner makes it clear
that the documents were generated for the board of
Melbourne Water and for a ministerial briefing note. In
fact at paragraph 9 of that document he said:

An honourable member — Name her.
Mrs SHARDEY — The member for Gembrook has
expressed her very deep concern. Of course people are
entitled to their views in this place; particularly in
relation to health issues, people are entitled to their
views. I am sure there will be many more health issues
that will come before this Parliament, and in a very
short space of time there will be a range of views
presented. It is with great pleasure that I wish this bill a
speedy passage.

Around this time —

which was September 2006 —
and following discussions with the minister, it was
determined that the low water storage levels needed a special
response —

not a cabinet response.
He then went on to say that Melbourne Water began to
consider various options. He also makes it clear, at
paragraph 11, that Mr Woodland, who wrote one of the
briefs, was going to give a presentation to the board of
Melbourne Water. Again, in this witness statement he
said:
These were matters that we progressed to the minister in
December 2006.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LANGUILLER
(Derrimut).

That is, they were progressed to the minister, not
generated by the minister.

Debate adjourned until later this day.

I also refer to paragraph 19 of Mr Woodland’s witness
statement, where he said:

Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Housing).

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

Melbourne Water: freedom of information
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is with
the Minister for Water. The action I am seeking of him
is to release some documents from Melbourne Water
which I believe show that the government knew the
severity of the drought and the need for water
restrictions but hid this until after the 2006 election. By
way of information for the minister, I have a case which
will come before the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal on 16 June — and of course this relates back
to more than a year ago when a freedom of information
application was lodged. The government in fact is
refusing to release documents on the basis that it claims
they are cabinet documents, or that disclosure could
lead to confusion. I want to assist the minister though in
his deliberations by referring to two witness statements

The slide in question did form part of the detailed briefing on
this matter that was given to the minister … and was part of
the information that the minister considered as part of his
briefing of cabinet.

Again, he makes it very clear the documents were not
generated for the purposes of cabinet.
Three months later Mr Skinner has come up with a
second witness statement, in which all of a sudden, at
paragraph 6, he recalls a telephone discussion with the
Minister for Water and a specific request from the
minister, if I can quote the government, for a document
to be submitted to cabinet. Is it not surprising that in the
first statement he has no reference at all to the minister
asking for a cabinet brief and in the second statement he
does? However, at paragraph 19 he also makes it clear
that:
… although it was initially prepared for the purposes of
briefing the minister in relation to matters to be considered by
cabinet —

the document ended up in part of the cabinet
submission; it was not created for the purposes of a
cabinet submission.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

St Andrew’s Sunbury Kindergarten: funding
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development. The matter that I wish to raise
concerns St Andrew’s Sunbury Kindergarten, which is
managed by the Sunbury Uniting Church. It is a great
kindergarten and does great work in the growing area of
Sunbury. Like many buildings, though, and like many
kindergartens, this building requires ongoing
maintenance and from time to time some renovations,
and this is one of those times. Currently St Andrews is
seeking funding for some works to be done on the
kindergarten, which include electrical work, painting,
an upgrade to the kitchen and toilets and also some
soft-wall protection for children’s play.
I am aware of the government’s release of Victoria’s
plan to improve outcomes in early childhood, a
document which was released in April last year and is
part of the national reform agenda. It includes a
children’s capital works program, with grants for
renovation and refurbishment to assist kindergartens to
undertake additions, renovations and maintenance
which create a safer environment and to assist
community-based early childhood centres generally to
integrate more fully into the community and to provide
the sorts of programs we know children need.
We know, as does this government — and the
government has acted accordingly — that the early
years of a child’s life are the most important.
Increasingly we are seeing research from right across
the world that supports that. This government has
recognised that fact and, as I said, has responded
accordingly. It has done a number of things to
demonstrate that recognition. I referred earlier to part of
the national reform agenda policy document released in
April last year. Under that program, $39 million is
committed over four years in support of infrastructure.
This government also appointed the first minister for
children and has brought responsibility for the early
childhood years into the education department. I ask the
minister to consider favourably the application by
St Andrew’s Sunbury Kindergarten for refurbishment
money.

Water: Alberton region
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
raise an issue for the attention of the Minister for Water.
The issue relates to the important matter of declining
watertable levels in the aquifers in and around what is
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generally known as the Alberton region, particularly the
beautiful township of Yarram, in my electorate. Yarram
is a small farming community in Gippsland about
58 kilometres south of Traralgon. For many years
groundwater from a number of different aquifer
systems has been used in and around the region. There
is a total of about 85 separate groundwater licences
covering uses such as irrigation, industrial, urban,
aquaculture and stock watering, but the major uses are
for irrigation for dairy pastures and for stock and
domestic purposes. A study undertaken at the request of
the Department of Sustainability and Environment and
jointly funded by the federal and state governments has
indicated that there are about 55 irrigation
licence-holders in and around the area who are
impacted upon by these declining groundwater levels.
This issue is decades old, but gradually with the
passage of time there has been an increase in the impact
upon the producers in the region. Over the course of the
years the two levels of government have undertaken
various studies. Eventually there was acknowledgement
that compensation would have to be paid — or that, as
a matter of equity and fairness, there ought properly to
be compensation paid — to those who depend upon the
capacity to draw from the aquifers. I have before me a
copy of a report entitled Latrobe Aquifer Impact
Investigations and dated 5 May 2008, prepared on
behalf of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment by consultants RMCG. In that report
recommendations are made for payment of
compensation amounting to some $7.8 million to those
who can establish they are entitled to share in this fund.
A problem has arisen in giving effect to the
compensation package. Both levels of government
agree that the compensation should be paid, but
unfortunately an unseemly dispute has broken out
between them as to who should contribute what. I ask
the minister to do everything possible, as urgently as it
can be done, to resolve this most unfortunate impasse. I
further understand that some months ago a handshake
deal was done on the basis that the federal government
would contribute 80 per cent and that the state
government would contribute 20 per cent of whatever
funding was found to be appropriate. The federal
government now has the temerity to say it is prepared
to put in only 50 per cent, and it wants the state
government to put in the other 50 per cent. I must say
that in the circumstances, particularly regarding the
extractions, that prevail here, that is not fair.
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Australian Railway Historical Society: North
Williamstown museum
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek from the minister is that
she support a proposal to develop a strategic plan for
the Newport workshop site, which could in part serve
as the new location for the Australian Railway
Historical Society museum. The historical society has
been operating an open-air railway museum at
Champion Road, North Williamstown, since 1962. The
museum currently exhibits 30 locomotives, which
represent nearly every type of locomotive to ride the
state’s rail from 1880 onwards. The collection includes
a locomotive affectionately known as Heavy Harry, the
largest steam locomotive ever built, which has recently
been added to the Victorian Heritage Register. The
museum’s collection also features the oldest surviving
wooden body carriage dating back to the 1880s and the
first L-class electric locomotive, built in 1954.
Victoria has a rich and remarkable rail history. The
Victorian colonial government was the first in Australia
to build a railway when it constructed a track from the
city to the waterfront at Port Melbourne in 1854. Even
to this day rail remains a critical mode of transport for
both passenger and freight movement. Earlier this year
I attended the museum’s family open day and was
impressed to learn that the museum is run exclusively
by a group of committed volunteers who maintain the
fleet under the guidance of the Australian Railway
Historical Society in Victoria. The collections
custodians say that unless the trains are moved indoors,
rust, vandalism and theft could substantially diminish
the condition of these locomotives.
In order to avoid potential damage, the railway society
has raised with me two potential options for the
museum. The first is to remain at their existing site and
construct a roof over the facility; the second is to move
to the Newport workshops where significant enclosed
facilities already exist. The society’s president,
Mr Malcolm Davidson, has indicated a move to the
Newport workshops is the society’s preferred option.
I have since toured the Newport railway yards with
Mr Davidson and viewed firsthand the site’s potential.
There could be many uses for this outstanding site. I
have also received a range of representations and
constituent letters about this matter. There are clearly
many rail enthusiasts in this state, particularly in my
part of the world. They appreciate the working history
associated with rail, particularly in the western suburbs
of Melbourne. My own grandfather worked at the
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Newport workshops and my father also began his
working life on the railways.
The best plan going forward would appear to be the
development of a strategic plan or master plan, as
others might term it, for the Newport workshop site.
This would ensure that all opportunities are explored in
terms of the museum’s future. I again request the
minister’s support for the development of such a plan
and look forward to assisting the museum with its
future endeavours.

Rosebud Hospital: obstetric services
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise an issue
with the Minister for Health regarding the former
maternity unit at Rosebud Hospital. I am asking the
minister to consider some options to reopen the
maternity ward at Rosebud Hospital, especially for
low-risk births. It is 12 months since the maternity ward
at Rosebud Hospital was closed and moved to
Frankston, some 40 to 60 kilometres away, depending
on where you live within my electorate. One year on, a
local nurse has started an online petition, which is not in
a form to be presented in Parliament. The introduction
to Jasmine Brown’s online petition states:
I am a current nursing and prospective midwifery student
who lives on the lower end of the Mornington Peninsula. I
have an overwhelming interest in the return of the maternity
ward at Rosebud Hospital which was closed down due to a
lack of obstetric services.
I, like many others, was born at this much-loved hospital that
saw the birth of over 300 babies each year. I have seen
firsthand the distress it is causing local women, their partners,
families and friends who now have to travel up to an hour to
get to Frankston.
It is inequitable for the local community and it is for this
reason that I am asking you to sign this petition that I can
present to the Victorian Parliament.

I am going to send a copy of the petition to the minister.
Ms Brown also collected some stories from locals who
have been affected by the closure of the maternity wing
at Rosebud and the movement to Frankston. I wish to
quote from a few. Mrs Candace King from Frankston
said:
It puts extended pressure on the Frankston Hospital and they
often ask mums to leave early to cope with the extra babies
being born. I’m due to have my second at the Frankston
Hospital and have advised I may leave earlier or I may be
asked to.

Tamara Wolczko from Dromana:
I actually was forced to give birth on the Moorooduc
Highway on 23 January due to Rosebud Hospital being
closed down. My labour happened very fast and gave birth
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2 hours after my first contraction. I live in Dromana and I
would have made it to Rosebud if it was open.

Miss Stacey Sigvertsen of Rye said:
The closure of the birthing unit at Rosebud Hospital was the
worst decision that could’ve been made. Our community is
growing and the need for such services … is high. I have also
recently been told by a patient of the midwives clinic that
very soon Rosebud won’t even be taking transfers from
Frankston. Where does this leave mums? At Frankston
Hillview maternity wing you can only stay for a maximum of
24 hours (if all is well). I can only hope that the bureaucrats
realise their mistake before it’s too late!

Mrs Trudy Mason of Mount Martha said:
I was deeply affected by the closure of Rosebud as it came
into effect just two weeks before my son was due. I was
notified of the closure at 34 weeks and this left me with no
option but to have my baby at Frankston as we could not
afford and did not have time to save for a private birth. I
arrived at the hospital at 6.59 a.m. and my son was delivered
at 7.13 a.m.

Jesse Nicol of Rosebud states:
My fiancée is pregnant at the moment. Neither or us have a
licence or a car. The whole situation is very distressful for the
both of us. You can’t take a woman in labour on a bus for an
hour and a half to deliver a child, and catching a taxi for that
distance is ridiculous.

Emergency services: community education
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Tonight I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. I
ask him to examine ways to reinforce to the community
the importance for drivers to allow safe passage for
ambulances travelling under lights and sirens. Our
paramedics do great work in looking after ill patients
and saving lives. I am proud to be part of a government
that has tripled funding since coming to office.
Emergency services have never been better resourced,
nor have there been as many paramedics employed or
ambulance stations opened.
However, our community must play its part too and
support our paramedics in the important job they do.
Increasingly, selfish road behaviour, ignoring
ambulances and other emergency service vehicles
operating under lights and sirens, and even road rage
against our wonderful paramedics who are trying to
save lives, has become the norm. Unfortunately I have
seen this as a Country Fire Authority volunteer
attending code 1 calls. I have often seen vehicles not get
out of the road. This is a very dangerous thing to do. It
is against the law. There is a $500 fine if a motorist
does not get out of the road of an emergency vehicle
under lights and sirens.
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I suppose I naively thought that maybe people thought a
fire was not as much an emergency as someone
suffering a major health event. However, last Tuesday I
had the truly frightening situation of a dear friend of
mine presenting at my office having a cardiac arrest. A
mobile intensive care ambulance was called. I was
distressed because Kerry’s condition was worsening,
and I had to get into the ambulance with her to travel to
the fantastic Austin Hospital, which gave her great care.
The paramedics were extremely professional in a very
distressing situation. But I was absolutely horrified and
disgusted at dozens of drivers who did not get out of the
way of that ambulance under lights and sirens. I so
admired the paramedics who kept their cool under that
situation, but I urge drivers to consider pulling over and
doing the right thing. The life you save may be
someone you love or care about. A minute out of your
life could mean saving someone else’s life.
If we are teaching our young people to drive, we need
to instil in them the importance of keeping the noise
down inside the car because it can mean you cannot
hear the approach of an emergency vehicle. It is
important to pull over and let emergency vehicles get
on their important way. I urge the minister to do all in
his power to assist Ambulance Victoria to raise
community awareness in allowing emergency vehicles
and ambulances passage.

Ambulance services: Paynesville
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I also raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. It
relates to the provision of ambulance services in
Paynesville.
The action that I seek is for the government and Rural
Ambulance Victoria to commit to providing 24-hour
paramedic coverage for the new Paynesville ambulance
station. This station was officially opened in 2006 after
a successful campaign by the Paynesville ambulance
auxiliary. The auxiliary raised hundreds of thousands of
dollars and all the necessary funds for the establishment
of the station and the purchase of the ambulance. The
establishment of the station has considerably improved
the response times, health and safety outcomes in
Paynesville, Raymond Island and the surrounding
agricultural communities.
The service currently operates daytime ambulance
coverage only with paramedics backed up by a small
but committed and well-trained group of ambulance
community officers. The current resource allocation
means that the night-time ambulance service is
backfilled from Bairnsdale, which has a response time
of about 20 minutes. The improvement in response
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times has been quite stark and has clearly justified the
successful campaign to have ambulance paramedics
based at Paynesville. The current operation provides a
number of difficulties for the station. One is attracting
paramedics to fill the positions that are currently not
permanent positions and the other is the response times
during the evening when the ambulance is not able to
respond to local emergencies.
I call on the government and Rural Ambulance Victoria
to take all the necessary action to provide the personnel
and support to allow the Paynesville ambulance station
to provide 24-hour paramedic response. I understand
that RAV has provided six additional paramedics for
East Gippsland under its recent allocation of new
paramedics, with three of those to be based at
Bairnsdale and three at Lakes Entrance. I understand
the union is generally supportive, as is RAV, of having
some, or at least one, of these paramedics moved to the
Paynesville station to allow 24-hour response. This
would be very well received by the Paynesville and
district community because it would improve the
service provided by the well-regarded Paynesville
ambulance service. An increase in coverage and a
decrease in response times, particularly at night, would
have major health and safety outcomes for that
community. I encourage the government to do what it
can do to ensure that this very important service for my
community is delivered.

Consumer affairs: store gift cards
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs relating
to store gift cards, and the action that I seek is that the
minister ensure that more information is provided to
consumers regarding the expiry date on store gift cards
and that Consumer Affairs Victoria investigate the
issuing of such cards rather than cash payments as
refunds. Store gift cards are becoming increasingly
popular, and people often do not realise that in most
cases they have an expiry date. Sometimes the expiry
date is printed in small type on the reverse side of the
card and consumers can be unaware of that fact.
Furthermore, store gift cards are often used — and I
know of one specific example — as refunds when
goods are returned and sometimes as part of exchanges
when goods are of different value.
I remember a case where a constituent received a good
as a present, returned it because it was not suitable,
procured a good of a different value and received the
balance of the cost in the form of a store gift card. That
person did not realise there was an expiry date, and
when they later tried to redeem the card they were
unable to do so. This is not an uncommon experience.
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In fact it is estimated that in 2007 in the United States
of America $8 billion was wasted on store gift cards
that had expired, were lost or were not redeemed. This
is a significant issue in the community, because a store
gift card is, in effect, an interest-free loan to a large
corporation. While it is a legitimate thing for people to
purchase store gift cards as gifts and for other
purposes — I have done so myself on many
occasions — consumers should be aware that such
cards can expire and then have no value. I ask the
minister to investigate that matter and ensure that
consumers are protected.

Road safety: Sandringham
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Ports. I ask that he meet with a deputation of concerned
Sandringham electorate residents who would like to see
traffic remediation measures implemented and new
traffic lights installed at multiple locations across the
Sandringham electorate. Currently Sandringham’s
constituents struggle to catch a train, struggle to make
their way through crowded city roads to work in the
city, struggle to access a hospital bed and struggle to
cross the road. It is a key responsibility of any state
government to generate ideas that go on to become
public infrastructure development and to excite
Victorians with projects that advance our state rather
than take us backwards.
Listeners last night to Derek Guille on ABC radio 774
were invited to contribute their comments on why
Melbourne’s livability status had declined. While
Melburnians love their city, which the government
boasts is growing by 1000 new residents each week, the
government has failed to provide adequate services.
Listeners attributed the decline to the gridlock on
Melbourne’s roads and the time and frustration
experienced in travelling to and from work, be it on our
blocked roadways or being herded like cattle onto our
late, overcrowded and underresourced public transport
system. I echo the words of Peter Ryan in his speech to
the Parliament yesterday, that the government is slack,
lazy, slothful, visionless and opportunistic.
Relating that to the Sandringham electorate, while
millions of dollars are being wasted on over-budget and
out-of-time IT projects, what I seek to raise is the need
for remediation measures in Bay Road near the
intersection of Fernhill Road; the Bay Road crossing
near Sandringham East Primary School; Bay Road in
Highett-Cheltenham, where a traffic crossing is needed,
as articulated by the local Dream Lotto proprietor, Pam
McGann, and Brickwood Holdings; the need for traffic
remediation in Balcombe Road near St Joseph’s
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Primary School, Black Rock; the need to improve
pedestrian safety in the Black Rock shopping centre
precinct, something that has been strongly advocated by
local residents Malcolm McMahon, Gail McKenzie,
Justin Gooderham and Janine Simpson and the Black
Rock Traders; and the junctions of Reserve Road with
both Tulip Street and Park Road. These are major
projects that need to be undertaken that have also been
advocated by people such as Vivienne Player, David
Blanks and Allan Hill.
The residents of Sandringham are concerned that while
the government has promoted the influx of over
1000 residents a week, it is failing to provide basic
infrastructure to enable my constituents to cross the
road.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Melton I would like to remind the member
for Sandringham that he should refer to members by
their official titles.

Preschools: Rockbank and Cambrian
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, and the action I seek is that
she consider favourably grant applications for the
renovation and refurbishment of Rockbank preschool
and Cambrian preschool, West Melton, in my
electorate. Rockbank Preschool has applied to upgrade
its playground facilities. Rockbank is one of the great
towns in my electorate. There are lots of young families
in the township and the region, and many of them send
their young children to this kindergarten. The staff and
volunteers are fantastic and provide quality and
professional educational services and activities to the
children.
Cambrian preschool is in the urban growth boundary in
an area with many young families that send their
children to the kinder and then move them to the school
next door. The grant application is to redevelop the
school’s service grounds. Again, the staff and
volunteers are terrific and provide valuable professional
and quality educational activity services to the children.
Education is the no. 1 priority of the Brumby Labor
government. All children deserve the best start in life,
and there are two components of that: one comprises
the teachers, staff and volunteers, and the second is the
facilities for the children. The grant applications that I
am seeking the minister’s favourable consideration of
are part of the second component, because the first —
the teachers, staff and volunteers in the
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kindergartens — are really first class, and I cannot
praise them enough.
Melton Shire Council supports the kindergartens within
the municipality extremely well. I have worked with
council staff in a number of ways over time, and they
support this application as well. They are a great team
and fit in extremely well with the volunteers and staff at
the kindergartens. I ask the minister to consider
favourably these two applications to assist the children
in my electorate to have the best life in Victoria, which
is the best place to live, work and raise a family.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) —
The member for Brighton raised an issue for the
Minister for Water, seeking the release of documents
from Melbourne Water pertaining to advice around
water restrictions in metropolitan Melbourne. I
understand from the member that this matter is
currently before the Victorian Civil and Administration
Tribunal, and I will refer it for the attention of the
Minister for Water.
The member for Macedon raised a matter for the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, seeking her support for an application for
renovations to St Andrews Sunbury Kindergarten, and I
will ensure that she is aware of that matter.
The Leader of The Nationals raised a matter for the
Minister for Water in relation to the Alberton region,
particularly the township of Yarram and the potential
deterioration of the aquifers in that area. He was
seeking a resolution in relation to a Department of
Sustainability and Environment report pertaining to
compensation in that area and the potential
compensation ratio between the federal and state
governments. I will refer that matter to the Minister for
Water for his attention.
The member for Williamstown raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport in relation to his
advocacy for a strategic plan for the future of the
Newport railway workshops as a potential site for a
locomotive and railway museum.
The member for Nepean raised a matter for the
Minister for Health, asking that the former maternity
unit at Rosebud Hospital be opened for low-risk births.
I will make sure that the minister is aware of that
request.
Similarly the member for Yan Yean raised a matter for
the Minister for Health pertaining to the need to educate
the public more generally about right of way for
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ambulances when they are on emergency call-outs. Her
concern is about the inadequacy of driver awareness in
relation to those ambulance emergency call-outs.
The member for Gippsland East also raised a matter for
the Minister for Health pertaining to support for
24-hour cover by ambulance services at Paynesville
and seeking the minister’s support for an extension to
ambulance services in the Paynesville area.
The member for Preston raised a matter for the Minister
for Consumer Affairs in relation to consumer protection
issues around store gift cards and the need for
consumers to be more aware of the potential issues
pertaining to store gift cards generally.
The member for Sandringham raised an enormous
number of issues. He was seeking a meeting with the
Minister for Roads and Ports in relation to traffic lights
and general road issues in his electorate. I will make
sure the minister is aware of that request.
The member for Melton raised a matter for the Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development,
seeking her support for grants to two excellent
preschools in his electorate. They are Rockbank
preschool and the Cambrian kindergarten. I will make
sure that the minister is aware of those applications.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 4.38 p.m. until Tuesday, 24 June.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 10 June 2008
Environment and climate change: Sustainability and Environment — annual report
40.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Community Development (for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) with reference to disputes not covered by insurance detailed in the Department of
Sustainability and Environment Annual Report 2005–06 note 5, expenses on page 143 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many disputes arose that were not covered by insurance in 2005–06.
What were the reasons for the disputes.
What were the individual amounts paid to settle those disputes in 2005–06.
What were the individual amounts in legal fees to settle those disputes in 2005–06.
What was the total amount of the legal settlement to the private operator of the former Seal Rocks
Sea Life Centre.
What was the total amount paid in legal fees paid by the Department in the settlement to the
private operator the former Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With reference to the figures given in Note 5 (expenses) page 143 of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment 2005–06 Annual Report relating to disputes not covered by insurance:
(1)

The records of the Department of Sustainability and Environment indicate that there were 36 disputes which
resulted in payments during the 2005-06 financial year that were not covered by insurance.

(2)

The majority of the disputes were with the Registrar of Titles and related to claims for compensation under
the system for the guarantee of land title and sections 109 to 111 of the Transfer of Land Act 1958.
The other disputes related to a land valuation matter under the Valuation of Land Act 1960, property damage
caused by a fuel reduction burn and a lease of Crown land.

(3)

It would not be appropriate to provide details of settlement amounts for a number of litigated cases because of
confidentiality clauses contained in deeds of settlement. The settlement costs of the 31 unlitigated matters
ranged from $13.20 to approximately $35,000.

(4)

Two disputes incurred legal fees of $20,195.05 and $53,500 respectively during the 2005-06 financial year.

(5)

The total amount awarded by the arbitrator to the private operator of the former Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre
was $37.3m and was published on page 68 of the Report of the Auditor General on the Finances of the State
of Victoria 2002-03.

(6)

The total amount in legal fees paid by the Department of Sustainability and Environment to the private
operator of the Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre was approximately $7.05 million.
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Water: Growth Solutions Group
250(al).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Water 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:
Between December 2002, when the Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) was created, and 17 July
2007, DSE entered into three contracts with the Growth Solutions Group for independent consultancy services.
The total values of each of these contracts were $25,000, $62,370 and $86,240.
There were no extensions, variations or renewals in relation to any of the contracts.
Given the value of the contracts, and in compliance with Victorian Government Purchasing Board policies, none
were offered for public tender.

Corrections: prisoners — viruses
296.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Corrections with reference to blood-borne viruses among
the prison population —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When did the Government last carry out a review or study to determine rates of the Hepatitis
C virus and HIV/AIDS among prisoners.
How was the most recent Government study on the rates of Hepatitis C virus and HIV/AIDS
among prisoners carried out.
What percentage of prisoners have tested positive for the Hepatitis C virus.
What percentage of prisoners have tested positive for HIV/AIDS.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The Victorian Prisoner Health Study was conducted in 2002.

(2)

Participation in the study was on a voluntary basis.

(3)

Of the prisoners in the study 57.5% were HCV antibody positive.

(4)

In the Victorian Prisoner Health Study three of 297 prisoners tested positive for HIV.

Police and emergency services: Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red light camera
374(a).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to the red light camera monitoring south bound traffic turning right from the Nepean Highway
in an easterly direction into Bay Road —
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When was the camera first installed.
For each month since the installation of the camera how many infringement notices have been
issued to motorists completing the turn.
Due to the angle and width of the turn, have the additional time and slower speed required been
taken into account when issuing infringement notices.
Due to the physical characteristics of the intersection is there any plan to adjust the time allowance
at which a fine is imposed.
How does the number of fines issued compare with comparable intersections.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The Fixed Digital Safety Camera became operational on 5 February 2007.

(2)

I am advised that it would be an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s resources to provide this
information.

(3)

The only relevant consideration in the issuing of a red light infringement is whether the vehicle in question
has entered the intersection after the light (in this case, a turn arrow) has turned red.

(4)

See question (3) above. No fine is issued where a vehicle enters the intersection before the relevant light turns
red, therefore the physical characteristics of the intersection are not relevant.

(5)

The number of infringements issued by each fixed digital camera across the network vary according to
differing traffic flows, conditions and driver behaviour.

NOTE: The Fixed Digital Safety Camera referred to in the question monitor south bound traffic turning right from
the Nepean Highway in a westerly direction into Bay Road.

Police and emergency services: police — transit safety division
563.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to the Transit
Safety Division of the Victoria Police — as at 30 June 2007, 31 July 2007, 31 August 2007,
30 September 2007 and 31 October 2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many sworn Victoria Police members were allocated to the division.
How many unsworn Victoria Police members were allocated to the division.
How many —
(a) sworn members —
(i) worked a shift;
(ii) were rostered to take the day off but were not on recreation, sick, long service,
maternity, paternity, study or WorkCover related leave;
(b)

(4)

unsworn members —
(i) worked a shift;
(ii) were rostered to take the day off but were not on recreation, sick, long service,
maternity, paternity, study or WorkCover related leave.

How many —
(a) sworn members had, during the previous month, taken —
(i) sick leave;
(ii) recreation leave;
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(vii)
(b)
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long service leave;
WorkCover leave;
maternity leave;
paternity leave;
study leave;

unsworn members had, during the previous month, taken —
(i) sick leave;
(ii) recreation leave;
(iii) long service leave;
(iv) WorkCover leave;
(v) maternity leave;
(vi) paternity leave;
(vii) study leave.

What was the total number of days in the previous month —
(a) sworn members had taken for —
(i) sick leave;
(ii) recreation leave;
(iii) long service leave;
(iv) WorkCover leave;
(v) maternity leave;
(vi) paternity leave;
(vii) study leave;
(b)

unsworn members had taken for —
(i) sick leave;
(ii) recreation leave;
(iii) long service leave;
(iv) WorkCover leave;
(v) maternity leave;
(vi) paternity leave;
(vii) study leave.

(6)

What was the agreed full time equivalent establishment for —
(a) sworn members;
(b) unsworn members.

(7)

What was the actual number of full time equivalent —
(a) sworn members;
(b) unsworn members.

(8)

Were any shifts unfilled during the previous month; if so, how many were for —
(a) sworn members;
(b) unsworn members.

(9)

What was the total number of hours spent, during the previous month, patrolling public transport
services, stations, stops or facilities.
(10) What was the total number of hours spent, during the previous month, patrolling —
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railway stations or trains;
trams or tram stops;
metropolitan buses or bus stops;
V/Line trains or stations;
V/Line Coaches or coach stops.

(11) At what locations were —
(a) sworn members stationed;
(b) unsworn members stationed.
(12) How many —
(a) sworn members were stationed at each location;
(b) unsworn members were stationed at each location.
(13) How many reports of gangs or groups congregating at railway stations were, during the previous
month, —
(a) received by members;
(b) physically attended by members.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Since coming to office, the State Government has increased the number of police by over 1400. With the increase
in the number of front-line police in every policing area across the State, the capacity of operational members to
assist with incidents that take place on the transit system has increased.
The Government’s additional support for Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s overall crime rate has
fallen 23.5 per cent since 2000-01 and the crime rate for offences on public transport has fallen by 30.9 per cent.
Victoria Police advise that, over the period June to October 2007, an average of 192 sworn members and seven
unsworn staff were allocated to the Transit Safety Division of Victoria Police. It is important to note that regular
uniformed and undercover police also have a responsibility for policing on public transport, along with transit
police, and this happens regularly.

Police and emergency services: speed cameras
564(b).

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
With reference to highway fixed, intersection fixed, analogue red light, fixed digital red light, Hume
Freeway point-to-point, West Gate Freeway highway fixed, Western Ring Road highway fixed and
CityLink highway fixed speed cameras — in each of July 2007, August 2007, September 2007 and
October 2007 —
(1) Were all cameras operating 24 hours a day, seven days a week; if not —
(a) for what periods on what days was each camera inoperable;
(b) for what reasons was each inoperable camera turned off.
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How much per hour on average did each camera generate in revenue.
How many infringement notices were issued per hour on average by each camera.
How many infringement notices were withdrawn and for what reasons.
What were the locations of the top 20 revenue generating cameras.
How much revenue was generated by each of the top 20 revenue generating cameras.
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How many faults were —
reported for each type of camera;
identified with each type of camera.
How many requests for withdrawal of infringement notices were received.
Where is it expected that new fixed digital, point to point or red light cameras will be installed
between October 2007 and 30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
It would be an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s resources to provide this information.

Community services: disability services — disability support register
647.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Disability
Support Register as at 30 June 2007 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many individuals had lodged applications on the Register.
How many individuals who had lodged applications on the Register have intellectual disabilities.
In total, how many individuals were registered.
Of the total individuals registered, how many were recommended for priority status.
How many individuals were registered for —
(a) support to move from Disability Services supported accommodation;
(b) support to move to non-Disability Services supported accommodation;
(c) support to continue to live in non-Disability Services supported accommodation;
(d) family support options;
(e) support to achieve personal goals (non-housing);
(f) part-time activities;
(g) part-time activities with flexible support;
(h) full-time activities;
(i) full-time activities with flexible support;
(j) Disability Services supported accommodation;
(k) Disability Services supported accommodation with part-time activities;
(l) Disability Services supported accommodation with full-time activities;
(m) Disability Services supported accommodation with information service providers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The requested information is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.

(2)

The requested information is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.

(3)

The number of individuals on the Disability Support Register for 2007 is available and published on the
Disability Services Division website.

(4)

The requested information is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.

(5)

The requested information is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.
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Police and emergency services: police — station staffing
900.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — with reference to
Ringwood Police Station and Warrandyte Police Station — will a relieving police officer be made
available to each station when an officer is absent from duties for an extended period due to maternity
leave, sick leave, annual leave, long service leave or injury leave.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police is highly professional and well resourced.
Since coming to office, the State Government has increased the number of police by over 1,400. Further, we have
increased funding to Victoria Police to a record budget of more than $1.6 billion in 2007-08, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of 149 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000-01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
Decisions on the placement of police throughout the state are operational matters and are made by police command
on the basis of assessed need. It is important that this process is not subject to political interference. I am assured by
the Chief Commissioner of Police that the level of policing across Victoria is continuously monitored by the
respective Regional Command Officers, with a view to maintaining optimum policing effectiveness.
I am also advised that Victoria Police deploys first response police across its 56 Police Service Areas using a
sophisticated resource allocation model incorporating 12 characteristics of the local community that are used to
predict levels of crime and road trauma; the population of an area is just one of these. Victoria Police uses this
model to ensure that police resources are distributed equitably and according to demonstrated operational need. It
should be noted that, since 1999, the number of front-line police officers has increased in all police regions across
Victoria.

Consumer affairs: Landmark Education Corporation
913(k).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs with reference to courses
conducted by Landmark Education Corporation —
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Minister’s department have attended courses.
Have any government funds been paid for courses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities:
(1)

None.

(2)

No.
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Gaming: Landmark Education Corporation
913(q).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Gaming with reference to courses conducted
by Landmark Education Corporation —
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Minister’s department have attended courses.
Have any government funds been paid for courses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities:
(1)

None.

(2)

No.

Police and emergency services: Landmark Education Corporation
913(x).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to courses conducted by Landmark Education Corporation —
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Minister’s department have attended courses.
Have any government funds been paid for courses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities:
(1)

No Department of Justice staff have attended courses.

(2)

No.

Racing: Landmark Education Corporation
913(aa).

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Racing with reference to courses conducted
by Landmark Education Corporation —
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Minister’s department have attended courses.
Have any government funds been paid for courses.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to my portfolio responsibilities:
(1)

None.

(2)

No.
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Community services: child protection services — funding
927.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services — with reference to $1 million
worth of funding to child protection services in rural areas for expansion of after-hours services
promised in the 2000–01 budget —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended in 2001–02.
Which services were expanded and by how many hours.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$1M.

(2)

All five regional office child protection teams were expanded.

(3)

No.

Consumer affairs: fair payments policy
958(g).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs with reference to penalty interest paid by the
Minister’s department since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments Policy
which requires a Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses
within 30 days or pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Questions relating to the Department of Justice as a whole are the responsibility of the Attorney-General.

Gaming: fair payments policy
958(l).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Gaming with reference to penalty interest paid by the Minister’s
department since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments Policy which requires a
Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or
pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Questions relating to the Department of Justice as a whole are the responsibility of the Attorney-General.

Health: fair payments policy
958(m).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Health with reference to penalty interest paid by the Minister’s
department since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments Policy which requires a
Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or
pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Penalty interest has been claimed and paid on two (2) occasions.

(2)

Two (2) small businesses have claimed and received penalty interest payments.

(3)

The total amount of bills received on which penalty interest has been paid is $3,737.30.

(4)

The total amount of penalty interest paid equals $64.01.

(5)

The first penalty interest payment was made on October 6, 2005.

(6)

All my department’s contracts and purchase orders contain clear advice to small businesses about the
Governments Fair Trading conditions, including penalty interest where applicable. The Department takes
these responsibilities seriously.

Regional and rural development: fair payments policy
958(u).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Regional and Rural Development with reference to penalty interest
paid by the Minister’s department since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments
Policy which requires a Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small
businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Victorian Government is committed to promoting a fair and competitive environment for small to medium
sized businesses. To improve the cash flow certainty for these businesses, the Government introduced the “fair
payment clause” for contracts.
From 1 November 2004, Government Departments are required to pay suppliers within 30 days upon receipt of
correctly rendered invoice (or within any other payment period as agreed between the Department and the supplier,
which may be shorter). This policy applies to new contracts for goods and services valued less than $3 million.
If an invoice is not paid within 30 days from the date of receipt (or other payment period), and there is no dispute
regarding the invoice or the provision of goods and services, the supplier may make a claim for penalty interest on
outstanding debt.
Since 2002 the Department has not received any application for penalty interest payment in relation to the fair
payments policy.
Accordingly no penalty interest payments have been made.

Small business: fair payments policy
958(z).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Small Business with reference to penalty interest paid by the
Minister’s department since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments Policy
which requires a Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses
within 30 days or pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to promoting a fair and competitive environment for small to medium
sized businesses. To improve the cash flow certainty for these businesses, the Government introduced the “fair
payment clause” for contracts.
From 1 November 2004, Government Departments are required to pay suppliers within 30 days upon receipt of
correctly rendered invoice (or within any other payment period as agreed between the Department and the supplier,
which may be shorter). This policy applies to new contracts for goods and services valued less than $3 million.
If an invoice is not paid within 30 days from the date of receipt (or other payment period), and there is no dispute
regarding the invoice or the provision of goods and services, the supplier may make a claim for penalty interest on
outstanding debt.
Since 2002 the Department has not received any application for penalty interest payment in relation to the fair
payments policy.
Accordingly no penalty interest payments have been made.

Community services: Wilka Kwe program
972.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $224,000 worth of
funding for the Wilka Kwe program announced on 9 May 2001 —
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(1)

How much of the funding was expended —
(a) in 2001–02;
(b) by 30 June 2004.

(2)

Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

(a & b)

(2)

No.

all of the allocated funding was expended.

Community services: intensive therapeutic community for young people
980.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $5 million worth
of funding to establish an intensive therapeutic community for young people promised in the 2002–03
budget —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended in 2002–03.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
$5 million was not provided to establish an intensive therapeutic community for young people in the 02/03 budget.

Community services: Parkville and Malmsbury juvenile justice centres — redevelopment
985.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $14.85 million
worth of funding for redevelopments at the Parkville and Malmsbury Juvenile Justice Centres promised
in the 2002–03 budget —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2004.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$7.889M was expended by 30 June 2004.

(2)

No, as these projects do not fit within the criteria for evaluation.

Community services: Aboriginal-specific services — funding
1014.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services does the Government support the
Victorian Council of Social Services’ budget submission recommending that the Government resource
Aboriginal-specific early intervention, Child FIRST, counselling and family violence services —
(1)
(2)

If so, how much extra funding will the Government commit in the 2008–09 budget.
If not, what are the Government’s reasons for opposing the recommendation.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Government has carefully considered all of the proposed budget submissions, the outcomes of which are
conveyed in the announcement of the 2008-09 State Budget.

Community services: family support services — funding
1015.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services does the Government support the
Victorian Council of Social Services’ budget submission recommending that the Government increase
investment in both early intervention and secondary family support services, including counselling
services, particularly in regional and rural areas and provided additional funding to Child FIRST
services —
(1)
(2)

If so, how much extra funding will the Government commit in the 2008–09 budget.
If not, what are the Government’s reasons for opposing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government has carefully considered all of the proposed budget submissions, the outcomes of which are
conveyed in the announcement of the 2008-09 State Budget.

Police and emergency services: police — Sandringham station staffing
1038.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to Sandringham Police Station, how many unfilled vacancies were there in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)

July 2007.
August 2007.
September 2007.
October 2007.
November 2007.
December 2007.
January 2008.
February 2008.
March 2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The level of policing across Victoria is continuously monitored by the Regional Command Officers, with a view to
maintaining optimum policing effectiveness. Decisions on the placement of police throughout the state are
operational matters and are made by police command on the basis of assessed need. It is important that this process
is not subject to political interference.
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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Since coming to office, the State Government has increased the number of police by over 1,400. Further, we have
increased funding to Victoria Police to a record budget of more than $1.75 billion in 2008-09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000-01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
Decisions on the placement of police throughout the state are operational matters and are made by police command
on the basis of assessed need. It is important that this process is not subject to political interference. I am assured by
the Chief Commissioner of Police that the level of policing across Victoria is continuously monitored by the
respective Regional Command Officers, with a view to maintaining optimum policing effectiveness.
I am also advised that Victoria Police deploys first response police across its 56 Police Service Areas using a
sophisticated resource allocation model incorporating 12 characteristics of the local community that are used to
predict levels of crime and road trauma; the population of an area is just one of these. Victoria Police uses this
model to ensure that police resources are distributed equitably and according to demonstrated operational need. It
should be noted that, since 1999, the number of first response officers has increased in all police regions across
Victoria.
You would be pleased to know that since 2000/01 crime in the Mornington Peninsula Police Service Area (which
includes Sandringham) has fallen 27.5%.

Police and emergency services: police — Hastings station staffing
1039.

Mr BURGESS to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to Hastings
Police Station, how many unfilled vacancies were there in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)

July 2007.
August 2007.
September 2007.
October 2007.
November 2007.
December 2007.
January 2008.
February 2008.
March 2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The level of policing across Victoria is continuously monitored by the Regional Command Officers, with a view to
maintaining optimum policing effectiveness. Decisions on the placement of police throughout the state are
operational matters and are made by police command on the basis of assessed need. It is important that this process
is not subject to political interference.
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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Since coming to office, the State Government has increased the number of police by over 1,400. Further, we have
increased funding to Victoria Police to a record budget of more than $1.75 billion in 2008-09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000-01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
Decisions on the placement of police throughout the state are operational matters and are made by police command
on the basis of assessed need. It is important that this process is not subject to political interference. I am assured by
the Chief Commissioner of Police that the level of policing across Victoria is continuously monitored by the
respective Regional Command Officers, with a view to maintaining optimum policing effectiveness.
I am also advised that Victoria Police deploys first response police across its 56 Police Service Areas using a
sophisticated resource allocation model incorporating 12 characteristics of the local community that are used to
predict levels of crime and road trauma; the population of an area is just one of these. Victoria Police uses this
model to ensure that police resources are distributed equitably and according to demonstrated operational need. It
should be noted that, since 1999, the number of first response officers has increased in all police regions across
Victoria.
You would be pleased to know that since 2000/01 crime in the Mornington Peninsula Police Service Area (which
includes Hastings) has fallen 25.7%.

Local government: Crown land — Kilsyth
1044(h).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Local Government with reference to Crown-owned land
relating to the Minister’s portfolio in the electorate of Kilsyth —
(1)
(2)

What is the description of and addresses (where available) of the land.
Does the Government intend to sell any of the land or acquire any new land in the electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Under the portfolio of Local Government, I do not have responsibility for the management of Crown Land, or for
the sale and acquisition of land.

Women’s affairs: low-income families
1088.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $16 million worth
of funding to provide an additional fee subsidy of $150 for all four year olds from low income families
announced on 8 May 2000 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2004.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.
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Women’s affairs: community-based child care
1089.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $3.75 million
worth of funding to provide capital grants to community-based child-care services for major upgrades to
existing services and the establishment of new services in growth corridors announced on 8 May
2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2003.
How many existing community-based child care services received funding for a major upgrade.
How many new services in growth corridors were funded.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: community-based child-care centres and out-of-school-hours programs
1090.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $8 million worth
of funding to provide to community-owned, not-for-profit child-care centres and community-based out
of school hours programs announced on 8 May 2000 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What were the expected outcomes of the program.
How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2004.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: Women’s Health and Wellbeing strategy
1092.

MS WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $4.4 million worth
of funding for the Women’s Health and Wellbeing Strategy announced on 12 May 2002 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2006.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: Best Start project
1093.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $7.6 million worth
of funding for the Best Start project announced on 12 May 2002 —
(1)

How much of this funding was expended by 30 June 2005.
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Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: free breast screening program
1094.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $5.7 million worth
of funding for the free breast screening program announced on 12 May 2002 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2006.
How many screens were conducted each year as a result of the funding.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: private brokerage program
1096.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $1.8 million worth
of funding to provide a private rental brokerage program for women announced on 4 June 2002 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2005.
How many women accessed the program.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: Women’s Information and Referral Exchange and Women’s Information
Centre
1099.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $400,000
worth of funding to support WIRE and its Women’s Information Centre announced on 2 August
2002 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2003.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
All of the $400,000 funding to Women’s Information and Referral Exchange (WIRE) was expended by 30 June
2003.
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WIRE was required to report quarterly to the Office of Women’s Policy against key performance indicators as part
of its funding and service agreement, which were met.

Women’s affairs: Queen Victoria Women’s Centre
1100.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $363,000
worth of funding to revitalise the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre announced on 31 October 2002 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2006.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
The Queen Victoria Women’s Centre (QVWC) received a grant from the Community Support Fund to establish a
Capacity Builder and Information Hub. The total grant was $363,662 and all of these funds were expended by
30 June 2006.
The project was independently evaluated. The key achievements of the project were the:
– establishment of three cluster groups to develop the website content;
– development of the website; and
– cabling of the building for phone and data systems.

Women’s affairs: maternity and adoption leave — payroll tax exemption
1101.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $1 million
worth of forgone revenue to provide a payroll tax exemption for up to 14 weeks of paid maternity and
adoption leave for Victorian employers announced on 27 February 2003 —
(1)
(2)

How much revenue has been forgone as a result of the exemption for each year since 1 January
2003.
Has the impact of the exemption been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
This initiative is not my portfolio responsibility.

Women’s affairs: community leadership grants
1102.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $90,000
worth of funding for the Government’s women’s community leadership grants announced on 12 May
2002 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2003.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The announcement of the Women’s Community Leadership Grants on 12 May 2002 was a call for applications
with a total of $90,000 to be awarded. The successful grant recipients were announced on 25 October 2002. Given
the high calibre of the applications a total of $111,111 was actually awarded.
By 30 June 2003, all of the $111,111 funding had been expended.
An internal review of the Women’s Community Leadership Grants was undertaken in 2005. The results were that:
– the grants have provided a significant benefit to a number of women, especially disadvantaged women;
– the benefits of the grants have had a lasting legacy with many programs continuing beyond the period of the
funding from the initial grant;
– the benefits gained from the grants extends beyond the participants to include the flow on effect to other women
who either undertake subsequent programs or are mentored by the original women; and
– the skills gained from undertaking funded programs have enabled a number of women to help their communities
and other women.

Women’s affairs: community leadership program
1103.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the $111,111
worth of funding for the women’s community leadership program announced on 25 October 2002 —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended by 30 June 2003.
Has the use of the funding been evaluated; if so, what were the results of that evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The announcement of the Women’s Community Leadership Grants on 12 May 2002 was a call for applications
with a total of $90,000 to be awarded. The successful grant recipients were announced on 25 October 2002. Given
the high calibre of the applications a total of $111,111 was actually awarded.
By 30 June 2003, all of the $111,111 funding had been expended.
An internal review of the Women’s Community Leadership Grants was undertaken in 2005. The results were that:
– the grants have provided a significant benefit to a number of women, especially disadvantaged women;
– the benefits of the grants have had a lasting legacy with many programs continuing beyond the period of the
funding from the initial grant;
– the benefits gained from the grants extends beyond the participants to include the flow on effect to other women
who either undertake subsequent programs or are mentored by the original women; and
– the skills gained from undertaking funded programs have enabled a number of women to help their communities
and other women.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 11 June 2008
Premier: fair payments policy
958(a).

Ms ASHER to ask the Premier with reference to penalty interest paid by the Minister’s department
since the 2002 election as result of the Government’s Fair Payments Policy which requires a
Government department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or
pay penalty interest —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid.
How many small businesses received penalty interest.
What is the total amount of original bills received on which penalty interest was paid.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government is committed to promoting a fair and competitive environment for small to
medium-sized businesses. To improve the cash flow certainty for these businesses, the Government introduced the
‘fair payment clause’ for contracts.
From 1 November 2004, Government Departments are required to pay suppliers within 30 days upon receipt of a
correctly rendered invoice (or within any other payment period as agreed between the Department and the supplier,
which may be shorter). This policy applies to new contracts for goods and services valued less than $3 million.
If an invoice is not paid within 30 days from the date of receipt (or other payment period), and there is no dispute
regarding the invoice or the provision of goods and services, the supplier may make a claim for penalty interest on
the outstanding debt.
No claim for late payment has been received by DPC from any vendor and therefore no penalty interest has been
paid.
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Bills
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2263
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2268
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2259
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Bill, 2187, 2314, 2316

Petitions
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Adjournment
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2349
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2256

KOTSIRAS, Mr (Bulleen)

McINTOSH, Mr (Kew)

Members statements

Business of the house

Bulleen Road, Bulleen: freeway link, 2300
Veneto Club: synthetic playing surface, 2190

Program, 2129
Questions without notice

LANGDON, Mr (Ivanhoe)

Australian Labor Party: Kororoit candidate, 2121
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Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Bill, 2148

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: budget estimates
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Members statements
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MADDIGAN, Mrs (Essendon)
Members statements
Ascot Vale Special School: multimedia resource centre, 2135

LANGUILLER, Mr (Derrimut)
Questions without notice
Bills
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2347
Members statements
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Questions without notice
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MARSHALL, Ms (Forest Hill)
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2240
Members statements
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LIM, Mr (Clayton)
Members statements
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MULDER, Mr (Polwarth)
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Adjournment
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O’BRIEN, Mr (Malvern)
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2241
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2350
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Members statements
David Broom, 2193
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Members statements
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RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South) (Leader of The Nationals)
Adjournment
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PERERA, Mr (Cranbourne)
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2261
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Local government: FuelWatch, 2229
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POWELL, Mrs (Shepparton)
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Local Government Amendment (Elections) Bill, 2126
Matter of public importance
Water: Victorian plan, 2209
Members statements
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Adjournment
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2267
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Members statements
Points of order, 2343

Schools: Catholic sector, 2194

Questions without notice
Dental services: Kororoit electorate, 2342

THOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjournment

SMITH, Mr K. (Bass)
Members statements
Australian Labor Party: Kororoit candidate, 2296
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Road safety: Sandringham, 2361
Bills
Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2237
Members statements

Petitions

Roads: Sandringham electorate, 2136

Bass electorate: health services, 2126
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Absence of minister, 2338

Adjournment
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Business of the house

Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2337
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Members statements
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
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Appropriation (2008/2009) Bill, 2233
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STENSHOLT, Mr (Burwood)
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Adjournment
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MEMBERS INDEX
10, 11 and 12 June 2008

ASSEMBLY

Questions without notice
Water: infrastructure, 2228

ix

Questions without notice
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VICTORIA, Mrs (Bayswater)
WOOLDRIDGE, Ms (Doncaster)
Adjournment
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Adjournment
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Adjournment
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Members statements
Disability services: Ferntree Gully electorate, 2192
Rail: Huntingdale–Rowville line, 2192

WALSH, Mr (Swan Hill)
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Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing) Bill, 2283
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Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill, 2126
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Government: performance, 2134
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