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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Insurance: fire services levy
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. Given the gross inequity of
the fire services levy, which increases insurance
premiums of country Victorians by up to 79 per cent,
has the government referred this levy to the Henry
review of Australia’s tax system?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
The Nationals for his question. I think it is important to
point out to the house at the outset that the fire services
levy never has been and is not a tax. I must say I would
have thought that the Leader of The Nationals would
have been aware of that fact.
The basis of the fire services levy has always been that
since the major beneficiaries of the fire services
provided by the state are insurance companies, they
should contribute towards the cost of fire services. That
has always been the case. There is a longstanding
history of this view in our country and in other
countries: it is that if fire services are maintained by the
state and as a consequence of that there is never any
damage to property, insurances companies will never
need to pay anything, and accordingly, since they are
protected, they should be contributing to the cost of fire
services. It is the insurance companies and the
Insurance Council of Australia that then determine how
the quantum of funds payable by the insurance industry
should be recovered from insurees. It is the insurance
industry which charges that to policy-holders, not the
government. That has always been the case.
Some years ago when I was Treasurer — I think it
would have been about 2004 or 2005 — consistent with
a commitment we had made at the election, I instructed
Treasury to undertake a full and comprehensive review
of the fire services levy, and it did that. I think it would
be fair to say that many people would have thought that
the Department of Treasury and Finance might have a
view that there might have been better alternatives to
the fire services levy. I had an open mind on the matter.
The report that came back from that review was
overwhelmingly in favour of continuing with a fire
services levy.
Honourable members interjecting.

1079

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask for some
cooperation from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and I ask for some cooperation from the member for
South-West Coast.
Mr BRUMBY — The reason for that is that if your
starting point is that it is a reasonable proposition that
the insurance industry should contribute towards the
cost of fire services, and I start with that proposition,
and that has always been the case across governments
and across party lines, the question then is: how best is
that revenue raised? You then come down to the
question: do you, on the one hand, put in place what
would essentially be a charge, a poll tax, on every
property across the state, or alternatively do you say
that the core business of the insurance industry is
assessing risk and it is therefore best placed to assess
what should be the contribution from each
policy-holder, taking into account the value of their
property and the risk attached? If you accept that
second proposition, that leaves you endorsing the fire
services levy.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask for some
cooperation from the member for Kew and the member
for Malvern and the member for Bass. The Premier
should conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — The issue then is how best to
recover that. As I say, I believe that is through a fire
services levy. The issue then is how do you, if at all
possible, have some contribution from people who may
choose not to insure. In relation to that matter, one of
the things the banks are meant to do, but which
apparently they do not always do, is to ensure that
anybody who has a mortgage on property is required to
have property insurance. Our government has been in
discussions with the Australian Bankers Association
and individual banks for a number of months to try and
ensure that the banks will put in place the appropriate
mechanisms to ensure that anybody who has a
mortgage, and that is the bulk of the population, has the
required property insurance, not just when they first
take out the loan but on an annual basis. I think if we
can get the banks to enforce that, you will see the
level — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — You want to nationalise the
banks, do you, Denis?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY — This is a matter for the banks. We
would like them to put in place arrangements so that
each year when a mortgage is in a sense renewed the
prior condition that insurance be in place is enforced.
Other issues are being examined by the government in
relation to this matter. I am sure that the royal
commission will also examine this matter.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — In relation to the Henry review,
as I have said, it is not a tax, so it would not be referred.

Bushfires: recovery
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — My question is to the
Premier. Could the Premier update the house on the
ongoing efforts to assist those communities affected by
the recent bushfires to rebuild their homes and restore
their local economies?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Yan Yean for her question. I was with the
honourable member for Yan Yean, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and the shadow
minister at Fiskville on Sunday for the CFA (Country
Fire Authority) service to commemorate all those who
lost their lives supporting our state. We paid our
respects to Joseph Shepherd, who died in the service of
the CFA during the recent fires.
In relation to the honourable member’s question, as
members are aware, we as a government have put in
place a wide range of policies and programs to assist
those who have been affected by the fires. These
include personal hardship and disaster recovery grants,
temporary living expenses, case managers, counselling
support, the $51 million package for business, an
income recovery subsidy from the commonwealth,
funding for funeral costs, land tax and stamp duty relief,
free legal advice and of course assistance with clean-up.
As today’s budget will reveal when the Treasurer
makes the budget speech, we thank the commonwealth
government for the way it has stood shoulder to
shoulder with us in supporting fire victims.
The honourable member asked specifically about
assisting households. I want to refer particularly to the
issue of clean-up, because one of the first priorities has
been to try to clear something like 80 000 tonnes of
debris and hazardous material from thousands of
bushfire-affected properties. That operation is being
paid for by the state and commonwealth governments.
It is being managed by Grocon and will take up to six
months in total. I am pleased to advise the house that
Grocon is managing the clean-up operation with
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119 clean-up crews which are currently working across
the fire-affected areas. Seventy per cent of the work is
being undertaken by local contractors, and just over
50 per cent of the workforce is local. I mention that
because many members of Parliament, from both sides
of the house, have said to me that we should try to
maximise local jobs, and that is exactly what is
occurring.
To date about 3000 bushfire-affected properties have
been registered with Grocon, and I am pleased to say
that almost 700 properties, or 24 per cent of all
registered properties, have been cleaned up. All
registered properties are expected to be cleared by the
end of September this year.
The registration process took some while. There are a
number of complex approvals involved, particularly for
hazardous waste and asbestos. I am pleased to say that
the clean-up job is now ramping up rapidly, with over
200 properties cleaned up last week. In addition to that,
across the business sector we have seen more
than 1100, $5000 clean-up and recovery grants
approved, and there have now been well over 100,
$20 000 tier 2 grants approved particularly to farmers
and those in the business sector.
Another matter the member asked about was the
economy, particularly in relation to tourism. As
members know, in a 50-50 partnership with the Rudd
government $10 million was provided to boost tourism.
Members will have heard many of the advertisements
on radio and they will have seen many of the
supplements in newspapers. I am pleased to say we had
very successful campaigns over the Labor Day long
weekend and the Easter holidays. Some towns were
fully booked during these times. I understand some
parts of the Yarra Valley and Gippsland had the best
Easter they have ever had in the history of their
enterprises.
On top of everything else it is important that support is
provided for communities and victims through this
extraordinarily difficult time. It is important that we do
what we can to provide some momentum for economic
recovery. The high level of employment by Grocon in
the clean-up and restoration program and the tourism
grants are helping to restore some confidence and jobs
in these areas, but we all know there is a lot more to do.

Minister for Health: performance
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. I refer the
minister to claims in the media on 4 April by Health
Services Union secretary Kathy Jackson that she had
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informed the minister at a meeting in February 2008
that hospital waiting lists were being systematically
manipulated, and I ask: are Ms Jackson’s claims
correct, and if so, what action did the minister take at
that time to investigate those claims?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. Ms Jackson’s
claims are not correct. What I have done throughout
these matters is make it abundantly clear that if
evidence of inappropriate behaviour was put forward,
we would take appropriate action. That is exactly what
I have done; that is exactly what officers of my
department have done.
In terms of the Leader of the Opposition, he can be
assured that in relation to the announcements I made
when last we sat — around spot audits, around the
appointment of an acting director of data integrity and
around a whole range of other measures — work has
begun on each of those important measures; on each
and every one of them. I remain absolutely committed
to ensuring that every single health service records its
data accurately and reports it accurately.

Swine flu: control
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — My question is
to the Minister for Health. I refer to the government’s
commitment to make Victoria the best place to live,
work and raise a family, and I ask: could the minister
update the house on how the Brumby government is
taking action to prevent human swine influenza
spreading into our community and what planning for a
pandemic flu has taken place?
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Derrimut for this important question.
Firstly, it is important to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I would not have thought this
was a matter to joke about. Firstly, it is important for all
of us to note that there are still no confirmed cases of
the H1N1 influenza virus either in Victoria or in other
states or territories across Australia. Despite that good
news, the world remains at pandemic alert level 5, with
the World Health Organisation judging that a pandemic
is imminent. There are more than 70 Victorians who
have been tested and who have undergone a range of
tests for this particular virus or precursors to this virus. I
am pleased to inform all members that no Victorian has
tested positive; they were in fact all negative. That is
good work, and we are pleased with that outcome.
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For the last week and a half the chief health officer,
Dr John Carnie, and other officials from the
Department of Human Services have been working
closely with the commonwealth Department of Health
and Ageing and with the chief medical officer from the
commonwealth in implementing proper surveillance
and other important protocols to ensure that we can
keep this virus out of Victoria and out of Australia for
as long as possible, whilst at the same time heeding the
advice of international experts that it is perhaps
something that will inevitably happen.
Some of the actions we have taken include health
services and general practitioners right across Victoria
being alerted by the chief health officer around a range
of different issues, most notably putting in place a
protocol to report any suspicious cases as soon as
possible. We have provided a whole range of different
information to health-care professionals, those working
both in our health services and across the community,
and we are providing them with regular updates, both
through the mail, through email and also through the
important health website.
We have also provided detailed briefings, which is very
important, for the senior staff at the 16 dedicated
pandemic hospitals — 10 in metropolitan Melbourne
and 6 in rural and regional areas — to make sure that
they are completely across the detail involved in
dealing with this if a positive diagnosis is found. We
have also made sure that private pathology services are
operating with the Victorian Infectious Disease
Reference Laboratory, so there is one system — we
have public and private laboratories acting together as
one — to ensure that we can test and get results as fast
as possible. We are also ensuring that there are regular
phone hook-ups at both ministerial and senior
departmental levels with all state and territory health
ministers and the federal Minister for Health and
Ageing.
There has been some media commentary, and it is
important to note that Victorian public health nurses
employed by the Department of Human Services have
been in attendance at the airport. The thermal scanners
are working well now. A positive pratique for all flights
has been in place, and that is again an important and
appropriate step to try to find those flights with any
incoming symptomatic passengers.
Finally, I make two points. Every Victorian can be sure
that through the relevant agencies both here in Victoria
and at a commonwealth level the necessary and
appropriate steps are being taken at this critical point in
the pandemic in the overall context of the H1N1 virus.
Secondly I thank all those Victorians who for a range of
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reasons have needed to be involved in various tests and
other processes. The overall cooperation of the
Victorian public to this point has been first rate, and we
thank every single Victorian for being involved in that.
The important point to make is that if you have a travel
history and you have any flu-like symptoms, please
come forward to your GP, please come forward to your
emergency department or please call Nurse on Call.
That way we can get you the tests you need and the
care you need, which is obviously of interest to every
single Victorian.

Police: former assistant police commissioner
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — My question is to the
Minister for Roads and Ports. I refer to a meeting
between the minister and former assistant
commissioner Noel Ashby in the minister’s office on
2 April 2007, and I ask: did the minister in any way
warn Mr Ashby to be careful when speaking to the
former secretary of the Police Association, Paul
Mullett?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Kew for his question. As I have
already stated publicly in regard to these matters, these
allegations are false. There are, however, legal
proceedings on foot in relation to these matters, and it
would be inappropriate for me to comment any further.

Children: early childhood services
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — My question is for
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development. I refer to the government’s commitment
to making Victoria the best place to live, work and raise
a family, and I ask: could the minister inform the house
what action the Brumby government is taking to
strengthen the early years workforce to ensure
Victorian children have access to a high-quality
kindergarten program before they start school?
Ms MORAND (Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development) — I thank the member for
Prahran for his question. I know he has a keen interest
in early childhood development. We know that a
child’s early years experience has a profound impact on
their long-term future. This government recognises that
quality early years services are really important to
families and children, and that is why we have
undertaken an increased investment over the last decade
in early childhood services. We particularly know that
participation in a kindergarten year in the year before
school is a very important part of a child’s early
learning and development. More and more children are
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spending more time in long day care; we have more
and more children spending up to full time in long day
care. In fact the number of places in Victoria has
doubled over the last decade, and there are now over
1000 long day care centres in Victoria. That means
there are a lot of four-year-olds participating in long
day care, sometimes full time, and some long day care
centres do employ early childhood teachers, but many
do not. What that means is that a child may spend that
year, the year before school, in long day care and not
have the opportunity to participate in a structured
kindergarten program.
We also know that some rural and regional
kindergartens have difficulty in attracting kindergarten
teachers. That is why at the end of 2007 the Premier
and I announced a $10 million scholarship program to
get more teachers where they are needed — more
teachers in long day care, more teachers in rural and
regional Victoria and also more teachers in areas of
disadvantage.
In detail, first of all there is a $6000 scholarship for
staff already working in long day care who have a
diploma qualification to upgrade to a degree
qualification. So far we have awarded 56 scholarships
in places such as Mount Beauty, Horsham and
Whittlesea, and here in Melbourne, in Kilsyth,
Bentleigh and Frankston. We are also providing a
scholarship of $12 000 to graduates of the early
childhood degree to go and work in a long day care
centre, and in addition the commonwealth is matching
that scholarship with a further $12 000 if the teacher
goes to work in an area of disadvantage. What that
means is that it is a $24 000 incentive for a teacher to
go and work in long day care in an area of
disadvantage. So far 40 teachers have taken up this
offer in places such as Geelong, Ararat and Wodonga,
and here in Melbourne, in Melton, Preston, Footscray,
Seaford and Pakenham.
In addition we are providing incentive payments for
graduate teachers to go and work in rural and regional
Victoria as kindergarten teachers. This is also being
matched by the commonwealth, also with $6000,
providing a $12 000 incentive for teachers to go and
work in kindergartens across rural and regional
Victoria. So far we have had 40 kindergarten teachers
take up this offer, and they are teaching in places such
as Warrnambool, Corio, Portland, Morwell, Moe and
Churchill, and two teachers have been recruited into
Mildura. Finally we have an incentive specifically
targeting indigenous teachers. This program is for
indigenous staff who have a diploma to upgrade to a
degree qualification.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

In total we have provided 150 scholarships for teachers
to work right across Victoria. This is just another one of
our programs that are making sure that every Victorian
child has access to a kindergarten place in the year
before starting school.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Water. I refer to the
government’s commitment to deliver 75 000 megalitres
down the north–south pipe in 2010, and I ask — —
Mr Nardella — You are wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RYAN — Seventy-five gigalitres:
75 000 megalitres. What is he talking about?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Narre
Warren North is warned, as is the member for
South-West Coast.
Mr RYAN — My question is to the Minister for
Water. I refer to the government’s commitment to
deliver 75 000 megalitres down the north–south
pipeline in 2010, and I ask: in using that term does the
minister mean by 31 December 2010, being the
calendar year, or by 30 June 2011, being the financial
year?
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Water) — I thank the
Leader of The Nationals for his question. We have
made it clear that this is a project that is very important
for Victoria. It is very important to secure water
supplies to ensure not only that Melbourne is not at risk
of running out of water but also that the investment that
is vitally needed in modernisation works in northern
Victoria can proceed and the water savings that that
project will generate are able to flow to farmers, to the
irrigators, to the environment and to Melbourne. I was
very pleased to be able to announce a couple of weeks
ago that this project is ahead of schedule, that we
anticipate that the north–south pipeline will be able to
deliver volumes of water possibly as early as February
2010 and that the 75 gigalitres of water that was
committed to Melbourne by the state government in
2010 when we announced the next stage of the
government’s water plan in 2007 will be delivered in
calendar year 2010.
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Bushfires: sporting clubs
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — My question is for
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs.
Can the minister outline to the house what action the
government is taking to assist sporting clubs devastated
by the Black Saturday bushfires to ensure that they can
rebuild as quickly as possible?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs) — I thank the member for Seymour for
his question and his strong representation of local clubs
in his community. Local sporting clubs are the heart of
our local communities. No more so has this been on
display than in the weeks and months following Black
Saturday. Many clubs had facilities completely
destroyed, many clubs lost equipment, many ovals were
badly burnt and many other ovals were used as Country
Fire Authority staging grounds or emergency relief
centres. Every club I visited had the same message:
they want to rebuild, and they want to rebuild as
quickly as possible.
The Brumby government acted swiftly and effectively
to ensure that every club devastated by Black Saturday
can and will rebuild. The Premier announced a
$3 million Community Sports Recovery Fund in
partnership with the Rudd federal government, offering
individual grants for immediate rebuilding and
repatriation works.
Some 16 football grounds were badly affected; a
$200 000 grant to the Australian Football League
enabled each of those grounds to be resurfaced in time
for round 1. Kinglake reserve was severely impacted
upon on Black Saturday, yet thousands of locals and
spectators packed the ground for the Kinglake Football
Netball Club’s season opener against Emerald, where
the Premier announced almost $300 000 to repair
ground lighting and also rebuild the tennis and netball
facilities.
Right across fire-affected communities we are seeing
massive crowds at local footy-netball clubs in
townships including Whittlesea, Callignee, Yea and
Pomborneit. Golfers too have returned to the
fire-ravaged Horsham Golf Course, and it will shortly
resume at Marysville. Some $300 000 has been has
been delivered to purchase new course equipment, clear
hazardous trees and get the course up to a playable
standard once more.
From pony clubs to pistol clubs, no affected sport will
miss out. The reason is simple and best summed up by
the president of Steels Creek Tennis Club, Alby Leckie.
I visited the club during the recent Yarra Valley

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1084

ASSEMBLY

Community Cabinet to announce a grant of $55 000 to
install new lighting at the town’s courts — the only
community hub left standing in the small Steels Creek
community. The grant was relatively small, but the
announcement brought dozens of members of this
community together to share a drink for the first time
since Black Saturday. As Alby told the local paper, the
funding was a great morale lifter for the township. Alby
is quoted as saying that people are still talking about it
and that it is great not just for the club but for the town
as well. That is exactly why this program is so
important. It is about people and not just about the sport
that is played on the courts or the ovals.
My department will continue working one on one with
each club to ensure that all these projects are completed
as soon as possible. The quick and effective action of
the Brumby government is ensuring that every single
club, from the Strathewen Cougars cricket club to the
Wandong junior footy club, will rebuild and will
continue serving as a core community asset well into
the future.

Intralot: agency costs
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to the
Minister for Gaming. I refer the minister to his public
commitment that the introduction of Intralot ‘will be
good for agencies across the state’. I ask: given recent
reports that Intralot sales are less than a quarter of those
provided for in its licence agreement, will the minister
now admit that his actions have in fact damaged lottery
agents across the state?
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — I
appreciate the question from the member for Malvern.
The government stands by its landmark decision in
recent years to open up Victoria’s gambling industries
to competition for the very first time. We said at the
time we made a series of announcements that the days
of gambling licensees coming in and having licences
extended without any public review for amounts that
are worked out over a cup of tea and an Iced Vo-Vo
have passed. Introducing competition is a good thing.
We have acknowledged that Intralot needs to improve
its performance, but it is not the case — and the
member for Malvern ought to know this — that every
agent that has taken on Intralot is doing poorly. I quote
from a recent article in the Waverley Leader:
But Mount Waverley Lotto’s Thomas Fischer said business
had improved since Intralot’s introduction and said it was up
to agents to be more proactive.

Similarly if I were to accept the member for Malvern’s
public comments as being accurate, then government
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revenue would have suffered a disastrous downturn,
because he has been out there saying that things are in a
parlous situation. But if we look in the first quarter of
2009–10, which would be the truest measure of
Intralot’s performance, and we look at the quarterly
figures that were produced and tabled in this place
where lottery taxes proportionate to sales were
recorded, we find that in the first quarter, private lottery
sales rose from $80.1 million in 2007–08 to
$83.6 million in 2008–09, which is a rise of 4.4 per
cent. That is an increase, not a decrease. We
acknowledge that Intralot has some way to go.
We have met with the company on a number of
occasions — —
Mr Foley interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Albert
Park is warned.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your clarification. The minister was referring and said
he was referring to figures from the first quarter of
2009–10. My understanding is that figures for that
quarter do not yet exist. Perhaps he is talking about the
first quarter of this year, but he said the first quarter of
2009–10.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast has been heard on his point of order.
I ask that the minister clarify the point. I think the
member for South-West Coast did hear the minister say
2009–10.
Mr ROBINSON — I am happy to clarify for the
member for South-West Coast in particular that the
figures I am referring to reflect the first quarter of the
current financial year in comparison with the year
before, which would be the truest test of Intralot’s
performance because it was the first quarter in which
Intralot was selling product into the country. The
combined lottery, just for the benefit of the member for
South West Coast — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! If members were
prepared to listen to the minister, they would not need
to raise so many points of order seeking clarification.
Mr ROBINSON — So that the member for
South-West Coast is clear, the year-on-year figures
show a rise in lottery product sales of 4.4 per cent for
that quarter, which puts the lie to what the member for
Malvern has been saying — —
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Mr O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Malvern not to interject in that manner across the table.
Mr ROBINSON — In conclusion, we have
indicated to Intralot that more needs to be done in its
efforts. There have been a series of meetings. The
company appreciates that it will be the subject of a
performance audit. We have spoken to lottery agent
representatives, and they understand the situation as it
exists at the moment. They, along with the government,
wish to work with the company to make sure it does
deliver the benefits right across the state.

Financial counselling: funding
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — My question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. I refer the minister to
the growth in demand for financial counselling, and I
ask: could the minister advise the house of recent action
taken by the Brumby government to assist Victorians,
especially those under financial pressure?
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the member for Melton for his
question on this very important issue. The Brumby
government acknowledges the stress and anxiety
confronting Victorian families through the onset of the
global financial crisis, and that stress and anxiety are
increasing to unprecedented levels. Last year the
government acknowledged the need to expand financial
counselling services. At that time a growth in demand
for financial counselling services was becoming
apparent, and we took the step of consolidating the
funding base for our services through for the next few
years. Funding currently runs to about $5.5 million per
annum. As a consequence, some 41 000 Victorians
were helped last year through the services we provide,
and I am sure many of them are in the member for
Melton’s electorate.
Notwithstanding the fact that Victoria has, and is
recognised as having, the best structured and resourced
financial counselling services anywhere in the country,
the Brumby government acknowledges that more needs
to be done. Therefore I was pleased to announce last
week that an additional $2.9 million will be provided in
2009–10 to boost service provision right across the
state. This will happen through the allocation of a
number of counsellors to a central phone counselling
service, which will be of benefit to people right across
the state, as well as the provision of new positions in
regions right across the state. I will just run through
those positions for the benefit of the member for
Melton and other members.
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An additional two positions will be funded in the
eastern region, the north-western region and the
southern region, which are serviced by Eastern Access
Community Health, Anglicare Victoria and Southern
Health respectively. In regional Victoria, Anglicare
Gippsland will receive an extra staff member, and I
know that is of particular interest to the member for
Gippsland East; Child and Family Services Ballarat
will receive an extra position for the Grampians region;
Community Connections Victoria will receive an extra
position for the Barwon region; Goulburn Valley
Community Health Service will receive an extra
position to service the Hume region; and St Luke’s
Anglicare will receive an extra position to service the
Loddon region. I was pleased to advise the sector of
these developments last week. As you would expect,
the news was received very positively.
In recognition of the significant hardship experienced
by Victorian families and individuals in
bushfire-affected areas, the Brumby government has
also announced separate funding to allow for the
allocation of particular counselling resources in those
areas. I was pleased to be with the member for
Seymour last week in Kinglake West when we met
with the chief executive of the Mitchell Community
Health Service, one of the services that will benefit
from this allocation.
Additional staff resources will be provided for Eastern
Access Community Health, as it services the Yarra
Ranges region. There will be additional resources as
well for Mitchell Community Health Service — some
four positions for that area. Anglicare Gippsland will
receive an extra position, particularly in respect of the
Baw Baw shire. Berry Street Victoria services
Nillumbik, and it will be given an extra staffing
position. Uniting Care Kildonan Child and Family
Services, which services the Whittlesea area, will also
be given additional staff positions.
These are vital services. The resources the Brumby
government is providing will make sure these vital
services are delivered, particularly where they are
needed. We understand that Victorian families need and
deserve the support we are able to fund through these
additional resources.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I move:

MACEDONIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH (VICTORIA) PROPERTY TRUST BILL
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That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer Games)
(Enforcement) Act 1995 consequential on the Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games) Amendment
(Assessments and Advertising) Act 2008 of the
commonwealth and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of the
bill.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The bill
implements consequential amendments to our
classification legislation to ensure consistency with the
new commonwealth scheme. It actually allows
unclassified films and unclassified computer games to
be advertised pending their classification, subject to
prescribed safeguards.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

MACEDONIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH
(VICTORIA) PROPERTY TRUST BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to establish a corporate trustee for the
Macedonian Orthodox Church within Victoria to
acquire, hold, deal with and dispose of property for
the benefit of the church, to provide for the vesting
of certain property in the corporate trustee and for
other purposes.
Read first time.
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ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(AUSTRALIAN ENERGY MARKET
OPERATOR) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the Electricity
Industry Act 2000, the National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008, the
Gas Industry Act 2001 and the Gas Safety Act 1997, to make
consequential amendments to various other acts and for other
purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Energy and
Resources) — This bill will implement the Council of
Australian Governments decision of April 2007, which
was to establish by July of this year a single,
industry-funded national energy market operator for
both gas and electricity that would assume the powers
and functions of the existing market operators in the
various Australian jurisdictions. For the information
and clarification of the house, the operator will be
called the Australian Energy Market Operator.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading

CROWN LAND ACTS AMENDMENT
(LEASE AND LICENCE TERMS) BILL

Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:

Introduction and first reading

That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986, the
Constitution Act 1975, the County Court Act 1958, the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968, the
State Employees Retirement Benefits Act 1979, the State
Superannuation Act 1988, the Transport Superannuation Act
1988 and the Superannuation (Portability) Act 1989 and for
other purposes.

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) introduced a bill for an act to amend
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978, the Forests
Act 1958, the Land Act 1958, the National Parks Act
1975, the Wildlife Act 1975, the Coastal
Management Act 1995 and other acts and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — The
objective of this bill is to amend the Emergency
Services Superannuation Act to give protective services
officers access to the defined benefit section of the
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scheme. It will make some changes in relation to
reversionary spouse pensions; it will amend acts
governing Victorian public sector superannuation
schemes to enable the trustees of these schemes to give
effect to superannuation agreements made under the
Family Law Act; and finally, it will amend the
Emergency Services Superannuation Act to enable the
Emergency Services Superannuation Board to comply
with commonwealth bankruptcy reforms.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.
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residents whose homes adjoin EastLink in Donvale has been
detrimentally affected by traffic noise, especially by the use of
air brakes on large vehicles. Residents say they have been
forced to double glaze their windows, they are suffering from
disrupted sleep patterns and some are contemplating moving
away from the area as passing traffic noises have been
recorded as high as 82 decibels.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria direct that additional noise abatement
measures, which will allow residents to sleep at night without
being disturbed and which will allow them to enjoy their
homes without intrusive noise levels, be implemented without
delay.

By Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) (17 signatures).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 63 to 65
and 209 to 220 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

King Street, Doncaster: traffic lights
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Roseville retirement
village and environs draws to the attention of the house the
dangerous situation they face outside their village attempting
to cross busy King Street in Doncaster East to access bus
stops and medical facilities with thousands of vehicles
passing by each day.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria direct VicRoads to install
pedestrian-operated traffic signals outside the village on King
Street so that the residents can safely cross the road.

By Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) (81 signatures).
Following petitions presented to house:

Box Hill Hospital: funding

Technical and further education: fees
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the urgent need for the full redevelopment of Box
Hill Hospital to proceed without delay.
The medical needs of residents of the eastern suburbs and
beyond are suffering because the hospital is struggling to cope
with growing numbers of patients, including elderly patients
and young families, in the hospital’s current old and
inadequate facilities. This has resulted in Box Hill Hospital
having some of the worst waiting lists and waiting times of
any hospital in Melbourne, despite the best efforts of doctors,
nurses and other hospital staff.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly call on the Brumby government to provide the
necessary funding urgently so the full redevelopment of Box
Hill Hospital can proceed without any further delay.

By Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster)
(103 signatures).

EastLink: noise barriers
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Donvale and environs draws
to the attention of the house that the quality of life for

We, the undersigned, call on the Victorian government to
reconsider the proposed changes to the VET sector. Access to
training and education needs to be fair, just and socially
inclusive.
The introduction of a HECS-style system will result in
reduced opportunity for those people who are already
disadvantaged and limit their ability for social and economic
participation.
By increasing fees for TAFE students, the government is
breaking an election promise it made at the 2006 election to:
‘ensure TAFE entry costs are not a barrier to participation by
students from disadvantaged groups’.

By Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) (899 signatures).

Essendon Airport: future
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the citizens of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the intention of the Victorian Labor government
to close Essendon Airport.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call upon the Victorian Labor
government to abandon its misconceived policy which is a
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threat to the location and operations of the Victorian air
ambulance, the police air wing, firefighting aircraft and other
essential public and private enterprises as well as causing the
closure of an important facility for rural and regional
Victorians commuting to Melbourne.

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (39 signatures).

Bushfires: Loch Sport firebreak
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Loch Sport draws
to the attention of the house the perilous state of Loch Sport
because of the risk of bushfire and calls upon the Parliament
to recommend to the government that a suitable firebreak
surrounding Loch Sport be constructed to ensure the safety of
residents and visitors.

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (292 signatures).

Police: Red Cliffs

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (104 signatures).

Weeds: control
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the citizens of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house the critical need for continuing state government
support for the eradication of Paterson’s curse as a noxious
weed, recognising that it has been relegated in importance by
the Minister for Agriculture, Joe Helper, MP, and the
Department of Primary Industries, with other exotic weeks
now being given precedence.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call upon the Victorian Labor
government to clarify responsibility for the control of noxious
weeds and increase funding levels to all government
authorities, including local government, to implement
appropriate eradication programs and to include Paterson’s
curse.

By Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) (36 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Schools: Catholic sector
This petition of residents of Red Cliffs and surrounding
communities in Victoria draws to the attention of the house
the need to increase police presence in our district.
The petitioners register their dismay after a weekend of
vandalism with damage estimated to be in excess of $60 000
to the local bowling club and private and public property.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take action to increase staff levels at the
Red Cliffs police station as a proactive step in ensuring that
this criminal activity is not repeated.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (16 signatures).

Rail: Mildura line
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the citizens of the region known as Sunraysia,
primarily in the state of Victoria but including cross-border
citizens of New South Wales centred on the city of Mildura,
brings to the attention of the house the many promises to
return the Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, without
delivery.
The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative
Assembly to bring forward the reinstatement of the
Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, especially in view of:
1.

the many undelivered promises;

2.

the urgent need to promote public transport in a global
warming context;

3.

the pressing need to connect remote Mildura to both
Melbourne and the national rail network; and

4.

the geographic distance now requiring a rapid service
(very fast train) to be competitive.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Victorian residents who choose Catholic
education, or support this right of choice, draws to the
attention of the house that the level of funding provided by
the Victorian state government to Catholic schools is
inadequate and discriminates against families who choose a
Catholic education for their children.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria guarantee funding at 25 per cent of the
average cost of educating a child in the Victorian government
school system, indexed annually, and to provide equal
funding for children with disabilities who attend a Catholic
school.

By Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) (433 signatures).

Bushfires: Lorne
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The residents, ratepayers of and visitors to Lorne draw to the
attention of the house the recent bushfire tragedies in Victoria
and the threat of bushfire to the town of Lorne each summer.
We, the undersigned, respectfully request the installation of a
manual fire-warning siren in the township of Lorne. Given
Lorne is a town of special significance to bushfires we believe
that a manual fire-warning siren is imperative.

By Mr MULDER (Polwarth) (1098 signatures).

Water: Shepparton supply
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned land-holders and members of the
Shepparton stock and domestic community water supply
scheme, wish to draw to the attention of the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria the fact that our open stock and
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domestic water channels are urgently in need of replacement
for critical community, environmental and commercial
reasons. The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide funding for a piped stock and
domestic scheme for Cosgrove, Cosgrove South and Pine
Lodge districts.

By Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (104 signatures).
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Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 4) Bill
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented report, together
with appendices.

Tabled.
Tabled.

AUSTRALIAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY

Ordered to be printed.

Report 2008
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development), by leave, presented report.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Australian Crime Commission — Report 2007–08

Tabled.

Ballarat University — Report 2008 (two documents)

MELBOURNE COLLEGE OF DIVINITY
Report 2008
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development), by leave, presented report.
Tabled.

Bendigo Regional Institute of TAFE — Report 2008 (two
documents)
Box Hill Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Central Gippsland Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Chisholm Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Deakin University — Report 2008
Driver Education Centre of Australia Ltd — Report 2008

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

East Gippsland Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Financial Management Act 1994:

Alert Digest No. 5
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented Alert Digest
No. 5 of 2009 on:
Bus Safety Bill 2009
Children Legislation Amendment Bill 2009
Electricity Industry Amendment (Premium Solar
Feed-in Tariff) Bill 2009
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2009
Major Sporting Events Bill 2009
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment Bill 2009
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009
Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2009
Salaries Legislation Amendment (Salaries
Sacrifice) Bill 2009
Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Amendment
Bill 2009
Transport Legislation Amendment (Driver and
Industry Standards) Bill 2009
together with appendices.

Budget Paper No 2 — Strategy and Outlook 2009–10
Budget Paper No 3 — Service Delivery 2009–10
Budget Paper No 4 — Statement of Finances 2009–10
incorporating Quarterly Financial Report No 3
Gordon Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE — Report 2008 (two
documents)
Holmesglen Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notices under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rules 32 (Gazette G16,
16 April 2009), 36, 37 (Gazette S111, 23 April 2009)
Kangan Batman Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
La Trobe University — Report 2008
Major Events (Aerial Advertising) Act 2007 — Event Order
under s7
Melbourne University — Report 2008
Monash University — Report 2008
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Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE — Report 2008

Whitehorse — C136

Parliamentary Committees Act 2003:

Whittlesea — C97, C108

Government response to the Outer Suburban/Interface
Services and Development Committee’s Inquiry into
Local Economic Development in Outer Suburban
Melbourne
Government response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the 2008–09 Budget
Estimates
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:

Wodonga — C54, C64
Yarra — C121, C123
Yarra Ranges — C83
RMIT University — Report 2008
South West Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:

Banyule — C85

Corrections Act 1986 — SR 40

Bass Coast — C91

Electricity Safety Act 1998 — SRs 32, 36, 37

Bayside — C83

Freedom of Information Act 1982 — SR 33

Boroondara — C109

Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — SRs 34, 35, 39

Cardinia — C129

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SRs 31, 38

Casey — C121

Valuation of Land Act 1960 — SR 41

Darebin — C117
East Gippsland — C69
Glen Eira — C65
Greater Dandenong — C74, C83
Greater Geelong — C156
Hume — C112
Kingston — C127
Manningham — C81
Maribyrnong — C74, C78
Maroondah — C100

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Minister’s exception certificate in relation to Statutory
Rule 34
Ministers’ exemption certificates in relation to Statutory
Rules 29, 41
Minister’s infringements offence consultation
certificates in relation to Statutory Rules 36, 37
Sunraysia Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Swinburne University of Technology — Report 2008
Victoria University — Report 2008 (two documents)
William Angliss Institute of TAFE — Report 2008
Wodonga Institute of TAFE — Report 2008.

Melbourne — C144
Moonee Valley — C83
Moorabool — C41
Moreland — C82, C110
Mornington Peninsula — C123

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 19 December 2006:
Fundraising Appeals and Consumer Acts Amendment Act
2009 — Sections 6(2), 7, 8, 10 and 11 — 4 May 2009
(Gazette G17, 23 April 2009).

Northern Grampians — C14
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Port Phillip — C68
Stonnington — C90, C95, C100, C102

Message read advising royal assent to:

Surf Coast — C43 Part 1

6 April

Swan Hill — C31
Wangaratta — C31

Melbourne University Amendment Bill
7 April

Wellington — C52

Associations Incorporation Amendment Bill

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
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Bus Safety Bill
Equal Opportunity Amendment (Governance)
Bill
Melbourne Cricket Ground Bill.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Children Legislation Amendment Bill
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
Amendment Bill
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill
Road Legislation Amendment Bill.

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of revenue and expenditure
for 2009–10.
Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) introduced a bill for an act
for the appropriation of certain sums out of the
Consolidated Fund for the ordinary annual services
of the government for the financial year 2009–10
and for other purposes.
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Overview of bill
The Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill 2009 will provide
appropriation ‘authority’ for payments from the Consolidated
Fund for the ordinary annual services of government for the
2009–10 financial year.
The amounts contained in schedule 1 to the Appropriation
(2009/2010) Bill 2009 provide for the ongoing operations of
departments, including new output and asset investment
funded through annual appropriation.
Schedules 2 and 3 of the bill contain details concerning
payments from advances pursuant to section 35 of the
Financial Management Act 1994 and payments from the
advance to Treasurer in 2007–08 respectively.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not raise a human rights issue.
John Brumby, MP
Premier

Second reading

Read first time.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I move:

The SPEAKER — Order! In accordance with the
resolution of the house on 31 March 2009, I ask the
Serjeant-at-Arms to admit the Treasurer.

That this bill be now read a second time.

Serjeant-at-Arms admitted Mr Lenders (Treasurer)
to chamber.
Statement of compatibility
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) 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 Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill 2009.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill 2009, 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.

Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — Speaker, this budget
is about jobs.
It is about delivering jobs for Victorians in the middle
of the worst global economic downturn since the
Second World War.
It is about securing up to 35 000 jobs over the next
12 months alone by investing in infrastructure and
stimulating economic activity.
But it is not only about jobs.
This budget is also about the leadership and investment
that a responsible government must deliver during
tough economic times.
It is about creating more opportunities for Victorian
workers to skill up and retrain, protecting their

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
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livelihoods and making sure our industries have the
skilled workforce they need for the jobs of the future.
It is about maintaining a strong safety net through core
services such as education, health and transport — the
services that Victorian families rely upon and that will
see them through the economic downturn.
It is about staying the course in supporting
disadvantaged Victorians and their communities,
recognising that a strong economy relies upon a fair
society.
Most importantly, this budget is about making Victoria
‘recovery ready’ — delivering the projects and
infrastructure that will secure jobs in the short term,
while putting our state in the best position to move
ahead when the global economic recovery arrives.
This budget is one of the most important in Victoria’s
recent history.
The global financial crisis and the worldwide recession
mean that this budget is being delivered in some of the
most difficult economic conditions in many, many
years.
Victoria may not have caused this downturn and we
may not be at the epicentre of the global crisis, but the
shock wave has well and truly reached us.
Like the rest of the nation, we are feeling the effects of
jobs under threat, lower business and consumer
confidence, weaker private sector investment and a
decline in global demand for many of our products and
services.
There is no doubt that these are tough economic times.
But that is not the only challenge facing Victoria. We
also face the enormous task of recovering from the
worst bushfires in our history.
Recovering from the bushfires
Speaker, the repercussions of the devastation wrought
by the February 2009 bushfires will be with us for
many years to come.
One hundred and seventy-three people lost their lives in
the fires. More than 2000 homes and around
60 businesses were destroyed; entire communities were
almost wiped from the map and many Victorians
suffered loss, injuries, trauma and extensive damage to
their properties.
I know that these numbers cannot describe the pain and
loss felt by so many Victorians. I also know that the
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task of recovering from a tragedy of this scale will be a
long, costly and — at times — heartbreaking
endeavour.
This budget provides nearly $1 billion to help complete
this daunting task — and I thank the commonwealth
government for immediately offering to share the costs
of relief and recovery from the fires.
Premier John Brumby showed great leadership during
the fires. He ensured that government acted promptly
and decisively, and got out into fire-affected areas to
see firsthand what needed to be done. So many
Victorians — men and women, city and country —
have worked tirelessly to ensure that the funding
provided for bushfire recovery is reaching the people
and communities most in need, and getting the
rebuilding process under way as quickly as possible.
Our funding is going towards supporting bushfire
survivors, assisting bushfire-affected businesses and
traders, and rebuilding devastated communities.
We are providing more resources for our firefighters
and emergency services.
We are also providing funding for the Victorian
Bushfire Reconstruction and Recovery Authority to
work with communities to recover and rebuild — and
for the independent royal commission into the 2009
Victorian bushfires to establish what needs to be done
to prevent such disastrous fires from ever recurring.
This funding is in addition to the more than
$330 million raised by the bushfire appeal fund.
That figure represents truly remarkable support — and
it has come not only from this state, but from around
Australia and from overseas.
Let me give you one example: Papua New Guinea —
where the average annual income is just $900 —
contributed $2 million to help the survivors of our
bushfires and the floods in Queensland. When PNG’s
Prime Minister, Sir Michael Somare, visited Victoria
last week, he said that it was a chance to repay
Australians for our help with disasters in his country.
Victoria is deeply thankful for such generosity and
support.
To the people of Papua New Guinea, the citizens of
East Timor and many other nations, we offer our
heartfelt thanks. To Victorians and indeed Australians
who responded so swiftly to the tragedy — with words
and deeds, and practical support — we thank you for
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showing the true spirit of what it is to be Australian:
helping one another in an hour of need.

more modest wage increases will be required if we are
to keep jobs.

Even so, we know that we face an enormous task —
but we will recover from these fires and we will
rebuild.

The Brumby Labor government is working our budget
as hard as we can to advance the investment needed in
the short term, contain operating expenses without
damaging core services and continue to maintain our
AAA credit rating.

A resilient and well-positioned economy
Speaker, the global economic downturn has placed
almost unprecedented pressure on economies and
governments around the world — and Victoria is no
exception.

Despite the difficult conditions that prevail, the
government has kept the budget in surplus and
maintained borrowings at responsible levels.

This — combined with the effects of the bushfires —
has clearly had an impact on Victoria.

The government received AAA credit ratings from
Standard and Poor’s in November 2008 and Moody’s
Investors Service in January 2009.

But unlike many other places, the Victorian economy
remains resilient, our budget position is sound and our
longer term prospects are strong.
The underlying resilience of our economy is not due to
luck. It is the result of sound economic fundamentals
and a diverse, adaptable economy — attributes that
have been reinforced by the Brumby Labor
government’s disciplined financial management,
proactive economic reform agenda and record
investment in skills and infrastructure.
Not surprisingly, the global financial crisis means that
economic growth in Victoria has taken a hit.
While remaining positive, growth will be relatively
weak in the near term: 0.5 per cent in this financial
year, 0.25 per cent in the next financial year — rising to
2.25 per cent in 2010–11.
Also predictably, Victoria’s budget position has taken a
hit as a result of the crisis.
In particular, forecast revenues from state taxation and
the GST flowing from the commonwealth are much
weaker.
But — importantly — our fundamentals remain sound.
Over the last nine-and-a-half years, this Labor
government has steered the state’s budget responsibly
and prudently — and we will continue to do so during
and after the global financial crisis.
Framing this state budget in the face of these global
pressures has been a difficult exercise — and we have
had to make some hard decisions.
We have made substantial efficiency savings. We have
restrained expenditure growth over the forward
estimates period. We have said to our workforce that

The strong partnership we have with the
commonwealth government — and our own disciplined
financial management in the good times — has enabled
us to keep the budget in surplus, while investing in
infrastructure to stimulate economic activity and secure
Victorian jobs during this downturn.
Securing Victorian jobs
Speaker, over the last decade, this Labor government
has invested almost $24 billion in infrastructure
projects to drive jobs and economic growth — a
quadrupling in government infrastructure spending.
The budget continues this high level of investment and
delivers the biggest infrastructure program in this
state’s history.
At a global level, the G20 has pledged $5 trillion in
stimulus measures and the IMF has said that investing
in infrastructure is the best thing governments can do to
address the global financial crisis.
Here in Victoria, we do not have the same problems
with toxic assets and collapsed banks as many other
places — but we still need to be part of a global
solution to the global crisis.
To most Victorians, the notion of a $5 trillion stimulus
package is a long way from their daily concerns. But
being part of the global solution also means a new
school in your suburb, or a new library or science
centre at your child’s school. It means a new ward or
more services at your nearest hospital, new trains in the
morning as you go to work and better roads in your
town.
Essentially, being part of the global solution means
stepping up our productivity in difficult times.
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That is why we are accelerating our own infrastructure
program and why we are working with the
commonwealth government to fast-track infrastructure
investment through the Nation Building — Economic
Stimulus Plan.
This includes $11.5 billion to be spent this financial
year on infrastructure projects in Victoria through the
combined investment of the state and commonwealth
governments, and state authorities.
With billions of dollars in private sector investment
expected to vacate the field as a result of the downturn,
we are stepping in to fill the breach.
This investment covers the full range of economic,
social and environmental infrastructure Victoria will
need over the coming years — from water and
sewerage projects to capital grants for government and
non-government schools, from major transport projects
to new and better hospitals. Next financial year alone
this investment will secure up to 35 000 jobs. That is
35 000 jobs that would not be available without action
by government.
We will deliver the initial stages of the $38 billion
Victorian transport plan. We will continue to deliver the
$1.9 billion Victorian schools plan.
We will work with the commonwealth to deliver the
Building the Education Revolution program, which will
upgrade or build new facilities at primary schools
across the state.
Together with the commonwealth, we will significantly
increase the number of new social housing
dwellings — giving more Victorians access to secure
and affordable housing.
Not every project we are delivering will grab headlines,
but they are all carefully considered projects — and
they are essential projects.
For example, our water authorities are investing
$650 million in the northern sewerage project, which is
building 12.5 kilometres of new sewer in Melbourne’s
north, running from Reservoir to Pascoe Vale and
Essendon.
Because most of the building action is below ground —
and because we do not much like to talk about
sewerage — it is not an especially glamorous project.
Even so, it is an absolutely critical project. Without it,
the sewerage system will not be able to handle the
77 000 new homes likely to be built in the city’s
northern suburbs over the next 20 years — and we will
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also be unable to protect local creeks and the Yarra
River from sewerage spills.
And it creates jobs today.
It is just one of many essential water and sewerage
projects being undertaken by Victoria’s state water
authorities, and one of many basic infrastructure
projects the Brumby Labor government is delivering
across the state.
The government is also fast-tracking five large
metropolitan housing developments and partnering with
the commonwealth to build a new 3000-home suburb in
Melbourne’s west — a major boost to construction
activity that will deliver even more jobs for Victorians.
To accelerate our investment in infrastructure, the
government has increased our borrowings over the
medium term.
Let me be clear: we make no apologies for that.
Let there be no mistake: doing everything we can to
secure Victorian jobs in a time of global economic
crisis is a crucial priority for the Brumby Labor
government.
We are stepping up investment in tough times to sustain
Victoria’s economy and lay down the foundation for
recovery when global growth returns. We are striking a
balance between the short-term imperative of
supporting the Victorian economy during a severe
downturn and the longer-term goal of keeping
government borrowings at a sustainable level.
While net debt as a percentage of the state’s economy
rises over the next three years, it then comes down —
and we also return to a cash surplus.
In line with expected lower inflation, the government
will also revise the price models we use to work out
levels of funding to departments for their non-wage
costs. Alongside our new public sector wages policy,
this will enable us to contain expenditure growth to a
rate of less than expected revenue growth.
We will also return our capital expenditure program to
its traditional level of around 1 per cent of the economy
towards the end of the forward estimates period.
In other words, we will return to historic norms and
balances as we put the current crisis behind us, ensuring
that the state budget remains on a sustainable path over
the longer term and stays within the parameters of our
AAA rating.
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Partnering with the commonwealth
Speaker, as I have already indicated, the Brumby Labor
government is working closely with the Rudd
government to steer Victoria through the current crisis.
Like other states and territories, Victoria will gain
significant benefits from the Rudd government’s fiscal
stimulus packages — packages that will help to
stimulate the economy, offset weaker revenue and
private investment, and fast-track infrastructure
projects.
Last year, when I delivered the state budget, I pointed
out that the challenges facing Victoria were not
exclusive to our state, but national challenges that
required a national response. After many years of
calling for national collaboration, the Victorian
government welcomes the new era of partnership
between Australian governments.
We welcome the Rudd government’s Nation
Building — Economic Stimulus Plan, which provides
the support needed by the states and territories to
mitigate the impact of the global financial crisis.
We are pleased to have signed national partnership
agreements that will enable us to improve vital services
in health, education and housing.
And we fully endorse the new nation building funds —
because they offer considerable scope for further
collaboration with the commonwealth to help Victoria
to deliver the infrastructure needed to manage strong
population growth and build for the future.
Delivering core services
Speaker, in a severe economic downturn, it is critical to
maintain the integrity, support and strength of our core
public and community services — services that
Victorians use and rely on every day.
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high-performing, first-class education system in
Victoria.
We will provide $402 million for the next stage of the
Victorian schools plan, including major school
regeneration projects in Wangaratta, Wodonga,
Leongatha and Bendigo.
We will build new schools in high growth areas.
We will build three new specialist maths and science
centres — and fund 250 teaching coaches in maths,
science and information technology.
We will provide funding for an extra 4000 kindergarten
places across Victoria and — in partnership with the
commonwealth — we will give every Victorian child
access to 15 hours per week of early childhood
education in the year before school, by 2013.
Securing jobs now and into the future also requires a
skilled workforce, and the Brumby Labor government
is a recognised leader in this area.
In August last year we announced the $316 million
Securing Jobs for Your Future package, which provides
Australia’s first universal entitlement for vocational
education and training.
This budget provides funding for these reforms, which
will create up to 172 000 additional training places
from July this year.
We will also fund more than 6400 new training places
in the Skills to Transition program and assist at least
1150 disadvantaged jobseekers gain the skills needed
by key Victorian industries through New Workforce
Partnerships projects.

When our government first came to office we made a
commitment to restore and rebuild these services after
many years of neglect and indifference.

I know what a difference the opportunity to develop
new skills can make in the lives of young Victorians. In
this budget, we will support more than 13 000 new
apprentices and trainees by extending the highly
successful apprenticeship and traineeship completion
bonus scheme.

We have maintained that commitment, and we will
continue to maintain that commitment in good times
and in adverse circumstances.

We will also work with the commonwealth to provide
an extra 15 000 training places in areas of skills
shortage.

Record investment in education and skills

We want all Victorian workers to have the skills they
need to secure jobs. We want all young Victorians to
acquire the right skills they will need to take up jobs in
the industries of the future. And we want Victorian
industries to be ready to go when the global recovery
arrives — something that will only happen if they have
access to the right workers with the right skills.

Education has been — and always will be — this
government’s no. 1 priority. Every parent knows that a
good education is the pathway to a rewarding,
satisfying job for their child — and this budget delivers
a record $4.1 billion to continue to build a
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Investing in the health of all Victorians

We will electrify the Sydenham line to Sunbury.

Speaker, this budget also invests in excess of
$2.6 billion to ensure that Victorians continue to have
access to world-class health care and the latest advances
in medical treatment.

We will build new train stations in high-growth areas at
Williams Landing, Lynbrook and Caroline Springs.

We are providing $350 million to create greater
capacity in our health system to meet the growing
demand for hospital services and treat an extra
39 500 patients each year.
We will increase funding by $66 million to meet the
growing demand for medical services such as renal
dialysis, chemotherapy and radiotherapy.
Next financial year we will provide funding to treat an
extra 9000 elective surgery patients and an additional
20 000 public dental patients.
We will undertake major upgrades of regional hospitals
in Ballarat, Alexandra and Geelong, and deliver the
next stages of the Warrnambool Hospital
redevelopment and the new Sunbury Day Hospital. We
will also undertake upgrading works at Bendigo
Hospital to enable its future redevelopment.
These projects will provide direct benefits to those who
are engaged in building new facilities, to those who
work in the upgraded hospitals and — of course — to
the patients who are treated there.
We will provide $10 million to extend digital screening
technology to all BreastScreen Victoria services —
improving the early detection of breast cancer,
especially in regional areas.
In this budget, we have also made provision for further
funding of hospitals, which will follow the
announcement of the commonwealth’s Health and
Hospitals Fund later in the year.
Building a transport network for the future
Speaker, this budget also provides for the first tranche
of the Brumby Labor government’s $38 billion
Victorian transport plan — an unprecedented level of
investment that will deliver the transformational rail,
road and freight projects needed to underpin economic
growth and support our growing population.

We will buy 20 new metropolitan trains — in addition
to new regional and city trains already purchased by the
government.
These large-scale rail projects deliver many benefits,
but they make considerable demands on the state
budget. Invariably, these projects must first fix existing
problems that limit capacity on the network — before
we can start building for the future.
That is why we have to plan carefully for these
projects — and why we are seeking support from the
commonwealth government’s Building Australia Fund
to deliver some major rail projects over the coming
years.
More people also means more cars on our roads, and
the budget funds major road projects in Melbourne and
throughout regional Victoria — including the
26-kilometre, toll-free Peninsula Link between Carrum
Downs and Mount Martha, the Dingley arterial and
major upgrades to the Western Highway.
The budget also provides funding to re-establish
passenger rail services to Maryborough and to upgrade
key lines on the regional rail freight network in
northern, western and eastern Victoria.
The government is also delivering important initiatives
to ensure that more people in Melbourne will live closer
to public transport and other services, reducing urban
sprawl and creating more jobs outside the CBD.
In this budget we provide $139 million for urban
improvement projects to help drive employment growth
at six major suburban centres: Broadmeadows,
Ringwood, Footscray, Frankston, Box Hill and
Dandenong.
Building livable and caring communities
Speaker, the Brumby Labor government’s view that a
strong economy is underpinned by a fair society and
livable, caring communities is reinforced in this budget.

This budget provides more than $1.9 billion for a major
step-up in Melbourne’s public transport networks —
including the biggest boost to the city’s rail network in
100 years.

Building on the $4 billion already invested by the
government in A Fairer Victoria, the budget provides
targeted new investment to make sure that no
Victorians are left behind during the economic
downturn.

We will provide $562 million to extend the Epping line
to South Morang.

We will deliver the largest investment in the state’s
out-of-home care system for many decades, providing
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$135 million to significantly improve the quality of
support and care for children who are unable to live
with their parents or families.

Over the last five years the government and its agencies
have allocated well over $5 billion in water projects,
including the Wonthaggi desalination project.

We will provide $72 million to give more Victorians
access to legal support services, including continuing
the groundbreaking and successful family violence
courts at Ballarat and Heidelberg.

Through our energy technology innovation strategy we
have already invested more than $250 million in future
energy projects — and this budget provides a further
$100 million to encourage large-scale solar power
generation.

We will commence a new statewide Respect campaign
to encourage community engagement and volunteering.
For an example of just how great a contribution
volunteering can make, we need look no further than
the extraordinary courage and dedication of our
volunteer firefighters during the recent bushfires.
Volunteering encourages respect for others and respect
for our wider community — and the government wants
to encourage more Victorians to consider getting
involved in their communities.
We will also invest $182 million to further improve
mental health services, including new services for
young Victorians at Bendigo and Frankston, an
expansion of mental health services at Dandenong and
Maroondah hospitals and a new program that will
provide early intervention, treatment and support for
children and adolescents.
Building on a record investment in last year’s budget,
we will provide $87 million to create further
opportunities for Victorians with a disability to live
independently and to be engaged in their communities.
This government is at the forefront of substantial
endeavours to improve support for people with a mental
illness or a disability. Nationally we lead the way in
improving and reforming mental health services.
The Brumby Labor government takes great pride in this
investment — not only because it means better support
for individuals and their families, but because it also
reflects our belief that helping all Victorians to achieve
their potential and live productive, fulfilling lives is
good for our society and our economy.
Delivering the government’s priorities
Speaker, this budget continues to deliver the Brumby
Labor government’s priorities.
Alongside major new investment in transport, schools
and hospitals, the budget supports the government’s
commitment to water and energy projects across
Victoria.

Ahead of the release of the government’s climate
change white paper later in the year, the budget also
provides funding for four new national parks on the
Murray River to protect Victoria’s unique river red gum
forests.
The Brumby Labor government continues to ensure
that Victoria offers a highly competitive business
environment. The government’s commitment to reduce
red tape by 25 per cent over five years has already led
to major reductions in business costs — in addition to
the more than $5 billion in tax cuts delivered by the
government since 1999.
We remain committed to sustaining Victoria’s
competitive edge in key industries — and this budget
includes new support for our defence, biotechnology
and rail manufacturing industries.
Appropriation bill
Speaker, the Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill provides
authority to enable government departments to meet
their agreed service delivery responsibilities in
2009–10.
The bill supports a financial management system that
recognises the full cost of service delivery in Victoria
and is based on an accrual framework.
Schedule 1 of the bill contains estimates for 2009–10
and provides a comparison with the 2008–09 figures. In
line with established practice, the estimates included in
schedule 1 are provided on a net appropriation basis.
This budget continues Victoria’s record of leadership in
accounting practice, presenting our reports in
accordance with applicable Australian accounting
standards.
The budget has once again been reviewed by the
Auditor-General as required by the standards of
financial reporting and transparency established by this
government in 2000.
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Serjeant-at-Arms escorted Mr Lenders from
chamber.

Speaker, in our time in office, this government has
radically changed the dynamics of the state budget.
We have shifted the budget towards giving priority to
core public services, such as education, health, transport
and community safety.
We have quadrupled investment in vital public
infrastructure since 1999.
We have rebuilt hospitals and health centres, aged-care
services, schools and community facilities right across
the state.
We have turned around decades of underinvestment in
regional Victoria.
We have shown that it is not necessary to starve core
services of funds, sack workers and slash public
investment in the name of good economic management.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2009/2010) BILL
Message read recommending appropriation and
transmitting estimates of revenue and expenditure
for 2009–10.
Estimates tabled.
Introduction and first reading
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) introduced a bill for an act
for the appropriation of certain sums out of the
Consolidated Fund for the Parliament in respect of
the financial year 2009–10 and for other purposes.
Read first time.
Statement of compatibility

In doing these things, we have strengthened the
underlying capacity of this state to survive the current
global economic downturn.
We do not know how far-reaching the impacts of this
downturn will be. No-one can predict exactly when the
global recovery may kick in. But we do know that
Victoria is well positioned to manage these impacts and
make a good, strong recovery.
By investing even further in skills and infrastructure,
this budget puts a very solid floor under Victoria’s
longer term economic prospects.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) 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 Appropriation (Parliament 2009/10) Bill
2009.
In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament 2009/10) Bill
2009, 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

By delivering jobs, this budget not only boosts
economic activity but secures the livelihoods of many
Victorians and their families during the economic
downturn.
In this budget, the Brumby Labor government delivers
the strong leadership and responsible investment
needed to see Victorians through the global financial
crisis and build for a better, brighter future.

The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament 2009/10) Bill
2009 is to provide appropriation authority for payments from
the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the
2009–10 financial year.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.

It is a bold and forward-looking budget. It is the right
budget for the times and it is the right budget for
Victoria.
Speaker, I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Scoresby).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 May.

2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 because it does
not raise a human rights issue.
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John Brumby, MP
Premier

Second reading
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I move:
That this bill be read a second time.

The bill provides appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect
of the 2009–10 year including ongoing liabilities
incurred by the Parliament such as employee
entitlements that may be realised in the future.
Honourable members will be aware that other funds are
appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of
special appropriations contained in other legislation. In
addition, unapplied appropriations under the
Appropriation (Parliament 2008/2009) Act 2008 have
been estimated and included in the budget papers. Prior
to 30 June actual unapplied appropriation will be
finalised and the 2009–10 appropriations adjusted by
the approved carryover amounts pursuant to the
provisions of section 32 of the Financial Management
Act 1994.
In line with the wishes of the presiding officers,
appropriations in the bill are made to the departments of
the Parliament.
The total appropriation authority sought in this bill is
$96.048 million (clause 3 of the bill) for Parliament in
respect of the 2009–10 financial year.
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they believe need rectification. In my view the raising
of an issue in this manner is appropriate, as one issue is
being raised within the responsibility of one minister.
Last sitting week the member for Doncaster sought
action from the Treasurer to deliver funding in the
upcoming budget for facilities and services in the
Doncaster area. The member then went on to identify
three projects that fell within the responsibilities of the
Minister for Health, the Minister for Public Transport
and the Minister for Roads and Ports respectively. It is
not reasonable to expect the Treasurer to respond in
detail to issues that fall within the responsibilities of
other ministers. In my view this violates this house’s
practice of allowing a member to raise one matter for
the attention of one minister, and such action will not be
permitted in the future.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Review of joint standing orders
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — By leave, I move:
That the resolution of the house of 4 December 2008
providing that the Standing Orders Committee be required to
present its report on a review of the standing orders regarding
the passage of legislation, the opening of Parliament and
petitions by 4 June 2009 be amended so far as to require the
report to be presented to the house by 10 December 2009.

Motion agreed to.

I commend the bill to the house.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLS
(Scoresby).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 19 May.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Adjournment: guidelines
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to clarify a matter
regarding the raising of issues in the adjournment
debate. Previous rulings make it clear that a member
can raise only one matter for the attention of one
minister during a contribution to the adjournment
debate.
A more recent trend has developed where a member
raises an issue, for example, road problems in their
electorate, and seeks action from the minister to address
that problem. In doing so the member may illustrate the
issue by identifying a number of specific road problems

Program
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I move:
That under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on Thursday, 7 May:
Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Amendment
Bill
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill
Road Legislation Amendment Bill

The motion clearly indicates that the legislative
program being put forward by the government this
week is being curtailed to accommodate the
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requirements of the budget, both its presentation — and
we have just heard the Treasurer’s speech on the
excellent budget — and also the response which will be
delivered by the opposition on Thursday morning — —
Mr K. Smith — That will be excellent too!
Mr BATCHELOR — We will wait and see about
that. Accordingly, there are only five pieces of
legislation on the government business program. I point
out to members of the house that on Thursday,
following the response by the opposition, we intend to
debate the budget for the remainder of the day. In terms
of the time available for second-reading debate on the
government business program items, that will take
place today and tomorrow, with Thursday devoted to
the budget debate.
I see the content and form of this week’s government
business program as being capable of providing time
for second-reading debate on legislation and
progressing items of legislation while also
accommodating the requirements of dealing with the
budget, which is the all-important piece of legislation of
the Parliamentary year. I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — The opposition does not
oppose the government business program. Given that
the focus this week will be on the budget and the
budget response to be given on Thursday, the normally
lengthy government business program has been
curtailed to some extent. My view is that we will be
able to give members adequate time to make their
contributions to debate on the five bills on the
government business program.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I rise to commend this
week’s government business program to the house.
Clearly, it is the week in which the state budget for the
year is delivered, and this will take up a considerable
amount of time once we resume the debate on
Thursday. However, the government business program
has been structured around that. I believe the bills listed
on the program are satisfactory in number and that the
house will be able to deal with them as well as resume
the budget debate on Thursday. I commend the
program to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On behalf of The
Nationals I rise to say that we are not opposed to the
government business program. As was highlighted by
the Leader of the House and other speakers, debate on
the budget will take prominence this week, and all of
Thursday has been allocated to that debate.
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Obviously it is also important to debate the other five
bills. In particular I hope adequate time is given to the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. There is a little
bit of controversy about that bill which needs to be
highlighted and recorded. Hopefully there will be some
action from the government on matters raised. From a
country point of view The Nationals are also very keen
to outline some of their concerns in relation to the Road
Legislation Amendment Bill. Already many members
of The Nationals have spoken to me, as the whip,
because they are keen to speak on the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill which will be debated today and again
tomorrow.
I highlight again that there are three matters which are
still to be finalised: two pieces of legislation and the
annual statement of government intentions. We have
only had a few speakers on that statement so far, and I
am not sure we will get much time to debate it in the
coming months. It will be interesting to see whether the
debate is finished by the end of the year. There is the
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill.
Amendments have been approved by the Legislative
Council, and we are interested to see whether the
government will bring it back into this chamber for
debate. There is also item 12 on the notice paper, the
Water Amendment (Critical Water Infrastructure
Projects) Bill 2006. Again, I highlight that it is still on
the list of government business, and it needs to be
attended to. With those few words, and with a big week
in front of us in relation to the budget, I indicate that
The Nationals do not oppose this week’s program.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I have a few brief
comments on the government business program. As has
been stated, we do not oppose the program for this
sitting week. We need to get through the five bills, and
we should not have any problem doing that by
4.00 p.m. on Thursday. I am aware that a number of
speakers wish to make contributions to the debates on
the Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill, the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill and the Road
Legislation Amendment Bill. As has been stated, on
Thursday morning we will hear the opposition’s
response to the budget, and the rest of Thursday will be
devoted to the budget debate. We do not oppose the
government business program, and I conclude with
those brief comments.
Motion agreed to.
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Environment: water programs
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — It is a
tragedy that two of the most effective and practical
on-the-ground environmental programs are being
gutted by the federal and state Labor governments. In
the Glenelg Hopkins region three Waterwatch officers
and eight Landcare coordinators will lose their jobs and
their vital environmental work will be discontinued on
30 June due to cuts in federal and state funding for the
local catchment management authority.
Waterwatch educates and encourages all Australians,
particularly young people and farmers, to protect and
better manage our precious waterways and catchments.
It also provides a monitoring network for stream water
quality. Landcare is an iconic environmental program
which works with farmers and land managers to
undertake effective practical work to rehabilitate and
improve our environment. Yet both of these great
programs are now under threat because of cuts in
funding for key on-the-ground staff by both federal and
state governments.
These decisions — to take away funding from
Waterwatch and Landcare — highlight the hypocrisy of
the Labor Party on environmental issues. Labor is big
on environmental rhetoric, but it is actually cutting
budgets and staffing to vital, effective, on-the-ground
environmental programs like Waterwatch and
Landcare, which deliver sound environmental
outcomes. I urge the government to reconsider these
harsh cuts to essential environmental programs.

Pete Seeger
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — On 3 May 2009 Pete Seeger turned
90 years of age. From the working people of Australia
and the state Parliament of Victoria, I send him warm
birthday greetings. Pete Seeger is a writer and folk
singer from the United States of America who has
provided the world with both inspiration and
entertainment. Pete has sung for freedom, civil rights,
justice, equality and peace. Pete has sung about and for
industrial workers, unions, farmers, migrants, blacks,
children, the environment, women, the unemployed,
love and understanding. He has had a long and
illustrious career.
In 1955 Pete stood up to the political thuggery of the
House Un-American Activities Committee of the
US Congress. In retaliation a ban on his appearing on
television was instigated — a vicious act against any
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entertainer. In spite of this he continued to write, sing,
record music and entertain live audiences around the
world, including in Australia. His will to overcome
such institutional discrimination triumphed when on
18 January 2009 he sang for Barack Obama at We Are
One, the Obama inaugural celebration at the Lincoln
Memorial in Washington. Senator Joseph McCarthy
would still be fuming in hell. Pete Seeger had a hammer
for justice, a bell for freedom and an all-embracing
song about love. Happy birthday, Pete Seeger.

Winton Motor Raceway: V8 supercars
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — Last Sunday I joined
thousands of other spectators at Winton Motor
Raceway to witness round 6 of the Australian V8
Supercars Championship Series. It was a glorious
autumn day and the racing was very exciting. Craig
Lowndes won after an exciting battle with Mark
Winterbottom, Garth Tander and Paul Dumbrell, who
led for much of the race. I congratulate Benalla Auto
Club for its excellent organisation of the three-day
event, which brought thousands of people to
north-eastern Victoria. Wangaratta and Benalla in
particular benefit from the V8 supercars championship
series, as well as the many other events conducted at
Winton.
An issue which is constantly raised with me by Don
Bartlett, chair of the development committee of Benalla
Auto Club, is how much more Winton Motor Raceway
events could contribute to the local economy if it were
able to access state government support. In particular,
Don Bartlett, the member for Murray Valley, the Rural
City of Wangaratta, the Rural City of Benalla and I see
a great opportunity for the V8s to be the centrepiece of
a major regional event with associated state government
support. Winton, along with the Bright Autumn
Festival, the Upper Goulburn wine region at Mansfield
and a host of tourism-related activities, has the potential
to grow into an even greater contributor to the local
economy. I ask that the state government sit down with
key people to put in place a process to take advantage
of this wonderful opportunity.

Football: Country Fire Authority Cup
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is always a pleasure
to watch the great footy at Panton Hill, and even more
so if the match is the annual Country Fire Authority
Cup hosted by the Panton Hill Football Club and
played between Panton Hill Primary School and
St Andrews Primary School. The CFA Cup is played in
memory of two former Panton Hill Football Club
players, Stewie Duff and Neville Jeffery, who were
young men who lost their lives fighting the Ash
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Wednesday fires of 1983. This year’s match was all the
more poignant given how many locals were personally
affected by the terrible events of Black Saturday.
This year the St Andrews kids were victorious, but
overall both boys and girls displayed great skills and
play. It is indicative of why the Panton Hill Juniors are
doing so well, as students from both schools play for
the club. The best goal kickers on the day from
St Andrews Primary School were Jacob Ramsay and
Ryder Penney, who kicked two goals each, and Eden
Simpson, who kicked one goal. They were also the
three best players. Panton Hill Primary School’s Emma
Burke kicked two goals. She was also one of the
school’s best players, along with Jack Taylor and Harry
Whittley. I urge the club to recruit Emma Burke — she
is excellent.
It was a privilege for me to present the CFA Cup to
St Andrews Primary School, along with Go for Your
Life drink bottles to each player. Well done to Panton
Hill Football Club for hosting the CFA Cup and also
for presenting a $500 cheque — the funds being raised
from locals — to the CFA captains from the Panton
Hill and St Andrews brigades, who were in attendance.

Bushfires: raised-bed farming
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — At the recent bushfire
forum held in Colac, which I sponsored, a concern was
raised with regard to fighting fires in areas where
farmers were using raised-bed technology to grow their
crops. This issue is particularly relevant to the
Berrybank area in south-western Victoria. Not only is
there a problem with access for Country Fire Authority
(CFA) vehicles on land being farmed using this
method, but I am also advised that 45 per cent of this
land is located within the 4000 hectares set aside for the
Berrybank wind farm — and due to the success of this
farming practice, it is expected that percentage will
increase in the not-too-distant future. Farmers in the
Berrybank area are not opposed to the wind farm.
However, given that there is no policy on fighting fires
on raised beds and that the wind farm developer has
stated that no aircraft would be able to fly near the
turbines, the farmers in the area have major concerns as
to how a wildfire could be brought under control.
I am advised that in 1994 Berrybank was devastated by
fire and that in 1997 a fire north-east of the town, which
was started by a faulty power pole, burnt thousands of
hectares of land. In the last two years the local CFA
brigade has been called to two power pole fires and one
house fire on the wind farm site. It is therefore critical
that all key stakeholders develop a fire management
plan that will reduce the risk of fire and that this plan be
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put in place in conjunction with the approval process
for the Berrybank wind farm and at all locations that
have raised-bed cropping and wind farms throughout
Victoria.

Choral@Montsalvat festival
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — On Sunday 3 May, I
was delighted to open the 6th annual
Choral@Montsalvat festival. The event is a fantastic
initiative and provides an opportunity for artists, young
and old alike, to perform in the beautiful surrounds of
Montsalvat. I would like to congratulate the
organisers — Faye Dumont, the artistic director, and
Linda Mitchell, the president of the choirs — and the
more than 500 artists who performed across three
stages and put in long hours working and rehearsing to
make the event a reality.
The festival was a major success, with the grounds of
historic Montsalvat packed to capacity on a glorious
autumn Melbourne day. There was a diverse range of
performers, from schoolchildren to the extremely
experienced singers of the Melbourne Chamber Choir
and the Melbourne Women’s Choir. I was particularly
delighted to see one of the schools from my electorate,
Greenhills Primary School, open the event. The school
has a great reputation in my community for the
wonderful education it provides children, and
extracurricular activities such as the choir add
enormously to students’ broader education.
Melbourne has enjoyed great entertainment in recent
months with the Melbourne International Comedy
Festival and the Melbourne International Jazz Festival.
But the performance by Greenhills primary of Child of
Tomorrow and We Do Jazz was by far the most
uplifting performance I have seen all year. I
congratulate the conductor and music specialist teacher
at Greenhills, Kate Stewart, on the terrific job she did in
developing such an accomplished children’s choir. I
also congratulate writer-accompanist Robyn Williams
for her support and inspiration. And of course I
congratulate the children for the great job they did.

Water: desalination plant
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — The secrecy surrounding
the socialist Brumby government’s desalination plant
continues. Firstly, there has been no discussion on the
siting of the plant; just the decision. Secondly, there has
been no discussion on the overhead powerlines; just the
decision. Thirdly, there has been no discussion on the
route of the 2-metre pipeline to Melbourne; just the
decision. And, fourthly, there has been no discussion on
the siting of the pump station for the pipeline to
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Melbourne, which is just a dot on the plan, yet it is
going to be on a 2.5 hectare site on a farm in Cardinia.
Here is a farm in the quiet little community of Cardinia
which will have a 94-metre long, 12-metre wide and
7-metre high shed that will house the pump and the
toxic chemicals that will be put into the water being
sent to Melbourne. This property is for grazing cattle,
and the threat of chemicals being stored on the property
puts the cattle at some risk. More importantly, it also
puts at risk children at the nearby local primary school.
The worst part of this is that neither the Brumby
socialist government nor any of its staff bothered to
inform the local landowner or the local community
about what was planned. Acting Speaker, you must
understand the large amount of toxic chemicals being
brought to this site will come in on inadequate local
roads, past the local school and across the farmer’s
land — and nobody was told. It was only a dot on the
map, but what a toxic dot it turned out to be for the
Cardinia community.

Strathmore Secondary College and University
High School: musical tour
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I would like to
congratulate the students from Strathmore Secondary
College in my electorate and University High School in
the electorate of the Minister for Education who
recently completed a musical tour of France. These
students sang and played at a number of venues around
France and I think did a great deal for the reputation of
Victoria in that country. They also sang at the dawn
service at Villers-Bretonneux and later that day joined
the local choir and the local band in a quite
extraordinary concert in the covered market area.
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crisis is affecting the returns for recyclables and thus
the ability of Round Again to contribute to the Christie
Centre’s operations.
The Christie Centre is a block-funded service that is in
transition to individual funding programs and will
struggle to adapt to the new funding model. This, along
with increased compliance and regulatory requirements,
will endanger the centre’s ability to deliver services. I
call on the Brumby government and the Minister for
Community Services to provide extra funding to cover
the gap for this organisation that is in transition.

Water: citrus industry
Mr CRISP — On another matter, I urge the
Minister for Water to approve the proposal to allow
carryover water to be piggybacked onto the critical
human needs water to allow direct diverters and pumps
district horticulturalists to access their carryover water.
Currently carryover water is an issue, particularly in
relation to its delivery. Approval of the proposal would
allow carryover water to be available from 1 July.
The citrus industry needs water for frost mitigation to
protect a crop which has good marketing prospects and
has cost a considerable amount to get to this stage. Lack
of water at a critical stage will be disastrous. The
minister should act now to give horticulturalists
confidence to go on and market this crop, particularly
with the advances that have been made in marketing in
Japan.

Bushfires: appeal fund

Christie Centre: funding

Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — We have heard a lot
about how the tragic bushfires in February have
brought out the best in Victorians. A particular example
of this is the art auction organised through the coming
together of artists, galleries and others for the Art for
Life: Art Auction Bushfire Appeal, which I had the
pleasure of attending recently. The Art for Life bushfire
appeal was established to raise money for the
rebuilding of communities tragically affected by the
bushfires in February. Acting as a grassroots
community-for-community effort to raise funds, the
auction also sought to be a celebration of the creative
spirit of the arts community, both in the affected
communities and in other communities.

Mr CRISP (Mildura) — The Christie Centre in
Mildura is an organisation that provides disability
services and is over its funding level by about 36 per
cent. Additional funding has been made possible in the
past through fundraising events and Round Again, an
innovative recycling business, but the global financial

One hundred per cent of the funds raised from the sales
of the works has gone to the bushfire cause. All
involved in making this idea a reality volunteered their
time; this includes the entertainers, the function
volunteer staff, the commercial sponsors, the galleries
and of course the numerous artists. This event raised

The students from Strathmore Secondary College and
University High School were great ambassadors for
Victoria, and they were very well received by the
French community. I congratulate the students from
both schools and the staff involved in the whole
process. I know the audiences at the concerts where
they performed very much enjoyed their performances
and were very supportive of Victorian musicians going
to and playing in France.
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over $18 000 through the auctioning of more than
100 artworks. This money, via the Lord Mayor’s
Charitable Foundation, has made its way to the bushfire
appeal fund.
Thanks for organising this event need to go Wendy
Dustan, Kazz Stafford, Tony Longo, Ralph Spethmann,
Sarah Finlay and Max Goonan as the driving forces for
the event. Thanks must also go to the Melbourne City
Council and to the galleries that supported the event,
including New North, the Cultural Development
Network, Craft Victoria, the Alcaston Gallery, the
Pollock Gallery, Arts Hub, Applebox, the Karen
Woodbury Gallery and the Brenda May Gallery. Their
combined efforts have been much appreciated.

Police: Kilsyth electorate
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — My message today is
simple: more police are needed on the streets in my
electorate of Kilsyth. In the last week alone I have been
told by my constituents that something needs to be
done to tackle the graffiti that is becoming all too
prevalent on fences and public amenities, that we need
to curb senseless vandalism to both private and public
property, including local bus shelters, and that hoon
drivers, drivers who speed and drivers who flout basic
road rules need to be brought to account to make our
streets safer.
An example can be seen in and around Tamworth
Road, Kilsyth, near the home of no less a person than
the former member for my electorate. There are
ever-increasing levels of antisocial behaviour,
standover tactics and general lawlessness that have
scared local residents and forced people to make the
decision to move out of the area. We know it is not the
fault of the police on the ground — the police in my
electorate at both the Croydon and Mooroolbark
stations are working hard, but their limited resources
are increasingly stretched, despite what senior police
spokespeople have to say to the media on the matter.
Police in my area are struggling with a system those
opposite have created — a system that is unable to
cope.
While Sideshow Bob and the government will claim
that their budget will cure all ills, how will they explain
to my constituency — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Kilsyth should refer to members by
their titles.
Mr HODGETT — How will they explain to my
constituency that everything is okay? The residents of
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my electorate are telling me, as I know they are telling
other members, that the rule of law in this state is
tenuous at best. These are the voices of those who are
truly on the front line of crime — the victims. It is high
time the minister and the government recognised and
acknowledged the police, crime and law and order
issues in my electorate and did something to fix them.
Uphold the right!

Financial services: interest rates
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — At a time
when the economy is contracting and mortgage
payments are proving very difficult for an increasing
number of families, especially in the fast growing outer
suburbs, it is an absolute disgrace that Australia’s
largest banks are not passing on the full benefits of
interest rate cuts. We are constantly told that our banks
are well regulated and are in the best position to cope
with the global financial crisis. I note that last week the
National Australia Bank’s domestic operations posted a
first half profit of $103 million. In trying to defend the
banks’ behaviour, comments such as those from the
head of the ANZ who said that people — even financial
analysts, I heard him say on Inside Business — do not
know how banks work, are unhelpful and patronising.
We know that profit margins on home loans have
reportedly increased due in part to the exit of non-bank
lenders from the market, and our banks are benefiting
from government stimulus measures, including the first
home owner boost, which has contributed to the
creation of more home loans. Our banks are also
benefiting from stimulus measures overseas, which
contribute to cheaper overseas funding for Australian
banks.
It is time that our very strong and profitable major
banks gave something back to the community. Banks
are not everyone’s favourite entities, and decisions like
this do not endear them to the public. The Reserve
Bank of Australia’s 0.25 of a percentage point rate cut
should have been passed on in full, as should future
interest rate cuts.
I congratulate the federal Treasurer, Wayne Swan, for
the pressure he has been putting on the major banks. I
urge the well-paid executives who manage the banks to
reconsider their decisions. The global financial crisis is
not of the making of the good people of Narre Warren
South and they should not be unreasonably asked to
suffer. It is time for the banks to look after their
customers as their first priority.
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Crime: street violence
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Over the course of
recent weeks we have continued to see evidence of the
Brumby government’s failure to address the escalating
violence in our streets. Just one day after we saw the
appalling images of a morning brawl in our streets on
14 April, our Premier made this comment in relation to
the government’s response to the violence: ‘We’re
making progress’. Progress to the Premier may mean
that he is setting a record for the amount of ineffective
and failed initiatives that he has proposed and
implemented over the past two years. For the rest of us
progress would mean an actual decrease in the number
of violent incidents, something that has not happened.
While the Premier throws up his hands and denies
responsibility, preferring to blame club and pub owners,
the situation gets worse.
When the opposition points to clear evidence why
violence has exploded onto our streets — the fact that
police patrol hours have been brutally cut in past years
in almost direct correlation to the escalation of that
violence — what does the government do? It says that
the police timesheets used to support this contention are
all wrong, that they have been wrong for years and that
the whole system needs an overhaul. It is an example of
how weak the government’s position is when in order
to explain one of its failures it cites another perhaps
more palatable one to cover the first.
Victorian families are being devastated by this
government’s continued inaction. We see the faces of
the victims every week on our television screens. The
Premier says it is going to take another 12 to 18 months
to fix the problem, something he said months ago. How
many more families need to suffer because this
soft-on-crime government is unwilling to act, or worse,
simply does not know what to do?

St Nicholas Serbian Orthodox Church,
Geelong: anniversary
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — On Saturday, 2 May, I
had the pleasure of representing the Premier when
Geelong’s Serbian community celebrated the
50th anniversary of its church, the St Nicholas Serbian
Orthodox Church. The night was held at the Geelong
West town hall, with more than 200 people in
attendance, including many children who participated
in traditional dances and one or two elderly members of
the community who actively participated in the
construction of the church in the late 1950s. Also in
attendance was His Grace Bishop Irinej, Father
Momcialo of St Nicholas in Geelong, and president of
the Geelong Serbian community, Dragan
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Stanisavljevic. As I mentioned, during the night those
in attendance were treated to traditional Serbian dance
and music, and interestingly a history of the community
and the St Nicholas Serbian Orthodox Church over the
last 50 years.
Geelong is a great community. This is in no small part
thanks to the contribution of the numerous ethnic
communities that have made Geelong their home over
the last few decades. This includes the Serbian
community, which has become a very active and
respected community in Geelong following the influx
of many families during the 1950s and again in the
1990s. I congratulate all those people who made
Saturday night’s celebration so enjoyable. I look
forward to working with the Serbian community for
many years to come.

Carbon pollution reduction scheme:
implementation
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Given the Rudd
government’s decision to delay the implementation of
the carbon pollution reduction scheme (CPRS) for
12 months, the Brumby government must now commit
to undertaking an inquiry that will identify the impacts
of a CPRS upon Victorian communities and economies.
The Latrobe Valley, which supplies up to 85 per cent of
Victoria’s energy needs, will be severely impacted, but
no-one is able to identify precisely what and how
extensive these impacts will be.
The Brumby government’s response thus far has been
to provide a submission to the federal government’s
carbon pollution reduction scheme green paper,
expressing its concern with various aspects. However,
this does absolutely nothing to provide Latrobe Valley
businesses or the community with any certainty into the
future. In fact the faith this government has bestowed in
the Rudd government to get this right beggars belief,
particularly when the energy minister just last week
stated that the introduction of a CPRS must not be
delayed, and yet four days later the Prime Minister
announced a delay of 12 months.
It is extremely difficult for businesses to implement
plans and strategies for the future when the impacts of a
scheme such as this are not understood. There is strong
concern from the business sector and the community
that jobs will be lost as a consequence of the CPRS in
its current form. Therefore it is imperative the Brumby
government undertake an inquiry with extensive
community and business consultation to understand the
real impacts of the federal government’s CPRS and
provide some certainty for the Latrobe Valley into the
future.
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Bushfires: Gembrook electorate
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Today I wish to
thank more of the individuals and organisations
involved in the bushfire response within the electorate
of Gembrook. I wish to thank all Victoria Police
members from stations within my electorate, including
Emerald, Pakenham, Yarra Junction and Belgrave. I
also wish to thank members from Knox. All members
went above and beyond the call of duty, and their
contribution was appreciated by many constituents who
have expressed their thanks to police through me.
I also wish to thank all Victorian fire tower watchers,
and acknowledge the very dangerous situations they
face and the horrific experiences they endured on
7 February. I would like to thank Egg Rock fire tower
watcher, Pete, and Poley fire tower watcher, Graham
Seppings.
Where would we be without ECHO, the Emerald
Centre for Hope and Outreach? It is not just an
incredibly vital youth service in the Gembrook
electorate but was also instrumental in its response in
assisting young people in Kinglake and surrounds.
Director Wayne Collins and his team immediately
moved into the bushfire-affected areas and set about
providing much-needed services.
I wish to thank all members of our communities who
attended my bushfire feedback workshops held in
Warburton and Gembrook last week. The information
received is to be used as part of the submission that I
will be making on behalf of my electorate to the royal
commission. I would like to also thank the Treasurer
and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for
attending these forums to hear firsthand the experiences
of Gembrook electorate residents.

Police: Hastings
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The state Labor
government has once again demonstrated its utter
contempt for the safety of our community and our
police officers. The Brumby government intends to
hide its failure to provide sufficient police officers to
my community by closing the Hastings police station at
night. Incredibly the Langwarrin-Carrum Downs
station, which has not even been built yet, has also been
stripped back from Labor’s election promise of
24 hours a day to just 16 hours. Overnight, when the
majority of crimes occur, these two critical police
stations will sit in darkness. The Premier obviously
does not understand that criminals do not keep office
hours!
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The Brumby spin doctors have been hard at work trying
to sell the closures as ‘good for the community’,
arguing that if you close stations, more police can be on
the beat. If that were desirable, we would never have
police stations. That sort of logic is an insult to the
community. The truth is that the presence of a police
station with police in it does a lot for the confidence and
morale of our community, and has the opposite effect
on criminals.
In the Hastings area our hardworking police officers
spend much of their time trying to cover officer
shortages in Frankston, Mornington or elsewhere. If the
Premier gets his way, there will be more and more
times when there will be not one police officer on the
entire eastern side of the Mornington Peninsula — a
disgraceful situation. Front-line policing hours on the
peninsula have decreased by an alarming 9576 hours,
or 18 per cent, since 2002. Over the same period violent
crime has increased by 46.8 per cent.
The Brumby government spends less on police than
any other state. Not surprisingly Victoria has the lowest
number of police per capita. There will be a rally and
march on Thursday, 14 May, at 11.00 a.m. in an effort
to keep a 24-hour police station at the Hastings
foreshore. I invite the Premier and the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to attend and explain
themselves.

Frankston electorate: Premier’s Active
Families Challenge
Dr HARKNESS (Frankston) — Congratulations to
the many Frankston families who once again took up
the Premier’s challenge to be more active and healthy
by participating in the second annual Premier’s Active
Families Challenge. Encouraging younger members of
our community to be more active is crucial in the fight
against diseases such as diabetes, obesity and heart
disease. I particularly acknowledge local Frankston
schools and students who are taking up the challenge in
a variety of ways. It has been a pleasure to visit schools
over recent weeks to promote the challenge and
acknowledge boys and girls in every year level who are
making an extra special and concerted effort to be more
active and to eat more healthily.
As there is a direct correlation between active minds
and healthy bodies, I have also taken the opportunity
when visiting schools to promote the Premier’s reading
challenge, donate books and bookmarks, and speak to
students about the importance of reading. Now in its
fifth year, students at Frankston schools are taking up
this challenge with gusto, and I applaud them and their
teachers for their magnificent effort each year.
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Frankston’s fabulous schools keep getting better and
better under the Brumby Labor government. This
government continues to invest heavily in education in
Frankston.
With a funding allocation from the Better Schools
Today program, Ballam Park Primary School is well on
its way to substantial improvements, and as part of the
government’s $1.9 billion commitment to renovate,
rebuild or extend 500 schools this term, Overport
Primary School has been invited into the Building
Futures program. This school certainly stands out in its
efforts to lift student performance and outcomes.
The Brumby government is getting on with the job of
enhancing the education of our kids instead of closing
schools and sacking teachers, which is the only
contribution the Liberal Party made to education.

Wodonga Middle Years College: funding
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I welcome the
re-announcement today of the schools regeneration
project, in particular for the Felltimber and Huon
campuses of Wodonga Senior Secondary College.
However, when students and staff at the senior campus
need to be wary of where they step or risk falling
through the floor, and when the respiratory health of
students and staff is put at risk by an outbreak of mould,
we would expect to be talking about a school in a Third
World country or certainly one of a lower economic
standing than Australia, yet this is an Australian school
in Victoria.
Wodonga Senior Secondary College was the first in the
state to be created with the model of junior and senior
campuses. At the time of this model being adopted
there was a commitment by this government to rebuild
the centre of the school. Other schools in the state
which have since followed that model have been
upgraded, and yet Wodonga’s senior campus awaits
upgrades.
Last year when mould was first found at the school
about 600 year 10 and year 11 students stayed at home.
Two wings of the school were closed, and classes
shifted to portable classrooms at Wodonga TAFE. A
mould specialist was flown in from Perth, and a
massive clean-up operation was undertaken. The mould
remains. Work to contain the situation continues, and
this is simply unacceptable. White ants have feasted on
timber, making movement around classrooms
dangerous for staff and students. This is also
unacceptable. If the two wings of the school had been
replaced when this government promised to do so, the
health of students and staff would not have been
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endangered. Plans for a two-storey replacement have
been on hold.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Dingley: football match
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — In sport and education,
it is all happening in Dingley Village — a great place to
live, work, play sport and raise a family. And what a
great football match it was to open the season at Souter
Oval in Dingley Village. Dingley debuted in the first
division against Mordialloc with a stunning 133-point
win. I sponsor both teams, so I wish them all the best
for the 2009 season. But it is a bit hard to work out who
to barrack for! Congratulations to Moorabbin Airport
for closing its airspace for 15 minutes before the start of
the game to allow a team of four skydivers to kick off
the season by landing on the ground at Souter Oval.

Courtney Osborne
Ms MUNT — Congratulations also to Courtney
Osborne from Dingley Primary School on the award
presented to her at the 15th annual Victorian school
sports awards. Courtney was selected to represent
Victoria at the national netball championships in
Caloundra, where Victoria finished in second place.
Courtney captains the Dingley Primary School netball
team and excels at athletics, cross-country, football and
softball. Well done, Courtney!

Dingley Primary School: redevelopment
Ms MUNT — Now the Brumby government has
announced the rebuilding of Dingley Primary
School — a $5 million commitment to the children and
families of Dingley Village, which is a vibrant young
area in my electorate. Well done to Dingley Village,
and all the best to Dingley Primary School for its
rebuilding works. It is going to be absolutely stunning
and another testament to the Dingley Village
community and the Brumby government.

Bulleen Road–Golden Way, Bulleen: traffic
lights
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I once again call upon
this lazy and inept government to provide some funds
to the City of Manningham for the installation of traffic
lights at the T-intersection of Bulleen Road and Golden
Way in Bulleen. This lazy government has ignored the
residents of this area for over 10 years. We have had
10 dark years of this Labor government, and it is time
for a change.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The time for making members statements has expired.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (IDENTITY
CRIME) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 March; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Crimes Amendment
(Identity Crime) Bill has the primary purpose of
establishing new identity crime offences and providing
for the issue of certificates of identity crime to victims.
The bill has its origins in a March 2008 report of the
Model Criminal Law Officers Committee (MCLOC) of
the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General entitled
Final Report — Identity Crime. That report made a
range of recommendations, a number of which have
been picked up in this bill and one of which has been
departed from in this bill.
The MCLOC report contains some useful material
outlining the nature and the extent of identity crime. It
points out that identity crime can occur with the
creation of fictitious identities, through the
manipulation of one’s own identity, by changing one or
more elements, or through the theft or assumption of a
pre-existing identity which may be that of someone
living or deceased.
The committee’s report points out that identity crime
can have a number of very serious consequences. Most
obvious, perhaps, are financial impacts where there can
be a direct financial impact such as the loss of savings.
For businesses there are the costs of reporting and
investigating identity crime cases, the cost of
prevention and the cost of restoring the reputation of a
business or organisation.
The report also points out that there can be indirect
financial impacts in the form of damage to a person’s
credit rating, the creation of a criminal record in a
person’s name and the efforts that a person has to go to
to restore their standing and to have corrected the
records that erroneously reflect the consequences of the
identity crime.
As the report points out, there can also be psychological
impacts, other intangible impacts such as facilitating
access to citizenship or a false professional affiliation or
qualification and, even more seriously, national security
impacts, because as the report points out organised
crime groups can engage in identity crime on a large
scale and international terrorist activity can make use of
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identity crime. The report points out that the hijackers
involved in the 11 September attacks in the United
States used fictitious social security numbers, false
identities and fraudulent identification documents. The
MCLOC report points out that identity crime can be
perpetrated through a variety of means. Online
techniques are perhaps the most prominent and can
include phishing emails, which are fraudulent emails
that induce people to log on to a bogus website and
hand over valuable identity data, key-logging devices
on computers or the infiltration of computer databases.
The report also points out that online social networking
activity can lead people to disclose personal
information which, when collected by someone of ill
intent, can be used to hijack their identity. There are
also various scams that invite people to respond to
bogus prizes and the like in order to extract their
identity information. In addition to these online
techniques, other forms of identity theft include stealing
mail, rummaging through rubbish and even
eavesdropping on transactions taking place in the public
arena in order to obtain personal data.
The report refers to definitions of various aspects of
identity crime that were developed by the Australasian
Centre for Policing Research. Identity crime is a
generic term used to describe activities and offences in
which a perpetrator uses a fabricated, manipulated,
stolen or assumed identity to facilitate the commission
of a crime. Specifically identity fraud is defined as the
gaining of money, goods, services or other benefits or
the avoidance of obligations through the use of a
fabricated identity, a manipulated identity or a stolen or
assumed identity. Finally, identity theft is defined as
being the theft or assumption of a pre-existing identity
or a significant part thereof with or without consent and
whether, in the case of an individual, the person is
living or deceased.
All these various forms of identity crime come at a
substantial cost to the community. The MCLOC report
quotes a report entitled Identity Fraud in Australia,
which was completed in 2003 by the Securities Industry
Research Centre of Asia-Pacific for the financial
intelligence agency AUSTRAC (Australian Transaction
Reports and Analysis Centre) and which came up with
an estimate that identity fraud cost Australian large
business alone $1.1 billion in 2001–02. A range of
international studies have come up with some striking
findings about the extent of identity fraud and other
identity crime overseas. For example, an identity fraud
survey report found that just under 4 per cent of the
adult population in the United States, or 8 million
adults, had been victims of identity fraud, at a total cost
of US$49.3 billion. This is a very serious matter indeed.
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It is well worthy of attention and whatever measures
can be taken through the law and through law
enforcement to prevent identity crime and to apprehend
and deal with offenders.
The bill creates three new offences: making, using or
supplying identifying information with the intent to
commit an indictable offence; possessing identification
information with intent to commit an indictable
offence; and possessing equipment capable of making
identification documentation with the intent to commit
an indictable offence. These three new offences are
provided for in clause 3 of the bill. Despite some
variants of wording — and generally improvements in
wording — these three offences are very closely based
on the recommended new offences contained in the
MCLOC report of March 2008. Clause 6 of the bill
provides for the issuing to victims of a certificate
regarding the identity crime they have suffered
following a finding of guilt against an offender.
Although unrelated to identity crime, a final provision
of the bill changes the requirements for where a court
must record the sentence that would have been imposed
on an offender if the offender had not pleaded guilty.
This provision in the bill relates to provisions that were
enacted not long ago by this Parliament and which
provide explicitly that when giving a discount on a
sentence because an offender has pleaded guilty, courts
must specify the amount of the discount for that guilty
plea. As it currently stands, section 6AAA of the
Sentencing Act 1991 requires a sentence discount to be
noted in the records of the court. The amendment in this
bill proposes to say instead that the court must record or
cause to be recorded, whether in writing or in another
form, the amount of that discount.
In passing let me say that I am not completely
convinced of the need for this amendment. I would
have thought the provision as it stands gives a fair range
of discretion to the court. The change makes it clear it is
entirely up to the court how the discount is to be
recorded. What is important from a public policy point
of view is that the recording of that discount be publicly
accessible to such bodies as the Sentencing Advisory
Council and to other researchers, and indeed to the
media or others who might want to examine the pattern
of discounts. When the courts make use of this more
general provision, it is important that they still ensure
that the data on sentencing discounts is recorded in a
way that is accessible to the public for research
purposes and purposes of public debate and policy
debate.
In relation to the identity crime aspects of the bill, the
provision relating to the issuing of a certificate to a
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victim after a successful prosecution is a departure from
what was recommended by the Model Criminal Law
Officers Committee. The committee’s recommendation
was that a local court, which in a Victorian context is a
Magistrates Court, should have the power to issue a
certificate if it was satisfied on the balance of
probabilities that an offence had been committed. That
would be independent of any criminal conviction. The
certificate would not be admissible in criminal
proceedings relating to the offence, but it would give
the victim a certificate which was intended to help the
victim restore and reclaim their identity.
MCLOC considered the issue of whether or not the
certificate should be available only after there had been
a conviction, and it concluded against that. In particular
the report quotes a submission from the Australian Tax
Office, which states:
Requiring the conviction of the offender before a victim
certificate can be issued, is likely to render the certificate of
little use to the victim because conviction may not be
achieved until many months (or even years) after the offence.

I think the Australian Tax Office has made a strong and
valid point — and one that applies directly to the
provisions of this bill, which do not allow the certificate
to be issued until there has been a conviction. Certainly
with the backlog of cases and delays in the Victorian
court system it is likely to be years rather than months
before many people are convicted. If a victim has to
wait that long for the trial and the outcome to go ahead,
at that stage the certificate is likely to be of very little
use indeed. The point at which a victim needs help is as
rapidly as possible after an offence has been identified
and the victim is trying to get their life restored as far as
possible. That may well be before an offender is even
identified, let alone apprehended or prosecuted.
The second-reading speech gives a number of reasons
why the government departed from the
recommendation in the MCLOC report. It spoke about
stakeholder concerns regarding formality, costs and
stress; the role of police; the type of evidence and the
standard of proof that would be required; and concern
that creditors may start requiring victims to obtain
certificates before assessing their claims, which would
create another obstacle for victims rather than helping
them. There may well be some merit in those points,
but I think what we have ended up with is something
that is likely to be of very little help to most victims of
identity crime.
There was another submission made to the MCLOC
review from the Australian customs service, which
perhaps points to what might be a more productive line
of approach. I quote from the report:
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The Australian customs service suggested a Director of
Public Prosecutions be able to issue a certificate without it
being tied to court proceedings.

Following on from that the question could fairly be
asked: why is there simply not a mechanism made for
the police to issue a relevant certificate? Most
honourable members know that in the case of
burglaries, thefts and a range of other crimes where the
victim wants to make an insurance claim, they make a
report to the police, they receive from the police a copy
of the record of report that has been taken, after which
that record is provided to the insurance company to
support the claim. In the vast majority of cases that is
accepted as adequate by the insurance company.
I accept that here it is perhaps not quite that easy
because identity crimes are more complex, and simply
relying on a complaint to the police may not be of much
assistance. Given that when a person is the victim of an
identity crime they are likely to make a report to the
police, the police will investigate and at a certain stage
of the investigation will be convinced that there has
been an identity crime and that the person suffered as a
result, why do we not simply provide for the police to
issue a form of certificate that the victim can use?
It needs to be emphasised that the certificate provided
for in the bill does not have any particular legal
consequences — for example, there is no requirement
that once such a certificate has been issued, credit
providers and others have to accept that the victim has
been the victim of identity crime and that they have to
do certain things to restore the victim. In other words,
the bill is totally silent as to the consequences of the
certificate being issued. Even the draft in the MCLOC
report went further, because it specified that the
certificate may assist with any problems the offence has
caused in relation to the victim’s personal or business
affairs. So it is not as though the bill is by force of law
achieving anything that a certificate issued in
appropriate circumstances by the police could not
achieve. I put that on the table as an alternative or
additional measure that is likely to be far more effective
in helping victims than the mechanism that is in the bill.
Some other aspects of the bill need attention also. The
Attorney-General in the second-reading speech said:
The requirement to prove intent to commit an indictable
offence will ensure that the bill does not capture innocent
possession (such as holding a friend’s licence at her request)
or relatively minor offending behaviour (such as using fake
ID to buy alcohol).

I would have thought that was a rather unfortunate
choice of words by the Attorney-General, to say the
least, in describing the use of a fake ID to buy alcohol
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as relatively minor offending behaviour. We know the
community has a serious problem with binge drinking
and excessive consumption of alcohol by under-age
people. That choice of words by the Attorney-General
sends entirely the wrong signal to the community. It
almost implies a form of condoning or toleration of that
sort of behaviour on the part of the government.
The Attorney-General’s reference also points to a
further difficulty with the bill. That is that all of these
new offences only occur when the various matters that
are covered by them are done with the intent to commit
an indictable offence. Making, using or supplying
identification information has to occur with the intent to
commit an indictable offence to constitute an offence
itself, and likewise with the possession of identification
information or possessing equipment capable of
making identification documentation. Some sort of
nexus to a further crime is needed to characterise the
offence, because otherwise completely innocent activity
would constitute an offence — for example, possession
of a colour photocopier would be possessing equipment
capable of making identification documentation, or
holding someone else’s identification information in
safe custody would also constitute an offence.
However, to convict someone of these new offences,
the prosecutors will need to show an intent to commit
an indictable offence. Through his reference to other
possible uses of fake ID which do not constitute an
indictable offence, even though they are criminal, the
Attorney-General flags that the prosecution is going to
have some difficulty. In other words, if they catch a
person holding identification information or equipment
in suspicious circumstances, the accused person can say
that they are possessing that information for the purpose
of some offence which is not an indictable offence. If
that is the case then they will not be able to be
convicted under this bill, so it is going to make it harder
for the prosecution to make the case.
The point also needs to be made that these offences sit
alongside other existing potential offences of attempts
to commit an identity crime. These new offences are
intended to primarily cover circumstances where the
offender is not actually in the course of trying to
commit a particular offence but rather is undertaking
preparatory acts for offences generally. You would not
then be able necessarily to convict them for an attempt
at committing an offence, but you could convict them
for one of these new offences.
However, you could also charge an offender both with
an attempt to commit an offence and with one of these
new offences, if you thought they were in the act of
embarking on trying to commit a specific offence. In
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that situation there is a question as to whether or not a
jury can convict someone of one of these new offences
as an alternative finding to convicting someone of an
attempt to commit another offence. The bill makes
provision for some alternative verdicts, but it does not
make provision for an alternative verdict in the
circumstances I have mentioned.
Finally on the bill, I want to talk about the statement of
compatibility provided by the Attorney-General under
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act.
In that statement of compatibility the Attorney-General
addresses the question of whether or not the bill affects
the human right of freedom of expression. The bill goes
to extraordinary lengths to demonstrate that making it a
criminal offence to set out to commit an identity crime
does not violate the accused person’s freedom of
expression. The statement of compatibility says:
The provisions target the creation, capture, use or transfer of
information that can be used by a person to pretend to be, or
to pass themself off as, another person. Such information
includes name, address, date and place of birth, biometric
data, digital signatures, financial account numbers, user
names and passwords. The new offences raise and limit the
right to freedom of expression as they criminalise seeking,
receiving and imparting this type of information. However,
this right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary to respect the rights and reputations of others,
protect national security, public order et cetera.

The Attorney-General says he is restricting the right of
freedom of expression by the creation of these offences,
and he is therefore only allowed to do it because he can
demonstrate that these are lawful restrictions which are
reasonably necessary. I would have thought the average
citizen of Victoria would have thought it beyond doubt
that it was appropriate to create criminal offences of
misusing information for the purpose of defrauding
another citizen.
I think it is fair to say the convoluted efforts the
Attorney-General has had to go to to demonstrate that
even though he infringes the offender’s human rights,
the infringement is justifiable, is another illustration of
how the government is tying both itself and the rest of
the community up in knots through the badly worded
structure of the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act. It is no wonder Victoria Police
were worried about whether or not a crackdown on
bikies would infringe the charter when people are
forced to go through these hoops in order to justify
perfectly straightforward legislation against a criminal
offence.
In conclusion, the provisions in this bill may be of some
assistance in law enforcement in dealing with some
people who are caught possessing identification
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information with nefarious intent, or creating such
information with that intent, or possessing equipment to
make documentation with that intent. We hope the
legislation will form a useful part of the arsenal used
against identity crime, although it does have the flaws
to which I referred earlier.
More importantly, a lot more needs to be done to help
victims of identity crime repair the damage they have
suffered. The certificate regime in this bill is likely to be
near useless to many victims. I commend to the
government consideration of putting in place
mechanisms whereby the police or other authorities can
issue a certificate to victims far closer to the time of
commission of the offence. Victims can then put it to
real and immediate use in trying to restore their
situation from the loss they have suffered.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am pleased to make
some comments today in support of the Crimes
Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill 2009. I think it is
important for us to recognise that in recent times in
particular the nature of criminal activity has been one of
great transformation. Our criminal justice system, the
laws that we enact through our parliaments and the
approaches that are taken to deal with these sorts of
issues by our law enforcement agencies need to be
adaptive and responsive, and they need to take into
account that extraordinary breadth of technology and
resources that those in our community with criminal
intent have at their disposal to, in one way or another,
victimise people in the community going about their
lawful business. Identity crime is probably one of those
more recently emerging issues with which the
government and our law enforcement agencies need to
deal.
Part of the reason why this sort of matter has become
more of an issue in recent years is that we have a broad
array of types of identification available to people today
that are used in all sorts of different transactions to
prove identity, to carry out financial transactions or to
obtain services in all of the activities of ordinary daily
life. Whether it be obtaining details of someone’s
drivers licence, obtaining birth or residence information
or obtaining information from bank accounts or credit
cards — all of these sorts of things give rise to the
potential for unlawful activity to be carried out and for
people to suffer significant consequences as a result.
When somebody’s identity is stolen, their banking
details can be accessed and their accounts can be
emptied, and services and goods can be obtained by the
criminal person responsible and charged to the innocent
party. A whole array of criminal activities can be
carried out, and ultimately authorities may wrongly
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believe they were carried out by the innocent party
whose identity has been stolen by someone who was
able to access all of the identity information of that
innocent person.
Clearly, because of the nature of the society we live in,
the number of electronic transactions that take place
and all the other activities of modern life, this is a
significant issue, and it is appropriate that the
government and the Parliament move to deal with it in
a variety of ways. One of the ways in which we are
continuing to respond to these unfolding issues is by the
introduction of the measures in the Crimes Amendment
(Identity Crime) Bill.
This bill provides for a broad definition of identification
documentation and identification information, and it
creates the new offence of making, using or supplying
identification information. It also provides for a
subsidiary offence of possessing the equipment for use
in certain identity information processes. It also allows,
in appropriate circumstances, a person who is a victim
of identity crime to receive a certificate so that they are
able to rectify financial and other credit-related
information which may have been inappropriately
altered as a result of the identity crime offences that
have been committed.
We have in this amending legislation a suite of
measures which are designed to create specific offences
to deal with the emergence of the type of identity
information crimes that have been occurring in the
community in recent times and also to provide for ways
in which people who are the victims of such criminal
activity can have their records appropriately rectified so
that any inappropriate information that is recorded
about them can be removed.
These things are particularly important in a modern
society where credit ratings, which determine a
person’s ability to obtain a credit card or enter into
various other types of financial instruments, are very
much a central and important part of how everybody
goes about their daily business transactions. If
somebody’s identity has been misused, they may go
down to the bank and apply for a credit card, a housing
loan or some other such thing and be told by the
financial institution, ‘We’re sorry, but you’re not the
sort of person we want to lend money to. You got a
loan with another bank a little while ago, and you
absconded and didn’t pay the money back’.
These are the kinds of things we want to prevent
happening to people as far as possible, so of course we
need to have a system in place where offences exist
with appropriate definitions to make sure that

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

appropriate charges can be brought against people who
have committed these types of offences. We need these
specific offences in the law so that there is knowledge
out there in the community that laws exist to deal with
these types of offences. If there were no specific laws
dealing with offences such as identity theft, then it
would be very difficult for us to get that message out to
the community that these offences are significant and
that they will be dealt with in an appropriate fashion.
We have to have these laws in place, and we have to
make sure that the definitions are specific so we can
highlight them to the community to ensure a degree of
understanding about how important these offences are.
Of course they are also important from a deterrence
point of view. We need to make sure that anyone out
there in the community who is contemplating carrying
out identity crime understands that there are specific
identity crime offences, that they are regarded as
serious offences by the Parliament and the courts, that
there is an emphasis on these offences and that the
authorities are putting the resources in place to make
sure that these offences, if they occur, are prosecuted
vigorously. It is through that sort of process that we will
deter as much as we possibly can the commission of
these sorts of crimes as well as ensure that the right type
of offences are listed in the Crimes Act so that people
who commit these crimes can be effectively prosecuted
and sentenced.
As a third element of this amending legislation it is
vitally important that we give anyone who becomes a
victim of identity crime the opportunity to have their
records corrected so that, notwithstanding the fact that
somebody has successfully obtained their identity
information and committed offences with it, they do not
suffer individually in the future as a consequence of
those criminal acts.
Once somebody has been convicted of an identity
crime offence under this amending legislation, any
victim of that crime will be able to obtain a certificate
from the court which will enable them to have their
records rectified in relation to all of those matters. That
is an appropriate thing for us to be doing, and I
commend this legislation to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Dr SYKES
(Benalla).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL

municipal council from a group of five persons who are
councillors or members of staff of that council.

Second reading

There are provisions in the bill relating to the disclosure
of membership of the DAC, provisions relating to
conflicts of interest and disclosure of those conflicts,
and provisions empowering removal of DAC members
in certain circumstances. The bill specifies that the
DAC will have the powers of the responsible authority
in relation to the matters it considers. The decisions it
makes will be treated as the decisions of the responsible
authority. The relevant municipal council is required to
provide documents, information and assistance to the
DAC and to reimburse all reasonable costs and
expenses incurred by a DAC other than the
remuneration of the three members nominated by the
minister. Once a decision is made by the DAC, it is
treated as if it were effectively the decision of the
council itself. For example, it is liable to be appealed at
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). This is the scheme of the bill. In putting
forward the bill the government has said it is partnering
with local government in seeking to improve the
operation of the planning system.

Debate resumed from 2 April; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Planning
Legislation Amendment Bill has five main purposes. It
makes amendments to the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 so that any area of Victoria may be deemed to
be a growth area, it creates a regime for the
establishment and operation of new development
assessment committees (DACs), it increases penalties
in the Heritage Act 1995, it amends the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Trust Act 1996 to remove
the limitation requiring that the trust only operate
within the city of Port Phillip and the city of
Melbourne, and it amends the Docklands Act 1991 to
allow VicUrban to continue its involvement in projects
in the Docklands development beyond 31 December
2005. The last of these purposes is effectively a tidy-up
amendment, because VicUrban is already continuing its
involvement in such projects.
I would be interested to hear the government’s reasons
for removing the limitations on the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Trust so it can operate
beyond the city of Port Phillip and the city of
Melbourne. The increased penalties in the Heritage Act
continue policy initiatives started in previous
legislation.
The two main provisions of the bill are the first ones I
referred to. The bill proposes to give the Governor in
Council the power to declare as a growth area any part
of Victoria that the Governor in Council sees fit, and
the bill contains extensive mechanisms for the
constitution and operation of development assessment
committees. The government has announced that the
initial development assessment committee areas will be
the activity areas of Camberwell, Doncaster, Geelong,
Preston and Coburg, but they can go much further than
that. They can basically be extended as the government
sees fit.
Once created, the new DACs will act in lieu of the
responsible authority for all developments within their
deemed operational areas, as determined by the
ministerial order. The order will specify the class of
development to which it applies and the areas it covers.
Each DAC will consist of five members. Three,
including the chair, will be appointed by the Minister
for Planning, and two will be nominated by the relevant

I have to say that I have been struggling to think of an
initiative announced in the planning sphere, or indeed
in any other sphere of government, that is as stupid as
the provision contained in this bill in terms of achieving
the objectives for which it is said to be put forward.
There has certainly been other legislation that has been
more damaging to the community than this, but in
terms of its sheer illogicality, this bill is hard to beat.
The argument in favour of this legislation effectively
says — and perhaps I will put some words in the
government’s mouth — the current planning system is
not working properly. There are long delays and
interminable arguments. The government may claim
councils cannot make timely decisions and that this is
inhibiting the capacity to get on with developments and
create jobs and prosperity for the state. Taking that
argument as a given, this bill does absolutely nothing
effective to overcome the bulk of the problems that
exist in the system on that account. It simply creates a
new decision-making body, the DAC, to make a
decision in lieu of the councillors of the municipality
sitting around the table in the council chamber.
Every other element of the process remains as it is.
Problems with the adequacy of zoning, planning
scheme definitions, flawed criteria for deciding about
the issue of planning permits and local government
planning departments that are short staffed or where
staff are slow, lacking in ability, pedantic or
unaccountable — or any of the other accusations that
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are made from time to time — continue. Exactly the
same group of council officers will be servicing the
DAC as are currently servicing the councillors.
Beyond the point of a decision being made, if people
object to a decision, they can appeal to VCAT against
the decision of the DAC, just as they can appeal to
VCAT against the decision of the council. The potential
for this measure to overcome perceived problems in the
planning system is extraordinarily limited. Those who
hold out hope that once the DAC makes a decision the
development can proceed ignore the fact that if there is
strong resident opposition to a proposed planning
initiative, that decision can go off to VCAT just as it
can in the case of a council decision. If we assume the
council would have rejected an application and the
DAC would approve it, nonetheless the residents who
were opposed to that application could still take it to
VCAT. Any potential improvement to remedy the
current problems of the planning system is
extraordinarily limited. I fear those who were hoping to
get great benefit out of this scheme, if it is enacted and
implemented, will be sorely disappointed.
But that is only half of the problem with this bill. The
even greater half of the problem is the extraordinary
price at which it comes in terms of intrusion on local
communities, the diminution of the capacity of local
communities to have a say in their own destiny, and the
undermining of the role of local government
councillors. The government appears to be treating
local government councillors with disdain and
disregard. The government has the nerve to call this bill
a partnership with local government, whereas in fact it
will take away the existing responsibilities of local
government to make decisions on planning permits and
offers councils only two places out of five at the table
of development assessment committees. The
government is doing that on an extraordinarily limited
and constrained basis.
To start off with, because councillors will have only
two places out of five they will always be at risk of
being outvoted. The second-reading speech claims that
there is going to be an independent chair, but when
members look at the bill they will see there is nothing
of the sort — the chair is to be appointed by the
minister as are the two other non-council nominees.
The local community representatives can be either
councillors or members of staff. I think it will be highly
likely that councillors will find it virtually impossible to
become involved with a DAC. If they do, they are
certainly going to be under extraordinary constraints.
There are confidentiality provisions governing
members of DACs. The councillors who take part in
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them are almost certainly frequently, if not always,
going to find themselves outvoted. They are then likely
going to come under attack from the local community.
They will be trying to defend themselves with one arm
tied behind their backs, because they will not be able to
cite confidential information in their defence. They will
be in a no-win situation.
If this scheme ends up being enacted, I would not be at
all surprised if councillors say, ‘We are not going to
take part in this at all. We are not going to be tarred
with this brush. We’ll send some council officers along
to make the decisions’. Councillors are effectively
being squeezed out of the process altogether.
A further concerning aspect is that the DACs are not
only being created in defined areas where the
government has demonstrated there is some overriding
public policy reason as to why in particular cases and in
particularly sensitive or important parts of Victoria a
DAC should be established. The DACs can be set up
anywhere the government chooses. It reminds me of
Churchill’s metaphor of people hoping the crocodile
will eat them last while the crocodile goes around
gobbling up one at a time. The Brumby government
crocodile has designated a handful of local
communities to gobble up in the first instance, and it
will soon be chomping its way further through other
communities.
It will not only do so in activity centres. The
government has talked about its policy of imposing
high density development along tram corridors. If the
government runs into local community opposition to
that proposal, next we will find that it has constituted a
DAC to take responsibility, for example, for the entire
strip of properties along the tram 109 route. Thus that
entire strip, running from the city of Yarra through
Boroondara to Box Hill, could also be pulled out of the
hands of the local community.
The government is seeking an extraordinarily broad
grant of discretionary power from this Parliament.
Exactly the same point applies in relation to the power
it seeks through this bill to designate growth areas. It is
not as if, for example, the government has a schedule in
the bill and is seeking to designate areas in the schedule
as growth areas; it wants the power to declare any part
of the state to be a growth area. It could designate
1 hectare in Mildura, 100 hectares in Sale or a former
commercial site in Camberwell to be a growth area, and
all the rules relating to growth areas would then apply.
What would also apply is the obligation on people who
develop land in any of those areas to pay the growth
areas infrastructure contribution. This is a new burden
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on the people — a new tax being introduced for the first
time in Victoria in 2009–10.
The government has claimed that there are going to be
no new taxes, but if one looks at the budget papers
made available to the house earlier today, one sees that
for the first time in 2009–10 something in the order of
$84.7 million is going to be collected from growth
areas. The budget papers are a bit confusing as to
exactly what this is going to consist of, and there is an
inconsistency between budget paper 4 and budget
paper 3.
Budget paper 4 talks simply about a growth areas
infrastructure contribution, estimated to be $85 million
in 2009–10 — it explains that land brought into an
urban growth boundary in future will be liable to a levy
of $95 000 per hectare. In budget paper 3, under
‘Revenue initiatives’, at page 369, this figure is split
into two figures, which designate a growth areas
development fund and a growth areas infrastructure
contribution, one of $42.3 million and the other of
$42.4 million. This seems, although the budget papers
do not make this clear, to reflect the fact that some of
the money in the growth areas infrastructure
contribution will in turn be assigned to a growth areas
development fund — at least that is my assessment. If
government members can confirm or vary that, I look
forward to hearing what they can tell us.
Be that as it may, this bill will enable the government,
without any further recourse to the Parliament, to
declare an area to be a growth area. Following on from
that will be the liability of citizens to pay this increased
levy. I would have thought that was getting pretty close
to violating longstanding constitutional principles about
the need for taxation or similar imposts to be authorised
by Parliament rather than be imposed by the
government through open-ended delegated legislation.
However, regardless of the constitutional principles, it
arms the Brumby government with yet another way of
grabbing revenue out of the community without proper
debate and without proper authorisation by this
Parliament.
This legislation seems to be completely at odds with the
promises and claims that the Bracks and Brumby
governments have made and the Labor Party made
when in opposition about planning and their support for
local communities. The former planning minister, John
Thwaites, made out that he was going to be the
champion of local communities and would restore
authority, which he claimed had been taken away by
the previous government, to local communities. But
instead of restoring authority or allowing local
communities to have a legitimate say, the government
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is taking that ‘say’ away from local communities at just
about every step of the way. The bill before the house is
a particularly gross example of that.
As I said, this bill is not going to be of any significant
benefit in creating jobs and speeding up the
development process. It operates at only that one
particular point in the continuum at which an initial
decision is made by a responsible authority. It also may
well not be of much help to small and medium-sized
developers if the government is going to exercise its
power primarily at the instigation of larger developers
who come to it and persuade it to act in any particular
case.
The fundamental opposition to this is twofold. On the
one hand it does nothing to fix the serious problems
which the Bracks and Brumby governments have
allowed to evolve and fester within our planning
system. It does nothing to overcome unreasonable
delays; it does nothing to provide certainty to residents
or those seeking to develop properties. It puts one more
complicating element, in particular instances, on an
existing convoluted structure that is not working
properly.
Yet on the other hand it dramatically derogates from
any potential for local communities to have a say
through their local representatives. It is treating local
government and local councillors with contempt,
asking them to be part of a process through a DAC in
which they have only two votes out of five — three
votes are appointed by the minister against them — and
to try to defend their position with one arm tied behind
their backs.
The bill, whichever way you look at it, is badly flawed.
It attacks principles of democracy, of devolution and
decentralisation. It attacks principles of accountability
to Parliament by government for revenue raising. It is
bad in all of those respects, and it is opposed by the
coalition.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am pleased to
support the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill,
which amends the Planning and Environment Act. It
makes a number of amendments that are not necessarily
interrelated, but which certainly help to streamline and
reflect the government’s modernisation of our planning
processes here in Victoria.
In the first instance it introduces the concept of
development assessment committees. The development
assessment committees will be charged to make
decisions on certain categories of planning permit
applications. It also sets out conflict-of-interest

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
1116

ASSEMBLY

provisions that will govern the conduct of members of
development assessment committees.
The framework for development assessment
committees will provide a creative partnership
approach between local and state governments on key
planning matters of wider regional significance. They
are key words we need to consider. It is about
collaboration and partnership with broader significance
beyond simply one small locality. It is about having a
joint approach on matters of common or shared interest
on a broader regional landscape, where several policy
imperatives could intersect.
Councils will remain the responsible authority for
processing planning applications. However, on specific
applications development assessment committees can
convene and make decisions. Appeal rights of third
parties will be maintained, whether or not a
development assessment committee is activated, and
that is very important for us to underscore in this
debate. Likewise, call-in powers provided for under the
act will not be affected.
Membership of a development assessment committee
will be determined in accordance with existing
government guidelines which currently apply to
appointments to government boards and committees.
The probity checks, of course, that are provided for
under that regime will ensure that a member of a
development assessment committee must meet
appropriate levels of probity and integrity, including
within their professional, personal and commercial
context.
The bill will also extend growth areas. There is an
amendment to provide for a more flexible way of
declaring a growth area for any part of the state and
notwithstanding the existing confines of a growth area
council. This would mean also that the growth area
authority could be authorised to operate in a declared
area of Victoria. The shire of Mitchell is one example
in point, as it would be declared a new growth area and
would allow for a possible extension of the urban
growth boundary into that municipality. This is
squarely a response to the government’s projection of
population growth, which we have identified in
Melbourne 2030 — A Planning Update — Melbourne
@ 5 Million. The bill also amends the Docklands
Act — a very perfunctory amendment repealing a date
that is no longer required.
Moving on, there is a further amendment affecting the
Heritage Act to increase penalty units for an
infringement offence from the existing limit of 4 to up
to 10 penalty units. That will give greater effect to the
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application of penalty offence notices and hopefully
give an impetus to avoidance and curtailing adverse
behaviour. There is also an amendment to the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust Act which
will seek to broaden the operating landscape within
which the trust can function in Victoria. It will also
include the concept of entertainment as one of several
functions given to the trust.
I have basically described the broad objectives of the
bill, but I want to spend a little time elaborating on the
development assessment committees component of the
bill. The government has key policy drivers in bringing
forward this amendment to the house. It is about quality
planning decisions which take into account state and
local government planning policies.
When we talk about state or local government planning
policies it is important to remember how they intersect
with other policy imperatives or policy prescriptions
that are made by state and local governments. Those
things cannot operate in isolation. At times when they
intersect on specific planning applications, the
development assessment committees may need to be
activated to achieve shared objectives across an array of
policy imperatives of state and local government. That
is the important context within which we need to have
this debate today — shared planning imperatives
between two levels of government which have
implications beyond a purely localised environment or
community. Let us keep that suspended as a concept
and a construct.
This new instrument before us of assessing specific
planning applications through these committees has
been generally well received by local government. We
need to keep squarely at the forefront of our debate here
the planning policies of local and state governments as
they intersect with issues of affordable housing and as
they intersect with jobs policies or planning for the
longer term.
I wish to recount the policy of my own local
municipality, the City of Whittlesea, which has a
longstanding policy of tying job creation and job places
with the numbers of new residents moving into the
municipality. This is an important and longstanding
policy of the City of Whittlesea, which, as members
know, is in one of the five growth corridors of outer
metropolitan Melbourne. It is a commendable
approach, and it is one the city has had for a long time.
It is about understanding the relationship between
planning permits, population growth and jobs within a
local setting. It is a sensible and salutary policy
intersection that acknowledges housing and population
policy complemented with solid jobs policy.
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We need to avoid the problems of social and economic
disadvantage that often result from high concentrations
of unemployment, including insecure housing and the
problems of continuing access to education for children
and young people which often arise from high
concentrations of unemployment. They are the policy
settings in which we need to have this debate. I must,
therefore, comment on the opposition’s views on
planning, housing and jobs. If we listen to the Leader of
the Opposition, who opposes development assessment
committees, we need to ask what will take their place.
There is a lack of understanding of that intersection of
housing, jobs and planning policies.
In the absence of those policies from the Leader of the
Opposition we have instead a recipe for discord within
the community rather than having collaborative
partnerships to resolve and grow the very important
policy imperatives of housing, jobs, planning and
population. The impact that has on social and economic
disadvantage has been missed by the Leader of the
Opposition.
That is what we need to think about when we talk about
infrastructure investment and the key decisions the
government has made to move on key planning projects
decided on in the last couple of weeks. We need to
think about how they relate to job creation and
economic stimulus in this time of global financial
despair. We should be looking at them in terms of how
they impact on our community at a local level, not only
in regional areas but across the state.
I say to members of the opposition: let us have this
debate in a fair and full framework of what is good for
our community on the various levels where housing,
jobs, education and planning policies intersect. When it
comes to specific projects that need, and can do well as
a result of, a collaborative and partnership approach
between local and state governments to achieve their
planning objectives, that is what we should do.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 April; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports).
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The Road Legislation
Amendment Bill is an omnibus bill which covers
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extensive road and road safety-related matters. As I
mentioned to some of my colleagues, if any member
wishes to speak on a bill, this one has something for
everybody; its provisions are quite extraordinary.
One of the provisions that I want to raise initially relates
to clause 9, which inserts new section 50AAK. This
new section provides that it is an offence for a person to
assist with the contravention of an alcohol interlock
condition. It states:
(1) A person must not, without reasonable excuse, by-pass
or disengage an approved alcohol interlock installed in a
motor vehicle being, or to be, driven by another person
(a relevant person) if the relevant person’s driver licence
or permit is subject to an alcohol interlock condition.

It goes on further to say:
(2) A person does not commit an offence under
subsection (1) if the person in the course of servicing or
repairing the vehicle in which the interlock is
installed —
(a) for the purpose of so servicing or repairing the
vehicle, by-passes or disengages the alcohol
interlock in accordance with the supplier’s
instructions …

I had a look at page 148 of the principal act, and that
refers to ‘persons trained, authorised persons servicing,
installing alcohol interlocks’ and stipulates that they
must be approved. The act contains an extensive range
of provisions that apply to the approval process.
This section of the act talks about a servicing agent or a
repair person dealing with a motor vehicle carrying out
repairs or servicing of the vehicle and in doing so
disengaging the alcohol interlock device. This appears
to be somewhat of a loophole, and I would have
thought that under the provisions in this act no-one who
is not a registered service provider should be allowed to
touch or interfere with an alcohol interlock.
It could well be that a person who is obliged to use an
alcohol interlock goes to a backyard mechanic, a friend
or someone who is a bit of a do-it-yourself repairer, and
says, ‘Could you carry out some repairs? It does not
matter if you disengage the alcohol interlock’. I wonder
whether or not some conditions should be placed on the
service provider to ensure that when any work is
undertaken on the vehicle, that person knows and
understands that they are not under any circumstances
to disengage that device.
A constituent came to see me about one of these
devices and said, ‘I want to know if there is something I
can do about having it removed’. He explained that he
had committed several drink-driving offences. I asked
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him what the circumstances were under which he
believed the device should be removed; he said, ‘I have
a new girlfriend and I find it embarrassing having to
blow in this thing and make this very strange noise’. I
said, ‘You should understand the reason. It is meant to
be embarrassing because of the behaviour you have
engaged in — driving when you have been drinking —
and you should not do it’. Under no circumstances
would I represent him in having his alcohol interlock
disengaged.
These devices serve a genuine purpose within the
community in trying to ensure that people who commit
such offences time and again learn a very valuable
lesson, but I am concerned that it appears someone can
disengage this device and not be subject to any form of
penalty. It appears to me that that is what this provision
is saying, and if that is the case, I am concerned and I
think this needs to be looked at.
Clause 10 is headed ‘Immediate suspension of driver
licence or permit’. Section 51 deals with a driver who
has registered 0.15 grams of alcohol in their system.
This clause reduces to 0.10 grams the amount which
leads to an immediate suspension of a driver licence or
permit. The opposition certainly supports this provision.
I refer to an article on page 5 of the Herald Sun of
21 April 2009 which points out:
The rate of drink drivers caught by booze buses has soared to
its highest level since the vans were introduced almost two
decades ago.

It states also:
One in every 220 drivers stopped by booze buses last year
was over the legal blood alcohol limit — more than triple the
strike rate of 14 years earlier.

The government continues to claim that it is doing all in
its power and it is on top of the issues in relation to
drink driving, but certainly when you look at these
types of figures you would have to acknowledge the
fact that the government has failed dismally.
There is no doubt in my mind, as a very regular user of
the roads in both metropolitan Melbourne and country
Victoria, that the number of times I have been pulled
over for a random breath test has declined in recent
years. There is absolutely no doubt that the police are
just not out there on the road. You just do not get
breath-tested like you used to. I know in the region I
live in it would not have been uncommon to get pulled
up twice in a month. If someone asked me now when
was the last time I was breath-tested, I would have to
think back to months and months ago. When you look
at these figures of the number of drivers who have been
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pulled over, tested and found to have exceeded the limit
in terms of driving with alcohol in their system, it is a
real concern. This problem has got away from the
government, and it is getting worse. Something really
needs to be done about that.
Another article, in the Knox Leader of 21 April, reports
that police caught 22 drink drivers in Knox in the
period from Maundy Thursday to Easter Monday. The
area was second only to Port Phillip, where 34 drink
drivers were nabbed. You would think people would
have got the message by now that this is completely
and totally unacceptable. It is not only that the people
involved in the actual drink-driving activities can lose
their licence and cause great disruption and
embarrassment to their family but the fact that they
could kill somebody. They still seem to do it and think
they can get away with it. When you look at those
figures, they obviously are getting away with it.
I go now to clause 16, which inserts — —
Mr Trezise interjected.
Mr MULDER — The member for Geelong says it
is the opposite. It is not, because the article says it is
worse. It is a lot worse than it was when the
breathalysing program started. Therefore, the
government is not getting on top of the issue. It needs to
get on top of the issue because it is a serious one. I am
sure the member for Geelong, having been involved in
the Road Safety Committee, would understand that.
Clause 16 inserts section 61A, headed ‘Duty of driver
etc. of vehicle that is not a motor vehicle if accident
occurs’. This picks up cyclists in relation to careless or
dangerous driving and failure to stop and render
assistance after an accident. We have had a number of
very serious accidents involving cyclists and
pedestrians. A report in the Herald Sun of 26 July 2007
states:
The state coroner has damned the ‘high-risk’ group behaviour
of cyclists after the death of an elderly pedestrian struck
during the notorious ‘Hell Ride’.
Graeme Johnstone said the weekly Hell Ride, involving
hundreds of cyclists travelling at up to 50 kilometres an hour
along Beach Road, was not suitable for suburban streets.
He found a failure by the cyclists to appoint effective leaders
and manage safe behaviour had cost James Gould his life.

This issue has been brewing for some time in terms of a
growth in cycling. I think it is fantastic to see the
number of people who are out riding their bikes to and
from work and also as a leisure activity on the
weekend. It is great to see fathers, mothers and children
all out riding. It is a very healthy activity. There has
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been significant investment in bike paths. I support that
as well. I think it has been a good initiative that the
government has embarked on. We need to encourage
people to pedal it as often as they possibly can rather
than drive.

street in that the footpath is a shared pedestrian and
bicycle path. I am concerned that one day there will be
a serious collision between a cyclist and a pedestrian in
Nicholson Street, because there is nothing to separate
pedestrians and cyclists on the footpath.

I note clause 16 refers to the scene of an accident. New
section 61A(1)(c) provides that a cyclist:

Cyclists come quickly riding up behind you and do not
ring their bells. On the day before yesterday I was just
opposite the emergency entrance of St Vincent’s
Hospital when an elderly lady was walking in the
opposite direction. We were both passed by a bike. She
looked at me and said, ‘Isn’t it frightening? They are
going to hit somebody’. I say to the minister that that
section of footpath, which, as I said earlier, is a shared
pedestrian and cycling path, should be revamped as a
matter of urgency. I do not want to put the dampener on
cyclists; there may be some method of diverting them
into the gardens there. A lot of people walk to work,
and there seems to be an increasing number of people
out and about these days, including a lot of elderly
people from the area.

must at the scene of the accident as soon as possible give his
or her name and address and also the name and address of the
owner of the vehicle and the identifying number of the
vehicle (if any) …

On this issue of identifying bike riders and bikes, I
know there has been discussion in relation to whether
there should be registration of bicycles. I would hate to
see that. I think it would be a backward step and impose
a significant cost on families, particularly large families
where there are little children riding bicycles. The
government would have to go down the pathway of
establishing another VicRoads — or ‘BikeRoads’ or
whatever else the government may call the bureaucracy
it would set up — to monitor and control the
registration of bicycles. I think that is not necessary. It
would deter people from riding bikes. It would put an
unnecessary level of bureaucracy in place. Could you
imagine five or six floors of an office tower in Collins
Street with people running around trying to trace the
registration, disposal and transfer of bicycles? I think it
would be a disaster for the state. It reeks of nanny state
behaviour. I certainly agree with Harry Barber, who
thinks that would not be in the best interests of cyclists.
Under a program that was very prominent a number of
years ago, people who had purchased a bicycle could
go to the local police station and have it engraved. The
bike was given the next number on the sheet. It was a
simple process of recording the name and address of the
owner of that bicycle in case that bicycle was lost.
There is a system in place at the moment for
identification of bicycles. I understand it is no longer
promoted by the government. Government members
are out there promoting their $38 billion transport plan.
I just wonder whether in terms of this particular
legislation it would assist to expand that program that
already exists, so that people could take their bike to the
local police station and have it engraved, so that there is
an identification method as we move forward. It is
certainly worth considering, given this whole issue of
identifying the vehicle and the person riding that
particular vehicle and bringing them in line with some
sort of identification process.
I walk a lot in the morning. I go up around the North
Carlton area to the top of Rathdowne Street, then come
back down Nicholson Street, which is a very interesting

Clause 23 states:
After section 73 of the Principal Act insert —
“73A Offence to obstruct etc person operating road safety
camera or speed detector
A person must not obstruct, hinder, threaten, abuse or
intimidate a person who is operating a road safety
camera or a speed detector.

It is interesting to see this provision being debated in
the house today when the government has just
announced a 10 per cent increase in speeding fines; I
suggest this increase runs in parallel with the budget
papers.
The budget papers talk about getting stuck into
motorists and using speed camera detection as a means
of topping up the financial position of the state. If the
government was on the right track and was handling
speed detection devices in the appropriate manner, you
would have thought the community would support it,
but the fact is that this announcement in the budget
papers runs in parallel with this bill and says that the
government considers the people who are going to
carry out policing will be subject to being hindered,
threatened or abused, It may well get to the point of
physical abuse as well.
It does not say an awful lot about the confidence the
government has in its speed camera regime or indeed in
the image of the operation of speed cameras in Victoria.
We do not have to go back too far to see the problems
the government has created for itself in the operation of
the speed camera network. There has been problem
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after problem, money has had to be handed back and
errors are continually being made. The government has
totally lost the confidence of the Victorian public in
what should be regarded as an effective traffic safety
device.
Clause 24 is headed:
Offence to sell, use or possess anti-speed measuring devices

It states:
“(1) A person must not own, sell, use or possess a device the
sole or principal purpose of which is —
(a) to prevent the effective use of a prescribed road
safety camera or a prescribed speed detector; or
(b) to detect when a prescribed speed detector is being
used.

I am in possession of a device that detects fixed speed
cameras. It is my Navman, and I think it is possibly one
of the best road safety devices that you could possibly
have fixed to a vehicle. It makes you a more
comfortable and confident driver. It gives you direction
in terms of what is happening in front of you. It is
particularly good for people from the country who
come to the city, because it takes you straight to the
front door. I think it is a fantastic device. Over recent
years they have improved these devices immensely. My
device, and I recently received an upgrade, came with a
function that makes a beeping sound when you
approach a — —
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MULDER — I would love one!
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MULDER — It is called patience!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! On the bill.
Mr MULDER — Thank you for your protection,
Acting Speaker. The device beeps when you come to a
fixed speed camera location, and it points out what your
speed should be at that location. It does not interfere
with or detect a radar beam from a mobile speed
camera. When I get the next upgrade to my Navman —
and the Navman is not provided with the sole or
principal purpose of detecting speed camera devices,
whether they be fixed or mobile; it is a navigation
instrument — I wonder if it will get around this
provision because at present it enables you to detect and
to monitor your behaviour around speed cameras.
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My view has always been that you should provide as
much information as possible to motorists in terms of
their location and the speed at which they should be
travelling. We should relay as much of that information
as possible. I do not have a problem with people
knowing the location of mobile and fixed speed
cameras because they are supposed to be in locations
that are dangerous and where there are lots of accidents.
The idea is to slow down motorists. It means they know
those activities are taking place in terms of detection,
and they should be able to get that information and
slow down as a result. In terms of the issue of the sole
and principal purpose, at this point you can still use
those devices without any concerns, but we may have
to look at the issue again in the future.
Clause 35 is headed ‘Impoundment or immobilisation
order’ and is a result of the hoon legislation and the
surrendering of motor vehicles. At the briefing on the
bill I asked questions about the recovery of impounded
vehicles. I asked how many vehicles are not recovered,
because the bill deals with the disposal of vehicles,
should someone fail to appear when a vehicle’s period
of impoundment is complete and it needs to be
collected or disposed of. I have been told by the
Department of Justice that as of 16 April, eight vehicles
had not been recovered by their owners. These vehicles
should then be disposed of in the appropriate manner by
the department.
The second-reading speech refers to the vehicle
impoundment regime being subject to minor
operational issues. I asked what the ‘minor operational
issues’ were that had caused problems. I was told they
were the failure to surrender a vehicle when either the
police had served a notice to surrender or a court had
ordered that a vehicle be surrendered, and storing
impounded vehicles that have not been recovered by
their owners.
In relation to the first issue, Victoria Police has advised
that 74 vehicles have not been surrendered since the
commencement of the vehicle impoundment regime on
1 July 2006. As at the end of March 2009,
7299 vehicles had been impounded under the regime.
Clauses 34, 35 and 36 introduce an offence for failing
to surrender a vehicle.
When you first hear that figure you think, ‘Seventy-four
vehicles is a hell of a lot of people who have failed to
surrender their vehicles’, but when you line it up
against the 7299 vehicles, it goes to show that the
legislation is working, and I think it has been a good
result. I hope that young people in particular, who have
their vehicles taken off them as a result of inappropriate
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behaviour on the road and putting other people’s lives
at risk, learn a very valuable lesson from having to walk
or ride, whatever the case may be, until their vehicles
are returned to them.
Clause 41 deals with the service of parking
infringement notices. Proposed section 87(1A) in
clause 41(1) states:
(lA) Without limiting subsection (1), an authorised person for
a municipal council or a relevant public authority may
serve or cause to be served, in accordance with the
regulations, a parking infringement notice if the
authorised person has reason to believe —
…
(b) in the case of an authorised person for a relevant
public authority, that a parking infringement has
been committed in respect of a vehicle on a
relevant place in relation to the relevant public
authority.”.

Proposed section 87(4) in clause 41(8) states:
(b) a relevant public authority may, with the approval
of the Minister —
fix a penalty for a parking infringement in contravention
of a regulation under this Act …

We understand that councils have a significant role in
relation to parking infringement notices. However, in
relation to new section 87(1A)(b) we raised the issue of
what is a relevant authority and which body would
want to take on this responsibility. It was put to us that
it could be a committee of management for a sporting
venue, a hospital or one of a whole range of other
authorities. This has a whiff of the government saying,
‘We will struggle to provide funding for councils and
committees of management which look after sporting
facilities for the Crown. We suggest you go down the
path of applying for the status of authorised authority
and start to issue parking infringement notices’. This
could occur at football clubs, netball clubs, baseball
clubs or anywhere. Indeed, this could occur at country
hospitals. I went to the Monash Medical Centre in
Clayton the other day. I come from the bush, and I am
not used to paying for parking to visit someone who is
sick in hospital. To drive in and drive out, you had to
fork out $7.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr MULDER — He would, too. He is a good man;
it is good to see you looking after him in Bendigo.
I would hate to see this get out of hand — for the
people who run these authorities and committees of
management to become overbearing when it comes to
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collecting a dollar as the government of the day is
saying, ‘There is a revenue stream for you — go for it’.
It could get a bit untidy.
I turn to an issue that is very dear to my heart.
Clause 47 says:
After section 96A of the Principal Act insert —
“96B Minister may issue guidelines about testing of persons
under section 27

As I understand it, there are already guidelines about
the carrying out of tests, particularly on older drivers.
They are carried out by authorised people —
occupational therapists and others — and their reports
are provided to VicRoads. They are protected under the
principal act so that action can be taken against them in
relation to what they say in those reports.
I have some real issues in relation to this process.
Currently if a younger driver does something silly on
the roads, everyone looks at him and says, ‘What a silly
young boy! He does not know how to drive; he should
improve his driving skills’. However, if an older person
does something similar on the roads, the question of
whether they should be driving is immediately raised. If
a police officer, a doctor, a family member or even a
neighbour they have upset lodges a report with
VicRoads, the next thing you know that elderly person
will get a letter from VicRoads saying they are to sit a
test.
To give members an idea of this process, I have two
inquiry forms that my electorate office has received
from elderly people in my electorate who have been
subjected to this regime. They say the way this process
works is terribly unfair. They are not concerned about
sitting a test at their age; they understand they have an
obligation to drive safely on the roads and that if their
driving is a concern, they should not be on the road.
However, they both raised the same issue.
These inquiry forms, one from Wednesday, 11 January
2006, and the other from Thursday, 24 March 2005,
were lodged by two people from different ends of my
electorate. Both of these people were elderly: one was
73 and the other was 78. An occupational therapist rang
them up and said, ‘I am coming to test you’. Upon their
arrival, the elderly people said, ‘Jump in my car’, but
the occupational therapist said, ‘We can’t come in your
car, you will have to come in my car’. They had around
10 minutes in which to familiarise themselves with a
vehicle they had never been in before.
I could not do that; I would be wary about getting in a
car I had not driven before. A lot of cars, particularly
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European cars, have controls in different spots. The
brake and clutch pedal pressures are different, and
accelerator pressures are different. Yet I am told that on
both occasions these people were given a very short
amount of time in which to familiarise themselves with
the vehicles. No-one else was allowed in with them
other than the occupational therapist. These elderly
people had to complete a test in a vehicle they had
never been in before.
The first inquiry form, from 24 March 2005, says:
The test is carried out in the testing officer’s car, which was
foreign to —

the driver.
The second inquiry form, from 11 January 2006, said
the driver had:
very little time to get used to the vehicle …

In both cases it is claimed that the test was unfair. I
have raised this issue before, and I believe the Minister
for Roads and Ports needs to consider introducing an
observation test. If somebody — whether it be a police
officer or a relative — believes a person poses a danger
on the roads, what is stopping the government from
saying, ‘We want to observe your driving. We will turn
up at such and such a time. We will give you some
directions, and you will jump in your car and go for a
drive. We will follow you and see what your driving
behaviour is like’? If their driving behaviour is right, it
is right.
It is discrimination in the worst sense for an older
person to be subjected to a process where they have to
get into an unfamiliar vehicle with a stranger and have
5 or 10 minutes in which to familiarise themselves with
the controls and then be expected to drive the car in the
same way as they do their own vehicle. Many of them
are totally used to the vehicle they drive, which they
may have had for 5, 10 or 15 years. This issue needs to
be addressed.
The bill says the minister may issue guidelines about
these tests. I challenge the minister to pick this issue up,
because it is totally unfair. You have to consider that if
a person receives a letter saying, ‘You are to hand in
your licence tomorrow’, they have lost their mobility.
This is especially true if, as in many cases, such a
person lives in the country. There is no chance of them
getting a multipurpose taxi card, and there are limited
community bus services available for them. In one of
the cases I know of someone having their licence taken
from them, the lady had an invalid husband and lived
25 kilometres from the nearest town. We took up her
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case and had some success with it, but it should not
have gotten to that point. I say to the minister: this is a
very important issue, and it needs to be looked at.
I will quickly discuss clause 60, headed ‘Obligation in
relation to fencing’. This clause deals with the costs of
fencing on roads throughout Victoria. The
second-reading speech says the state should not be
obliged to commit significant amounts of public funds
to put fences alongside roads. The people who provided
the briefing could not provide an example of where
these significant amounts of public funds are being
spent at the moment. It smells to me like a cost shift.
We have asked questions everywhere we possibly
could, but we have not been able to find examples of
where the state is spending significant amounts of
money.
In his summing up I would like the minister to provide
us with some examples, particularly the amount the
state has spent on fences alongside roads in the past. I
ask the minister to tell us who is going to pick up that
cost in the future, because clearly the second-reading
speech does not sit well with the briefing we were
given. If there is a cost, we have every right to know
who is going to wear that cost. Is it a cost shift? Where
is it going to be picked up? Is the cost going to be
transferred to property owners or will it be picked up by
local government? It is important that we get that
information. With that closing comment, as I said
earlier we do not oppose the bill and wish it a speedy
passage.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2009.
This bill makes a number of amendments to Victoria’s
road transport legislation. In particular it implements
some of the Brumby government’s commitments to the
Arrive Alive strategy for the next 10 years. The
government launched its new road safety strategy,
Arrive Alive 2008–17, in February 2008. The aim of
this strategy is to reduce deaths and serious injuries by a
further 30 per cent by the end of 2017. This bill gives
legislative effect to key elements of that strategy.
The first of these amendments relates to drink-driving
offences. Members of the house are very aware that
drink driving is a major contributor to fatalities and
serious injuries on our roads. In fact drink driving
contributes to up to 30 per cent of driver and rider
deaths on Victoria’s roads each year, and it is a higher
proportion in country Victoria.
This bill is part of our campaign to reduce the number
of deaths from drink driving and it expands the
operation of the immediate licence suspension regime
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for drink driving. It lowers the threshold for immediate
licence suspension for drink-driving offences. Currently
if you are a full licence-holder, you have an immediate
licence suspension if you have a blood alcohol
concentration reading of 0.15 or above. This bill
reduces that to 0.10, so we are introducing a tougher
measure for mandatory licence suspension. We are also
increasing the maximum penalty for a drink-driving
offence from 12 penalty units to 20 penalty units under
this bill.
We have a proud record of reducing and combating
drink driving in this state. I have to say I disagree with
the member for Polwarth who suggested that you have
less chance now of being picked up by a booze bus than
in the past. Quite the opposite is the case: your chances
of being picked up by a booze bus now, being
breath-tested or tested for blood alcohol concentration
is now more significant than it has ever been at any
time in the past. It is because of those measures, and the
measures that we are introducing in this legislation, that
we will see a reduction in drink-driving offences. It
comes on top of those measures we introduced for
younger drivers in 2007.
Another aspect of this legislation is the introduction of
mandatory suspension of licences. On 27 March this
year the Victorian Supreme Court held that a person
could not have their licence suspended for an excessive
speeding offence detected by a road safety camera
unless the court was satisfied that the defendant was the
actual driver. Subsection (6) of section 28 of the Road
Safety Act refers to the question of whether they are the
actual driver. The driver in this case was able to escape
mandatory suspension simply by saying, ‘You have not
proved that I was the driver of the vehicle’. That is a
ridiculous situation. Where you have someone who is
involved in driving at 130 kilometres per hour, or more
than 25 kilometres over the speed limit, clearly they are
driving in a way that warrants mandatory licence
suspension.
At the time the police argued that it was totally
inconsistent with the owner-onus legislation which
says, in general, that you are deemed to be the driver of
that vehicle unless you nominate who was the driver at
the time. It is completely inconsistent with all the other
things that we have been seeking to do through the
Road Safety Act. Given that the Supreme Court found
that owner-onus does not apply in these situations
because of subsection (6) of section 28 of the Road
Safety Act, we are moving to close that loophole to
ensure that the principle of owner-onus is not
undermined, and that the public is properly protected
against those who fail to respect the speed limit.
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This bill restores the position that we understood was
the case previously, which is that all drivers who
commit an excessive speeding offence, including those
who are detected by a road safety camera, should be
subject to the full range of penalties, including
mandatory licence suspension. Whilst a driver may
have lost their demerit points and also received a fine,
they escaped mandatory licence suspension. But this
bill will ensure that they cannot do that in the future.
The bill also introduces increased penalties for drivers
of vehicles other than motor vehicles, such as bicycles,
who engage in careless or dangerous driving or who fail
to stop after an accident. We are all aware of the
concern that was generated around the activities of the
Hell Ride down Beach Road. It is great that bicyclists
are out there together enjoying a ride down Beach Road
and enjoying the bay views, but they must comply with
the law. We had a situation where a cyclist did not
comply with the law. He did not stop at a red light; he
went through that red light and killed a pedestrian. The
current penalties for careless riding of a bicycle are
6 penalty units and 12 penalty units for a subsequent
offence. The penalty for failing to stop is only 3 penalty
units. That is not a very significant punishment or
deterrent for cyclists who are in breach of the law as
that rider was.
Under this legislation the penalties for offences
committed in all vehicles other than motor vehicles,
such as bicycles, will be half those that apply to motor
vehicles. If you take the case of dangerous driving, for
example, the penalty for motor vehicles is currently
120 penalty units or 12 months imprisonment. If that
cyclist were convicted of dangerous riding today, under
this legislation he would pay half that penalty. I think
that is a good move. I am sure it is a move that will be
supported by all members of the house.
The member for Polwarth raised speed camera
detection devices, which are referred to in clause 24.
Section 74(1) of the Road Safety Act prohibits a person
from owning, selling, using or possessing a device the
sole or principal purpose of which is to prevent the
effective use of a speed measuring device — a speed
camera — or to detect when a prescribed speed
measuring device is being used. The member for
Polwarth raised concerns about his Navman — his
global positioning system (GPS) device. He says it is
great driving around with his Navman and being able to
know when he is coming up to a fixed speed camera so
he can moderate or check his speed. He expressed
concern that GPS devices which advise of the location
of road safety cameras might be proscribed under this
legislation. I can assure the member for Polwarth that
that is not going to happen. For a start, all of those fixed
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speed camera locations are listed on the Department of
Justice website. This is public information. The
locations have been published in the Herald Sun, and
they can be factored into a GPS device.
What we are concerned about are those devices that
would prevent or stop the effective use of a road safety
camera. For example, there are certain types of
numberplates covers that are designed in such a way
that the plate is able to be viewed from directly in front
or behind the vehicle but becomes virtually invisible
when viewed from a horizontal or vertical angle, as is
done by a speed camera. That prevents the effective use
of the camera in taking a photograph of the
numberplate of that vehicle. I am sure all members of
this house, and I hope the member for Polwarth,
also — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WELLER
(Rodney).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 April; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill is a bill to amend search warrant
powers, to lift prohibitions on advertising by interstate
wagering service providers and make other changes in
relation to wagering, and to repeal the sunset provisions
relating to the Children’s Koori Court, criminal
division. It is an omnibus bill that straddles the two
portfolios of Attorney-General and racing. It is worth
noting that when the Labor Party was in opposition its
members complained vehemently about omnibus bills
and vowed that they would not follow that practice, yet
we have here a bill that aggregates not only a number of
topics within one portfolio but also provisions relating
to two separate portfolios.
I will principally deal with this bill on behalf of the
coalition parties. If the government allows sufficient
time for the debate, I expect my colleague the member
for South-West Coast, the shadow Minister for Racing,
will make some additional comments in relation to the
wagering provisions of the bill. The bill amends a
number of acts — namely, the Crimes Act 1958, the
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Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981,
the Firearms Act 1996, the Gambling Regulation Act
2003, the Police Integrity Act 2008, the Police
Regulation Act 1958, the Prostitution Control Act 1994
and the Surveillance Devices Act 1999. In each case the
amendments allow a search warrant to authorise the
searching of a specified vehicle in a public place. At
present the law allows a vehicle to be searched only if it
is located in a place in respect of which a search
warrant has been issued. It has correctly been identified
as a difficulty that that does not extend to a vehicle
when the vehicle is in a public place. The amendments
being made by the bill are intended to overcome that.
The issue was identified by the all-party parliamentary
Law Reform Committee in its report entitled Final
Report on Warrant Powers and Procedures, which was
tabled in November 2005. According to the
Attorney-General, the Magistrates Court has also
highlighted the problem. It is perhaps worth noting that
considerable time has elapsed since 2005 and that at
last the Attorney-General has got around to doing
something about it. However, even the set of
amendments in the bill appears to be simply a subset of
a broader review of warrant powers and procedures
which the government is undertaking following the
Law Reform Committee’s report with a view to
bringing in broader legislation at some future point. At
the Attorney-General’s current rate of progress, one has
to wonder how long that is going to take.
The bill makes a separate amendment to section 81 of
the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act for
the purpose of empowering any member of the police
force to execute a warrant issued under that section
instead of only the member specified in the warrant.
Other legislation already allows that to be done, but the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981
has not to date allowed that, hence the amendment in
the bill.
A further provision in the bill will set a maximum of
three months on the time within which an annual report
by the Chief Commissioner of Police under the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 on the use
of covert search warrant powers must be given. At
present the law requires that the report be given as soon
as practicable but with no definite time limit. The bill
sets a definite time limit. As I mentioned earlier, the bill
also repeals the sunset provisions in the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005 in order to enable the
criminal division of the Children’s Koori Court to
continue operations.
I indicate that the coalition parties do not oppose these
various provisions that come within the
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Attorney-General’s portfolio. The extension of the
search warrant powers to cover vehicles seems sensible
for the reasons I indicated. However, I raise the point
that the definition of ‘vehicle’ that is being adopted is
not consistent across the various acts that are being
amended. If one looks at the Crimes Act, the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act, the Firearms
Act, the Magistrates’ Court Act — which is also being
amended — the Police Regulation Act and the
Prostitution Control Act, to give just some examples,
one sees that ‘vehicle’ is defined generally to cover
motor vehicles, aircraft, in some instances boats, in
other instances just vessels. By contrast, in the
amendment to the Gambling Regulation Act, being
made by clause 12 of the bill, ‘vehicle’ is defined to
include motor vehicles, aircraft, vessels, caravans and
trailers.
The upshot seems to be that in some instances when
this new power to search vehicles is being exercised, it
can be exercised in respect of caravans and trailers, and
in other instances caravans and trailers are not included.
That seems a strange anomaly which is likely to cause
confusion for police and others involved in the
administration of justice.
I understand that because these amendments are
intended to be relatively limited, to pick up on the
particular problem of search of vehicles, and that
because there is a broader review and potential
rewriting of the law relating to warrants still in process,
the government’s intention is to simply have the
amendments made by the bill conform as closely as
possible with the structure of the existing legislation to
which the amendments are being made. Nonetheless, it
seems strange that caravans and trailers are being
included in one act and not in others, and that there are
some other minor discrepancies between various
definitions in terms of some referring to boats and some
referring just to vessels. I ask the Attorney-General to
consider whether in fact that is the way he wants the
legislation to operate, the way he intends it to operate,
and if not, that he consider amending his bill in order to
achieve a consistent definition.
In relation to the racing provisions of the bill, it amends
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to remove the
current restrictions on advertising in Victoria by
wagering service providers located in other states or
territories of Australia, it introduces guidelines in
relation to advertising standards for wagering service
providers, it introduces a requirement that the holder of
a Victorian bookmaker registration have a responsible
gambling code of conduct which has been approved by
the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation
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and it prohibits the offering of inducements to open a
betting account.
There are a number of issues that the coalition parties
raise in relation to this part of the bill. The first goes to
the definition of ‘wagering service provider’, which is a
quite broad definition and on our reading of the bill
would appear to have the potential to extend to cover
professional punters and not simply those who carry on
what would normally be regarded as a wagering service
provision business. Under clause 47 of the bill a new
section 4.7.1AA is proposed to be inserted, and in
paragraph (d) of the definition of ‘wagering service
provider’ it says:
… a person, who, in Victoria or elsewhere in Australia, gains
or endeavours to gain their livelihood wholly or partly by
betting or making wagers.

As I said, that would seem to extend to cover a
professional punter, and it would be useful to have the
position of the government on this issue placed on the
record.
Another issue we raise concerns about is whether the
bill alters the law in relation to the ability of wagering
service providers to offer what are referred to as ‘best
tote odds’ — in other words, the odds that they will pay
to a successful punter will be the best of the odds
available on the various totalisators that operate around
Australia. Sometimes they offer the best of that and
bookmaker starting prices, and indeed they can even
offer a premium over that.
The issue we raised in the helpful briefing with which
we were provided by the department was whether the
legalisation of wagering which is contained in clause 41
of the bill when it refers to wagering service provider
advertising in paragraph (d), which says ‘the odds the
wagering service provider is offering in respect of a
particular betting contingency’, implicitly varies the law
relating to advertising best tote odds. We were assured
that it does not. Certainly, one needs only to listen to
the radio to hear various advertisements that are already
being broadcast in Victoria promoting the best tote
odds.
It is also worth making the point that the legislation
does not require interstate wagering service providers to
comply with the responsible gambling code of conduct
that is to be required of Victorian bookmakers. One
could understand some of the interstate aspects of that
issue, but nonetheless it will mean that one set of rules
will apply to Victorian bookmakers and they will not
necessarily apply equally to interstate operators.
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There are some restrictions being imposed on
advertising and in particular an intention to prohibit a
wagering service provider engaging in advertising that
promotes consumption of alcohol while engaged in
wagering or sports betting activities. We make the point
that what promotes or does not promote consumption
of alcohol is likely to be a matter that is hard to define.
In relation to the prescribed statement that is to be
included in various advertisements, that is something
for which we understand the government is developing
standards. The bill leaves it entirely in the hands of the
government as to the terms in which those prescribed
statements about problem gambling et cetera must be
specified. We certainly hope that the government uses
that power both sensibly and effectively.
Last, but not least, we make the point that there is a
prohibition in the bill on offering inducements, such as
credit vouchers or rewards, to open betting accounts.
On the face of it, it would seem that that prohibition
could be readily avoided by offering some sort of
incentive not to open a betting account but for the first
use of a betting account after it has been opened. That
would seem to be an anomaly and potential loophole in
that provision in the bill.
I have set out a range of concerns about the manner in
which these provisions have been specified. They seem
to be unclear in a number of important respects.
Therefore, as we have concluded on the
Attorney-General’s components of this bill, the position
of the coalition parties on these racing amendments is
that while we do not oppose them, we have a number of
concerns about them.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I am pleased to address the chamber
on the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill on behalf of
the government. As we heard in the contribution made
by the member for Box Hill, the bill is a comprehensive
piece of legislation that covers a range of matters. The
bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act, the Gambling Regulation Act and
repeals some provisions within the Children, Youth and
Families Act.
This is an important piece of legislation because it
continues the reforms put in place by this government
across a range of areas to modernise and reform
legislation to reflect current practices. That is why the
bill contains a number of amendments to the Police
Regulation Act. A considerable amount of work has
been led from the Department of Justice and the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services about
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amending the Police Regulation Act, which is an
important piece of legislation.
Obviously this is an interesting time to be talking about
gambling regulation and other matters that will be
considered by the house, but this bill goes in particular
to the matter of search warrants that are required under
the act. The sorts of activities that go on in gambling
areas require certain levels of regulation, so it is
important that our legislation reflects those operations
and particularly the circumstances in which a warrant
can be issued to authorise police entry to a gambling
venue.
I believe I have already mentioned the amendments to
the Police Integrity Act, but I do not think I have
mentioned the amendments to the Koori Court.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! Minister, this may be — —
Ms ALLAN — I am just warming up!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr K. Smith) —
Order! I know, and that is why I am about to say I think
the time for the dinner break has arrived. We will break
until 8 o’clock when the minister can resume her
contribution to the debate. She had better get a briefing
over dinner.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOTSIRAS
(Bulleen).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports).
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It is a pleasure to rise
this evening to speak on the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009. This bill is wide ranging and
could be classed as an omnibus bill. It deals with a lot
of issues when it comes to the management of our roads
and safety and law enforcement on the roads.
I will make a couple of observations before I go
through the bill. This bill is about increasing road safety
and reducing the road toll. If the government were
really prepared to make big inroads into the road toll, it
would invest in country roads, because we all know that
if you fix country roads, you will save country lives.
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The government should also get a lot more police out
on the road.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — I have it in front of
me.

As I said, it is an omnibus bill and there are lots of
things to talk about. Firstly, the bill clarifies that level
crossing offences can be enforced by prescribed road
safety cameras. It also provides legislative recognition
for standards used to determine fitness to drive.

Mr WELLER — For the information of the Deputy
Speaker, it has been described as an omnibus bill.

Clause 47 inserts new section 96B into the Road Safety
Act 1986 to allow the minister to issue guidelines about
testing a person under section 27 to determine whether
the person is unfit to drive, it is dangerous for the
person to drive or the person’s drivers licence or permit
should be subject to conditions, and if so, the type of
conditions to be imposed.
If the minister is going to go down the track of deciding
who can drive, I suggest he bring in the guidelines that
we have been pushing for many years — that is, that
apprentices or trainees in rural areas be given a
conditional licence so that they can drive to their
workplace. A condition of the licence would be that it
could be used only when they are driving to and from
work. That would help keep young people employed
and help keep people in rural areas.
Another provision of the bill will lower the current
blood and breath alcohol concentration threshold for an
immediate licence suspension for a person who holds a
full drivers licence. There are several provisions in the
bill dealing with alcohol. I fully support the reduction
of the level for immediate suspension from 0.15 down
to 0.10. It is a sensible thing to do, but we probably
need more police on the roads to enforce it. There are
many areas in my electorate where there are unfilled
police positions, and we cannot enforce these
provisions if we have not got sufficient police numbers.
It is no good dropping the threshold from 0.15 back to
0.10 if there is no-one to enforce it.
The bill creates offences for third party circumvention
of alcohol interlocks, and I support that.
Mr Helper interjected.
Mr WELLER — The minister at the table says we
should have more police in cars, and he is quite right.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Rodney should ignore interjections.
Mr WELLER — And that is quite right too. This is
a very wide-ranging bill. It talks about drivers failing
to — —

The clause talks about what a motor vehicle is and
about people failing to stop after an accident. Clause 18
says it will be a dangerous driving offence for vehicles
other than motor vehicles. Such vehicles include
bicycles, but certain wheelchairs are expressly
excluded. A person guilty of dangerous driving in a
vehicle other than a motor vehicle will be liable for a
penalty of 120 units.
The bill defines a motor vehicle as something that is
capable of speeds greater than 10 kilometres per hour
and includes bicycles. If you are on a bicycle and are at
the scene of an accident, you will have to stop. We
know scooters are becoming more popular and there
are many of them on the roads. They too have two
wheels, and they too are capable of speeds greater than
10 kilometres per hour. Where does a scooter line up in
this definition? I would like the minister to explain in
that in his summing up.
This bill also talks about giving permission to people to
do burnouts on private land. Clause 20 amends the
Road Safety Act to allow the minister to exempt, by
notice published in the Government Gazette, persons
involved in organised events on private land from the
offence of intentionally losing traction in
section 65A(1). New subsection (5) will also ensure
that persons participating in events specified in a notice
published under section 68(3), races and speed trials, or
section 68(4), events organised by motoring
organisations, will not be guilty of this offence.
Hopefully that provision includes when they are on
Crown land. This is another point the minister could
clarify when he comes around to summing up.
Clauses 59 and 60 are also of interest. They talk about
the provision of immunity for the government and
VicRoads from the responsibility of fencing. When I
read the second-reading speech to see where the
minister was coming from, I saw he talked about saving
government money. I quote from the second-reading
speech:
The existing provisions that excuse road authorities from
fencing or contributing to the cost of fencing are currently
limited to ‘public highways’ and the bill extends their
operation to the broader category of ‘roads’. This broader
term will capture public highways, ancillary areas that are
designated under the Road Management Act 2004, and any
land declared to be a road under the act.
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That is for the 2004 act. The speech goes on to say
there will be savings. If the government saves, who
pays? Obviously it would be the land-holder — or
would it be local government? Who is going to pay?
The minister went on to say in the second-reading
speech:
This amendment aligns with section 249 of the Transport Act
1983 which currently provides that VicRoads is not obliged to
fence railways, tramways or roads.

If that provision has been in place since 1983, what this
amendment provides for has probably been applying
since then. Are there going to be any savings at all, or is
this just an illusion? Is the government trying to make
out that there are going to be savings when the
Transport Act has provided that the government has not
had that responsibility since 1983? I think that needs to
be explained. Will there be extra savings? If there are
going to be extra savings, who in the community is
going to pay? Is there going to be another cost shift
from state government to local government, or is it
going to be another cost shift from state government to
private land-holders? Or is the government painting a
picture of something that does not really exist?
Other parts of the bill talk about tyre deflation devices,
which are used to stop vehicles. The bill provides that
they can be used to stop people from moving their
vehicle when they are being restrained — that is, when
the vehicle is stationary. Currently tyre deflation
devices are able to be used during pursuits, but under
the bill police will be able to use them at times when
people are being restrained.
The bill also refers to the tow-truck driving service, and
it defines when a person can be a passenger with a
tow-truck driver. It also talks about who can pick up
and who can drive a tow truck. We have to fix country
roads and save country lives.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the Road Legislation Amendment
Bill of 2009, which, as the previous speaker noted, is an
omnibus bill that covers a number of different
amendments to the current legislation. I would
particularly like to speak about one aspect of this bill,
and that is the introduction of the offences of careless
and dangerous driving and of failing to stop after an
accident for drivers of vehicles other than motor
vehicles, such as bicycles. There are exemptions from
that particular classification for wheelchairs and other
vehicles of that type.
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I am particularly pleased to speak on this bill because of
an incident that occurred in my electorate about two
years ago. My electorate of Mordialloc covers the
bayside area and includes a section of Beach Road,
which runs from Mordialloc through to the city. This
incident occurred on Beach Road in Mentone. I live
close by, and most mornings an elderly gentleman
would walk past my house and we would wave, smile
and chat. One morning — it was a Saturday or a
Sunday — that elderly gentleman was crossing Beach
Road at Mentone at a signalised pedestrian crossing
that leads to a very well used part of the beach near the
Mentone Life Saving Club. As he was crossing — on a
red light for traffic — he was knocked down and killed
by a cyclist on a bike.
Members of my community were outraged by a
number of aspects of this tragedy. The first aspect was
that such a well-loved local gentleman was killed, and
the second aspect was that they believed the penalty
available to the courts to impose on the cyclist was
insufficient for the gravity of the crime. The local
council, Kingston City Council, contacted me with
suggestions regarding legislation to cover that loophole.
If it had been a car that had gone through the signalised
pedestrian crossing and killed that lovely man with
whom it was my wont to have a chat, there would have
been other penalties available to be imposed on the
driver, but because he was killed by a cyclist those
penalties were not available.
Representatives of the council came and spoke with me
about that. Local members of the community also came
and spoke with me, in particular a gentleman called
Mr Peter Dowe, who set up a road safety group to
lobby for improvements to the law in this regard. I then
went and spoke to the responsible minister, the Minister
for Roads and Ports, who was very receptive. The end
result of that process is the clause to which I am
referring in this omnibus bill.
The bill is, as I say, of particular interest in my
electorate because of Beach Road and the many cyclists
who use Beach Road on the weekends for all sorts of
recreational purposes. I must stress that the vast
majority of cyclists who use Beach Road are
responsible cyclists, but there is a small minority who
are not. I would like to congratulate the local police, led
by Senior Sergeant Brad Hanel from the Mordialloc
police station. After the tragedy I mentioned, the police
really stepped up their supervision and monitoring of
early morning cycling races. Their road blitz produced
great improvement in the behaviour of some of those
cyclists, the vast majority of whom are just fine.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Tuesday, 5 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

The week after this gentleman was killed I went to the
pedestrian crossing at Beach Road just to see what
happened. I sat on a fence on Beach Road and watched
people pushing the button at the crossing to safely cross
Beach Road. It was a week after this gentleman died,
and it was my misfortune to see cyclists still going
straight through the red light. They did not want to stop
for the light; it impeded their progress along Beach
Road. As I said, the police later blitzed this area and
there was some improvement. As a result of this
tragedy I believe it is appropriate that stricter penalties
that are more in line with driving a motor vehicle have
been introduced into the law for people riding bicycles.
I am also pleased to say that following Mr Dowe’s
great work promoting safety in the area and following
my representations to Kingston council, improvements
have also been made to that particular pedestrian
crossing on Beach Road. Signs have gone up to warn
oncoming motorists and cyclists that the crossing is
there. There was an issue with having to step onto
Beach Road from behind foreshore vegetation to cross
the road, and Kingston council, to its credit, has
improved the safety measures at that location.
It is sad that I am standing here and speaking as a result
of a tragedy, but I knew this gentleman and I know he
would have been pleased that something good resulted
from the sadness of his passing. I am very pleased to
speak in support of this legislation, in particular the
clause of this legislation that relates to cyclists. If
cyclists do the wrong thing, they should be punished.
They should be treated in exactly the same way as
motorists are treated. I hope this speech will be noted
by my local papers so it can be seen that responsible
cycling behaviour can result in the saving of lives and
that irresponsible cycling behaviour can result in
tragedy.
Many thousands of cyclists travel through the area
along Beach Road on weekends. There is heavy usage
of the beach in my electorate. There are people doing
lifesaving, there are families who go there to picnic,
there are people who just want to swim and there are
people walking along the foreshore. There are all sorts
of recreations, and we must always be considerate of
other people’s usage of this great recreational asset that
we are privileged to have basically at our back door.
I support this bill. It is another piece of Brumby
government legislation that is responsive to our
community and has been introduced as a result of the
community asking the government to address this
particular issue. I commend the bill to the house.
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Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to contribute to this debate on the Road
Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. As members earlier
rightly pointed out, this is an omnibus bill which seeks
to amend a range of acts falling within the purview of
road legislation. The bill seeks to lower the threshold
for immediate licence suspension for drink-driving
offences — from 0.15 to 0.10 for full-licence
holders — and increases penalties accordingly.
Clause 24 of the bill makes the sale or ownership of a
device for which the sole or principal purpose is to
prevent the use of a prescribed speed detector an
offence. This is an interesting development, because as
many members would know, many people own
Navman devices that indicate by GPS (global
positioning system) the location of fixed speed
camera devices. I understand those devices do not
currently indicate the location of portable speed
cameras, but they may do so in the future. I also
understand that those devices might not fall under
this legislation because their principal purpose is to
give people directions for driving. But it is
interesting that in many respects they will provide
the same result as devices covered by this legislation.
Clause 19 of the bill makes a new provision relating
to careless driving. As has been indicated by other
members, it provides that cyclists can be charged
with serious traffic offences, just as drivers of motor
vehicles can be charged. The provision will cover
careless driving, dangerous driving and/or riding, and
failing to stop and render assistance, exchange details
or give reports to police following an accident.
We are very aware of the accident that occurred on
Beach Road, and this is an issue that concerns many
in the Victorian community. I understand the
concerns the community may have about this
provision. I equally understand the importance of
providing for the large number of recreational
cyclists in the community — generally law-abiding
people who choose to ride a bike as a purely
recreational or physical pursuit. But they, like all of
us, must operate in a way which is acceptable to the
community. This new provision will reflect the
adoption of a reasonable approach.
The bill seeks to introduce a provision for a chain of
responsibility for heavy vehicle speed compliance.
This will extend responsibility to parties other than
drivers and will cover employers, prime contractors,
operators, schedulers, consignors, consignees and
loading managers. This provision, outlined in
clause 53, spells out a range of new provisions.
Similar legislation was introduced a number of years
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ago in New South Wales, when, through my previous
work, I had the opportunity to be involved in
preparing that legislation.

consignees are not unreasonably placed under a greater
burden as a consequence of this piece of legislation for
future failure to meet that specific requirement.

I recall that at the time that bill was introduced I was in
contact with representatives of the state branch of the
Transport Workers Union who had played a significant
role, from my understanding, in lobbying to have the
legislation introduced. They indicated to me that one of
the main areas or groups that would be targeted as a
consequence of the chain of responsibility legislation
would be people who were consignees or purchasers —
the end user, if you like — of the product for which the
goods were being delivered. I remember a discussion
that took place with a number of different employers
and representatives of the union. They were fleshing
out the impact the bill would have on a number of
organisations and individuals across New South Wales
in relation to how much control they would actually
have in predetermining the length of time that would be
taken for a driver to deliver a good, when in many
respects all they have done is order a product and the
organisation from which they have purchased the
product is then responsible for the delivery of that
product.

Those of us who have travelled along the Newell or
Hume highways in New South Wales may have noticed
that there are safety cameras which register vehicle
movements. I understand this regime has been in place
for a while, but I do not know how effective it is.
Whilst I understand the intentions behind the
introduction of chain of responsibility legislation in
Victoria, I have concerns about the potential impact it
will have on people who are not directly involved in the
transportation of goods — namely, people who are the
purchasers of products.

Proposed section 281(1) states that:
A person who is a consignor or consignee must take all
reasonable steps to ensure the terms of consignment,
including the delivery time, will not cause the driver of a
heavy vehicle that is to transport the consigned goods to
exceed a speed limit.

At face value, none of us would be concerned by a
provision such as this, because we would naturally
assume that drivers would not be put in a situation
where they would be required to drive at excessive
speed in order to deliver a product. My concern,
however — and I would appreciate it if the minister
would provide a greater explanation about this
provision in his summing up — is with the words ‘all
reasonable steps’. Does this imply that a person who is
a purchaser needs to inquire into the transportation
requirements of the product in order to determine what
the delivery route of the driver is, whether or not the
driver is going to be required to do other deliveries or
whether there is an understanding that the goods will be
delivered directly to them from the warehouse from
which the products have been sought, or is the driver
going to be required to do 10 other deliveries on the
way? Those are questions that need to be asked.
When we have a provision that says that all reasonable
steps must be taken, again it is going to be left to the
courts to interpret or to the Parliament, heaven forbid,
to revisit this piece of legislation to ensure that

The bill deals with the use of deflation devices on
stationary vehicles to prevent a person escaping from
lawful custody or avoiding arrest. It will also introduce
an offence of bypassing or disengaging an alcohol
interlock device that has been fitted in a vehicle, and we
all understand the reasons why interlock devices have
been introduced.
Sections 59 and 60 will exempt road authorities from
fencing or contributing to the cost of fencing on roads,
which was previously only applied to public highways.
My understanding is that this will align the Road
Management Act with section 249 of the Transport Act
1983, which currently provides that VicRoads is not
obliged to fence railways, tramways or roads. My
colleagues who were involved in briefings provided by
the department on this issue were not advised as to the
reason behind this. We are concerned that this is
potentially just another cost shift. We have seen this in
local government under the Road Management Act,
and I know that during my time with Knox City
Council it was an issue of concern. We are concerned,
and again I ask the minister to provide clarity on that
issue in his summing up.
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am very pleased to be
speaking in support of the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009, because it once again highlights
the Brumby government’s commitment to road safety
in the state of Victoria. I have to say this government
has a second-to-none reputation across Australia when
it comes to saving lives on our roads. Over the last four
or five years, we have seen a record low number of
deaths on our roads, and that is not just a statistic,
Acting Speaker, as you are well aware. It means that
thanks to this government there are hundreds, if not
thousands, of families who have been spared the
tragedy of having a policeman knock on their door and
tell them that one of their loved ones, generally one of
their children, will not be coming home that night.
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I know it is easy to talk about statistics when we talk
about road deaths, but related to every one of those
statistics is a family. It is a tragedy for people to lose a
loved one. As I said before, generally it is a child,
usually a teenager with a red or a green P-plate.
As a member of the Road Safety Committee who has
travelled throughout Europe, the United States and
Asia, I can assure this house that Victoria is seen
internationally as a leader in road safety. As I said, this
legislation builds on that very strong base that Labor
governments have established over the last decade,
starting with the Bracks government in 1999 and
continuing on with the Brumby government. They are
governments I have been very proud to have served
with, particularly as a member of the Road Safety
Committee, because I know this state has a reputation
that is second to none when it comes to road safety.
We have seen initiatives such as tighter speed
restrictions on both open roads and in suburban streets
around schools and shopping centres, the addition of
drug-driving laws to drink-driving laws, initiatives
relating to the introduction of learner and P-plate
drivers and tighter laws relating to the trucking
industry. On top of those laws, which are designed to
modify driver behaviour, this state government has also
spent billions of dollars over the last 9 or 10 years
upgrading road infrastructure, which is also an
important aspect of road safety, as this house well and
truly appreciates.
We saw the Melbourne–Geelong road upgrading
completed in 2002. Prior to that something like one
driver per month on average was being killed on the
Geelong road — 12 drivers per year. Since the
completion of the upgrade that figure has fallen
dramatically to something like one or two drivers per
year — I am not too sure what the figure is. Obviously
that is one or two drivers too many, but you can see that
the initiatives this government has put in place in both
driver behaviour modification and road infrastructure
have saved hundreds if not thousands of lives.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr TREZISE — The member for Lara, who is a
major advocate for road safety in this house and who
has done an excellent job as the chair of the Road
Safety Committee over the last couple of years, would
appreciate that as a state government we have
played — and I am not just singing our praises — a
very important role in road safety.
As has been mentioned, this omnibus bill addresses a
number of important issues. It strengthens our
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drink-driving laws through increased penalties, which I
fully support. It reduces the risk posed by heavy vehicle
speeding. It improves the hoon legislation we
introduced in, I think, 2005 or 2006 — I am a bad judge
of time — by providing for a better regime for
impounding vehicles. That legislation was well and
truly welcomed by the people of Victoria. In my
electorate alone there had been major concerns about
hooning in the Eastern Beach area, and the introduction
of that hoon legislation was well and truly appreciated a
number of years ago.
In 2008 the government announced its road safety
strategy for the next few years under the Arrive Alive
program, and this bill implements a number of
initiatives under that successful strategy. For example,
the bill expands on the operation of drink-driving laws
by introducing an immediate suspension of a licence for
full licence-holders with a BAC (blood alcohol content)
of 0.10, which is a welcome reduction from the
stipulation in the current law of 0.15.
The bill also introduces tighter laws for bicycle riders
who engage in careless or dangerous riding. As we
have heard, there are numerous examples of problems
with dangerous riding. Even you, Acting Speaker,
mentioned the problems on Beach Road — they are not
limited to Beach Road, as you would be well and truly
aware. Bike riding has increased as a recreational sport
over the last 10 or so years, and there are problems even
in my electorate, down through the Surf Coast and
along the Bellarine Peninsula, where riders often go on
Sunday mornings. They enjoy riding in a group, but at
the same time if they are not properly controlled, they
can create hazards not only for themselves but for
pedestrians and drivers alike. It is important that we are
addressing the laws as they relate to bike riders.
This is good legislation. It builds on the legislation
which that, as I said, has been introduced by this
government over the last 9 or 10 years and which has
made the state of Victoria a leader in road safety not
only in Australia but across the world. That is a
reputation we have built on over the last 10 years. I
support this legislation very strongly, and I wish it a
speedy passage through the house.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009. As previous speakers have no
doubt said, this is an omnibus bill that amends quite a
few different pieces of legislation. I would like to focus
on just a couple of those. To begin with, I would like to
look at the second-reading speech. I noticed that the
previous speaker also mentioned the government’s
Arrive Alive initiative and how some of the changes to
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the laws are based around that. I remind the house that
when it comes to country drivers particularly, the
greatest way to assist them to arrive alive would be to
invest in country roads, especially category C roads.
A lot of good work was done by the RACV (Royal
Automobile Club of Victoria) a number of years ago
showing that investing in category C roads would have
a bigger impact in reducing the country road toll than
anything else that could be done, whether it be
introducing tougher laws or whatever else.
There has been a disproportionate decrease in the city
road toll compared with the country road toll, because
there has not been the investment in country roads,
particularly category C roads, the narrower bitumen
roads. They need substantial upgrading. If you drive
through my electorate, you see that quite a lot of those
roads have sunk and become very rough because of the
drought. As the soils have cracked and dried, the roads
have become very rough and quite dangerous. We need
a substantial investment because by definition those
roads are VicRoads roads, and the government needs to
invest in them.
Firstly I want to touch on clauses 6 and 47, which have
to be considered together . They are about determining
whether people are fit to drive. The issue I would like to
raise with the house is no doubt faced by many
members in this place, and that is when some of the
older people in our community reach the stage where
someone believes they should not be driving any more.
When this happens their licences are taken off them.
Quite often the family does not want to be involved
because it is a tough issue, and often the local member
ends up raising it.
A few people who have had to sit a new driving test
have come to me with issues about how it is done. It is
the law, which is fine, and they have to do it, but the
issue is about how it is done. Firstly, they have to drive
a car they are not familiar with. For an older person that
can be difficult, because they are usually comfortable
with their own car. We all know that if we get into a
different car our driving is not always as good as it
might ordinarily be, and that situation is probably
magnified with older people.
On top of that, in my electorate the people sent out as
driving testers often have a strong foreign accent which
older country people — who generally live in an
Anglo-Saxon community — do not necessarily
understand. Older people therefore are not only stressed
because they want to get their licence back — and let us
face it, we were all nervous when we went for our
drivers licences — but on top of that they are put in a
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strange car, with a strange person who has a heavy
accent that they may not understand very well. If they
make one mistake, they fail the test. They then have to
go through an even bigger rigmarole next time.
Suddenly they find they are off the road and cannot
drive any more.
Therefore, when we are talking about people who are
fit to drive we should ensure that we make it reasonably
practical for people to resit their test when they are
older. They should not be put under undue stress or find
themselves in a situation where they are doomed to
failure because of the pressure of a strange car and a
strange person testing them.
Another issue I would like to talk about is clause 53 and
the chain of responsibility for speed compliance. We
debated fatigue management legislation in this place
not that long ago, and at that time I raised some of the
issues I want to touch on tonight — the enforcement of
fatigue management and the chain of responsibility for
speed compliance.
Transport operators and their drivers have come to my
office with concerns about how the fatigue
management legislation is currently being enforced by
those officers who enforce it. They explain to me that
the new work diary is substantially different from the
previous logbook. If they make even a small mistake in
filling in that work diary, they are up for a substantial
fine — in excess of $600. If the driver makes an entry
which is only slightly in the wrong time zone, or if he
makes a spelling mistake, he could be fined $500 or
$600, and that is wrong. When that legislation was
introduced it was not the intent that drivers be fined that
sort of money for making a mistake when filling in
their work diaries. There needs to be some lessening of
the vigour in enforcing some of the minor offences
there.
An issue raised with me by a driver — and he was most
irate about it — concerned an occasion when he
incorrectly filled in his work diary. The diary consists
of 15-minute blocks. When he set off on his trip he had
filled in the 15-minute line forward of the actual time,
so he in effect had another 5 or 10 minutes in his trip
that he did not account for in his logbook. He was
pulled up 100 kilometres further down the highway.
The enforcement officer who pulled him up got out his
calculator and worked out that if he had left at
3.30 p.m., which is the time he filled in his logbook —
the actual time was perhaps 3.20 or thereabouts — he
must have been speeding to be at that particular point
on the highway at that time. The enforcement officer
worked out that because of the time difference in his
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work diary, he had averaged 101 kilometres an hour; so
he was booked for speeding which meant a $600 fine.
What is worse is that the transport operator who owns
this fairly new truck now has to send it away to have
the speedometer checked to see that it is calibrated
correctly. He is up for the truck being off the road for
the best part of a day and a half — it has to go to
Mildura and back to be checked because that is the only
place that can do it — plus he has to pay a driver to take
it up there and then pay something like $1000 to have
that truck tested to make sure that the speedometer is
correct. All that just because the driver put the line in a
few minutes ahead of his leaving time, instead of filling
it in a few minutes behind. If he had filled it in a few
minutes behind and been pulled up 1 kilometre down
the road, he would have been in trouble for doing that
too!
When we make laws in this place we need to be careful
about ensuring that they are practical and work for
those who have to live by them in the future. In raising
my concerns I caution the house and suggest the
minister might take note of the issue when looking at
this legislation and at the chain of responsibility for
speed compliance. I have written to the minister about
this issue and sent copies of the letters from the
transport operator and his drivers about how they are
being unduly harassed by the enforcement officers.
Another issue the transport operator raised with me was
that the enforcement officers presume everyone they
pull up is guilty until proven innocent. They go right
through a truck looking for drugs, for stay-awake stuff,
and they throw everything out of the cabin. They throw
out the driver’s sleeping gear, their spare clothes,
everything — and when they do not find anything in
the truck there are no apologies or thankyous or saying,
‘Can we help you clean it up?’. Clothes, sleeping gear
et cetera are thrown in the side cut with the grass, with
the burrs and the prickles. We are going too far in
presuming everyone to be guilty and to be the worst
person in the world when it comes to the enforcement
of these particular laws. We need to respect the people
who do the work to shift the freight around Australia,
and not think that they are criminals right from the start.
There is a whole range of other issues in this legislation.
Quite a lot of it is good. I am concerned about those
particular issues around older people with licences and
determining whether they are fit to drive and the
enforcement of fatigue management and driving
offences. The coalition does not oppose this legislation.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I too am pleased to speak on
the Road Legislation Amendment Bill. Many of my
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colleagues have eloquently covered most of the bill, but
I particularly want to pick up on some of the points
made by the member for Geelong — the previous chair
of that wonderful committee which is known as the
Road Safety Committee. It comes up with many and
varied recommendations to government which go a
long way towards saving many lives in Victoria.
On some of the comments made by opposition
members, even when they support a bill they still feel
the need to make snide comments about this
government’s performance and its investments in road
safety. Yet they know well that this government invests
heavily in road safety. Just today an announcement was
made — and I am sure I will mention it during debate
on the appropriation bill — that there will be record
investments once again into the areas of police and
roads. There was something like $992 million
committed to improve Victoria’s roads.
I can certainly vouch for investments that have been
made in the Geelong Ring Road. Stages 4A and 4B,
and now the extension from the Princes Highway to
Winchelsea, will make that road much safer.
I am very proud of our record; we have invested
heavily in roads. Having said that, the key objective of
this bill is to amend the Road Safety Act 1986 with the
implementation of new road safety strategies to
decrease road trauma. This involves a new campaign
and an increase in penalty units for first-time
drink-driving offences.
Bicycle riding has been mentioned quite a lot, and in
their travels members of the Road Safety Committee
learnt that the Netherlands has 13.5 million cyclists. I
was quite surprised to find that the Netherlands does
not have a helmet policy; it does not require cyclists to
wear a helmet. The comment made to members of the
Road Safety Committee at the time we visited was that
they did not want to impede people from riding a bike.
They said there were many people who rode bikes, and
helmets might be an impediment to some of them. I
found that ridiculous, but nevertheless that is their
policy. We are now going down the path of having a lot
more cyclists. That is good to see, not only from an
environmental perspective but also in terms of public
transport and the health of community members.
I have noticed that some bikes are now very expensive.
Obviously they can get up to very high speeds. At one
stage I was after a bike for myself; I only wanted to
spend about $300 to $400, and some bikes were
$10 000, $12 000 or $15 000 — I think they were
20-speed bikes. It gets very complicated. Clearly those
bikes are designed to move very quickly. In some cases
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they are most likely doing 60, 70, 80 and 90 kilometres
per hour and keeping up with cars. Colliding with a
pedestrian has devastating effects, as we have seen,
particularly in the tragic circumstance described earlier
by the Acting Speaker, the member for Mordialloc,
when talking about an incident in her area. As there is
an increasing trend in Victoria towards people riding
bicycles, we need to accommodate this by updating our
road laws in relation to bicycle riders.
I also want to comment on our reputation around the
world. We are particularly renowned for how we have
dealt with driving behaviour. Some industrialised
nations find it very difficult to tackle the question of
driving behaviour, but we are leading in terms of how
we have tackled and are improving our road safety
conditions and how we have changed people’s
behaviour and conduct while driving. I am very proud
of that reputation. Road safety organisations throughout
the world want information on that from us, because
they find it very difficult to tackle that side of the
problem.
The bill also makes minor amendments to the Road
Management Act 2004 which will enable VicRoads,
with consent from the relevant road authority, to
discontinue a road or part of a road. I know in instances
where a road is to be discontinued the council is usually
given the responsibility and duty of care in relation to
that matter, but the amendments in this bill giving
VicRoads that responsibility will make it easier and
more efficient to discontinue a roads.
Other amendments in this bill include the correction of
a typographical error in the Transport Act 1983 and
clarifications to the Accident Towing Services Act
2007. The amendments in this bill to the Road Safety
Act 1986 send a very strong message to Victorian road
users, and as such it seeks to improve road transport
systems and overall safety.
I am sure many members have had conversations at
barbecues and around the dinner table about cash
cameras, revenue raising and all that sort of stuff. The
simple answer to that argument is that we do not want
that money; if people do not speed, they do not have to
pay a fine. From that perspective, there is clearly no
argument. Nobody makes anybody speed; it is the
individual with their foot on the accelerator who
speeds. Once you do that you are clearly breaking the
law. Just because you get caught does not mean it is
somehow someone else’s fault. From that perspective
we are seeing a change in behaviour.
In New South Wales they operate differently. They
have a lot more signage about the location of fixed
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cameras, and there are signs leading up to them. In
many instances you notice that when people go past
these cameras they slow down, but once they are past
them they speed up. We see that all the time on the
Geelong highway. The point-to-point cameras on the
Hume Highway make it extremely difficult for people
who think they can escape the law by slowing down
when they get to the camera and then speeding up once
they have passed it. They cannot do that if the cameras
are point to point.
There are further amendments in this bill which include
creating standards to determine a person’s fitness to
drive and the introduction of a new offence to protect
the operators of safety cameras and speed detectors. We
have seen some instances where these operators, who
are just doing their day-to-day job, have been attacked
by people who get caught speeding. Clearly that is
unacceptable. It is their workplace. They are entitled to
be safe in their workplace, sitting in their car and
catching lawbreakers. There are a lot of campaigns
about speeding, and there is really no excuse for it. For
those who are caught by one of those speed cameras to
then get out of their vehicle and attack a person who is
just doing their job is atrocious. Hopefully with stricter
laws in relation to those types of offences, that sort of
behaviour will cease.
As I said, the amendments in the bill to the Road
Management Act 2004 provide for a more efficient and
effective way to discontinue a road. The amendment
will see a cost saving to the — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I too rise to speak
in the debate on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill
2009. As colleagues have pointed out, this is an
omnibus bill that makes quite a lot of changes. Some of
them are very good, and I will refer to some of the
amendments to the legislation which I think are
particularly wise and which will benefit all Victorians.
On the issue of drink-driving penalties, dropping the
licence suspension threshold for a blood alcohol
reading from 0.15 to 0.10 is a good move. I am angered
so often, especially on weekends, when I see a road
blitz on the Eastern Freeway and there are cars parked
by the side of the freeway. Time and again I wonder
why these people have got into a car after they have had
a few drinks. Obviously they have a blood alcohol
content well over 0.05 when they get into the car.
Nobody puts a drink in their hand, and nobody makes
them drink it. These people need to be held
accountable. As one of many in here who, I am sure,
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have been touched by the road toll, I think this is quite a
good move. I commend the government for lowering
the blood alcohol content threshold to 0.10.
The maximum penalty for a first offence for drink
driving is now up from 12 units to 20 units. That is in
clause 8 of the bill. If we want to get really serious, in
the future we may even look at whether this is tough
enough. The community is demanding tougher
sentencing for many crimes, especially ones as
preventable as drink driving. Accidents are accidents
and they are always going to happen, but it is not an
accident when somebody has consciously consumed far
too much alcohol and then got behind the wheel of a car
and intentionally destroyed not only their own family
but sometimes other families.
Whilst these changes should be introduced in a timely
manner and Victoria Police should have enough time to
make the necessary adjustments, it is important the
community is made aware of them. The cynic in me
would ask, ‘Are these changes going to spring up out of
nowhere?’ — and of course we will have a bit more
revenue as well.
Another amendment in the legislation concerns cyclists
and their responsibility as road users. This is a
particularly wise and timely move. Under clauses 18
and 19 of the bill cyclists can now be charged with
offences similar to those that apply to drivers of motor
vehicles. There are offences like careless or dangerous
driving of vehicles other than motor vehicles — and in
this case we are talking specifically about cyclists.
Clause 16 introduces a new offence for drivers of
non-motorised vehicles who fail to stop and render
assistance. There are also new offences in relation to
those who have had an accident and duties incumbent
upon them, especially where a person is injured or
property is destroyed or damaged. That includes, as I
said, stopping and rendering assistance but also
exchanging details and reporting the accident to the
police. I think this is a good idea, especially after
hearing from the member for Mordialloc about an
accident that occurred in her electorate, which I am sure
is still fresh in many minds.
The types of vehicles referred to in the legislation
include bicycles and also certain wheelchairs. These are
expressly specified in the bill. They include
non-motorised wheelchairs and also those that are
motorised but not capable of going more than
10 kilometres an hour. This is a very good part of the
bill. However, as with a lot of legislation that comes
before the house, I would have to ask whether we really
have to legislate for almost everything stupid people
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do? There comes a time when we have to say we
cannot legislate for the stupid minority. Last year’s
Tour de France incident comes to mind, where a dog
ran out and caused a major accident on the course.
What do they do in France? Do they now legislate that
dogs cannot go anywhere near the course? We have to
be a bit sensible when we are creating legislation.
Another part of the bill relates to third-party
circumvention of alcohol interlocks. The existing
alcohol interlock program will be amended to make it
an offence for a third party to bypass or disengage an
interlock device. If somebody who has an alcohol
interlock device fitted to their car says, ‘I think I want
to drive home’, and their mate who has not been
drinking says, ‘Yeah, yeah, you can drive; you are more
sober than I am’, and blows into the device, that will
now be an offence. One would say that that should have
been thought of when the devices were first introduced,
because I think it is a pretty logical step.
New section 50AAK(1) provides:
(1) A person must not, without reasonable excuse, by-pass
or disengage an approved alcohol interlock installed in a
motor vehicle …

But we have to ask: what is a reasonable excuse?
Obviously that is open to interpretation. In relation to
clause 9 the explanatory memorandum states:
It is anticipated that it will only be in rare instances that a
person might have a lawful excuse for tampering with an
alcohol interlock.

That leaves it wide open to interpretation. What are
‘rare instances’ and who is going to specify what they
think is a good enough reason to bypass the device?
New safety laws are coming in to protect road safety or
speed camera operators. It will be an offence to
obstruct, hinder, threaten, abuse or intimidate a person
who is operating a speed camera. That is a pretty fair
thing to legislate for, the penalty for that offence being
about 60 units. The penalty for the careless driving of a
vehicle other than a motor vehicle is 6 to 12 units — I
am not sure about the balance there.
The last matter I want to touch on is the heavy vehicle
speed compliance section of the bill, which introduces a
chain of responsibility for heavy vehicle speed
compliance. It extends the responsibility to parties other
than just drivers. It could be an employer, a prime
contractor, an operator, a scheduler, a consignor, a
consignee or a loading manager. There are quite a few
haulage companies in the Bayswater district, and I am
not sure how they are going to cope with this. If a rogue
driver thinks he has a good excuse for upping his speed
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a little bit, why should an employer have to pay for his
stupidity? This is a very difficult one for me to come to
grips with. I think we need to start making people
accountable for their own actions. I am not as keen on
this part of the bill as I am on some of the other parts.
The member for Swan Hill gave a terrific example of
how this type of legislation can be misinterpreted and
taken to extremes. Perhaps we will revisit this
legislation at a later stage, when it is found to be
difficult to administer, and also when the burden falls
back onto those who are not necessarily at fault. With
those remarks, I will not be opposing the bill, and I
wish it a speedy passage.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I rise to speak in
support of the Road Legislation Amendment Bill. In
doing so I want to acknowledge that last year
304 people lost their lives on Victorian roads, and a
further 7000 people sustained very serious injuries.
Having said that, in 2008 Victoria had the lowest road
toll since records began in 1952; the figure was 28 less
than for 2007. Besides the tragic loss of life, these
accidents impact significantly both emotionally and
physically upon Victorians. Thankfully, most of us
have not lost a family member or loved one on
Victoria’s roads. However, very few of us in this place
can come in here without knowing at least friends or
colleagues who, as the slogan goes, may have been
‘touched by the toll’.
Through the tireless work of Victoria Police, the
Transport Accident Commission and dedicated medical
staff and volunteers, the toll continues to fall. But as we
all know, every life lost is one too many, and any
initiative or law that helps to save lives on our roads is
well worth the effort and worth supporting.
Safety on our roads has improved dramatically over the
past few decades. Victoria’s annual road toll has more
than halved since 1989. Policies such as the compulsory
wearing of seatbelts, the use of speed cameras, and drug
and alcohol testing are all making a difference, but
driver behaviour continues to shock and astound. It is
almost impossible to comprehend that 42 people who
died in crashes last year were simply not wearing a
seatbelt. That type of statistic must be both
disappointing and enormously frustrating for our police
who are trying to prevent this happening. While this
year’s Easter period produced one of the lowest road
tolls with just one fatality, police still reported an
alarming number of drink-driving and speeding
offences. It seems we must remain vigilant towards
driver behaviour.
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The bill introduces a range of tougher enforcement
efforts to tackle poor driver behaviour and make drivers
think twice before getting behind the wheel, particularly
if they have had a drink.
An important component of our road safety regime
includes road infrastructure improvements. This
government has continued to be proactive in improving
road safety conditions. Recently the upgrade of the
Calder Highway between Melbourne and Bendigo was
completed. It involved the construction of a
high-standard freeway, which includes bypasses to
smaller towns such as Malmsbury, Taradale, Woodend
and Elphinstone. This is the sort of road that saves
lives. It removes dangerous long stretches of
single-carriage highway and enhances driving
conditions. Importantly, it will help to save lives on
Victoria’s rural road network.
It is not just the rural section of the Calder Highway
that has been upgraded. Last week, during a public
hearing of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee, the head of VicRoads, Gary Liddle, fielded
questions about the Tullamarine-Calder interchange
project and the Ml project. Mr Liddle explained that
VicRoads expected accident savings of about 20 per
cent to 25 per cent as a result of the Tullamarine-Calder
interchange project. With that work having been
completed, the very good news is that in the first
18 months the result achieved is tracking at about a
65 per cent saving in accidents — well above the
expectation of about 20 per cent. VicRoads is also
forecasting that the upgrading works on the Ml project
are expected to reduce accidents by about 20 per cent.
My electorate of Williamstown has one of the most
dangerous sections of road in the state — that is, the
section of road along the West Gate corridor between
Williamstown Road and Kororoit Creek Road.
Fortunately this government is taking action to improve
that section of the road, and I commend the Minister for
Roads and Ports for his actions. With $4 million being
spent along the corridor as part of the safer road
infrastructure program, the project will include the
installation of safety barriers and guardrails as well as a
widening of the road’s shoulders. These safety
upgrades will prevent vehicles from running off the
road and colliding with roadside objects.
This section of the West Gate Freeway has a significant
history of casualties, with 78 crashes in the past five
years, 28 of them resulting in fatalities, including the
horrific crash on 9 December 2007 in which four young
men returning from a funeral died when their car left
the road in the Altona area, hit a tree and exploded in
flames, killing all of them. These types of road
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improvement projects will create safer driving
conditions and go a long way to saving lives on
Victorian roads.
There is no doubt that this bill is far reaching and
ambitious in its goals, and so it should be. It is clearly
designed to implement a number of Arrive Alive road
safety strategies, a strategy that by 2017 should reduce
deaths and serious injuries on Victorian roads by 30 per
cent. If this ambitious target is met, then an extra
100 lives will be saved and more than 2000 serious
injuries will be prevented each year. To achieve this
outcome the Arrive Alive strategy addresses three
critical components: safer roads and roadsides, which I
have spoken about; safer vehicles; and safer road users.
In light of the broad scope of the bill I want to restrict
my comments to a couple of areas of focus — namely,
the expansion of the drink-driving laws, which have
been spoken about; speeding by drivers in the freight
industry; and the chain of responsibility.
Firstly, I will talk about drink driving, which is
important because it accounts for up to 30 per cent of
all driver fatalities in Victoria. Unfortunately an
increasing number of those fatalities also involve drugs.
The bill recognises this and has toughened
drink-driving penalties across the board. The bill
introduces immediate licence suspension for a
drink-driving offence by a fully licensed driver with a
blood alcohol concentration of 0.10 and above. As we
know, this is significantly lower than the previous
automatic suspension level of 0.15.
These tougher laws are being brought in at a time when
Victoria Police is reporting an alarming rise in the
number of drink-driving offenders caught by booze
buses. Police booze buses are now reporting a strike
rate of over three times that recorded in the mid-1990s.
I appreciate that police are getting much smarter in their
positioning of booze buses, but it is still a very
concerning situation. Policing will be backed up with
awareness and education campaigns to send out the
anti-drink-driving message. However, experience
shows that strong legislation will have an impact on
driver behaviour. It is there to protect public safety.
The bill continues to implement a chain of
responsibility in the freight industry. The member for
Ferntree Gully made a reasonable contribution on this
issue. The chain of responsibility is vitally important in
an industry that operates on both tight margins and a
just-in-time delivery method.
Truck drivers share their workplaces with other road
users; they have numerous workplaces, such as
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distribution centres, shopping centres, rail hubs, ports,
airports and of course the road network. A bill like this
is groundbreaking and will be looked to by jurisdictions
all over the world in terms of setting appropriate
standards. The sorts of provisions in this bill are things
that have been fought for by the Transport Workers
Union and responsible employers for years.
The chain of responsibility laws ensure that employers
and customers who impose unrealistic driving
schedules and delivery deadlines take their share of
responsibility when laws are broken. It does not for a
moment remove the responsibility of drivers, who must
be held to account for their speed. What it does mean is
that drivers can and should resist any unfair pressure
applied from anyone in the chain of responsibility to
deliver goods to unrealistic deadlines.
The bill implements national model legislation for
heavy vehicle speed compliance. Creating a chain of
responsibility with regard to speed offences is crucial in
what is an increasingly competitive industry. This type
of legislation is broadly supported by industry. It
ensures that good operators are protected and that
competitive advantage cannot be gained by breaking
the law. I assure the house that this type of legislation is
groundbreaking and could be considered world best
practice. Many people forget when they go into a
supermarket that everything on the shelves has been
moved by a truck.
I congratulate the minister on introducing this important
legislation into the Parliament. It is another vital step in
making our roads safer.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
commenting on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill
2009, which is an omnibus bill, I will focus my remarks
on two areas, the first of which is the lowering of the
threshold for immediate licence suspension for
drink-driving offences from a blood alcohol level of
0.15 to 0.10 for full licence-holders and an increase in
penalties.
Over the last 35 years there have been significant
reductions in Victoria’s road toll — from 1030 in the
early 1970s to a few over 300 today. That is a
remarkable improvement, and it is largely the
consequence of laws that have been introduced in
Victoria, including seatbelt legislation, random breath
testing legislation and the prescription of a 0.05 blood
alcohol limit. In that regard it should be recognised that
much of this legislation has been the result of
recommendations made by all-party parliamentary
committees. It is fair to say that Victoria has led the
world on this issue.
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I will principally focus my remarks on the role of
cyclists. The bill provides for cyclists to be charged
with serious traffic offences — similar to those that
apply to drivers of motor vehicles — including careless
riding, dangerous riding and failure to stop and render
assistance, exchange details or report to police
following an accident.
James Gould was a pedestrian who was killed a couple
of years ago in Mentone, a suburb that partly falls
within my electorate. In commenting on the issue of
cycling safety, I refer to a Bicycle Victoria report on
cyclist deaths entitled 30:30:30 — Cyclists: Motorists:
Government. It is of some concern, as noted in the
report — and the situation may have changed in more
recent times — that:
Victoria does not have a systematic approach to reducing
cycle death and injury. Apart from occasional reports by
Bicycle Victoria and the Victorian Injury Surveillance System
there is no consistent study of the problem. Nor do we have a
steady program of developing and improving
countermeasures.

My attention was drawn to this document by a road
safety advocate in Mentone, Pete Dowe, who has had a
number of letters published. In fact prior to the death of
Mr Gould he made the comment in a letter to the local
newspaper that the interface of cycling and pedestrians
in Mentone was a tragedy waiting to happen — and,
regrettably, it did.
I wish to put on the record a number of concerns raised
in Bicycle Victoria’s report. It analyses deaths where
cyclists on the road have been hit from behind, it gives
figures for training and touring cyclists hit from behind
and killed on high-speed and rural roads, and it makes a
number of recommendations to government. Young
people have been killed when riding off footpaths and
onto roads, and cyclists have been killed after being hit
from the side. Cyclists have been hit head on, one of the
most sure-fire means of death. Cyclists have been hit
while changing lanes to the right but not overtaking.
The report refers to cyclists ‘killed crossing lanes,
especially slip lanes, on high-speed roads’.
The report also provides some case studies of how
cyclists die. Case study 1 is entitled ‘Poor risk reduction
by the cyclist’. One of the examples is of a cyclist
referred to as doing everything wrong — riding at night
with no lights or helmet and breaking the road rules.
The second example is of a child not ready for the road.
The lesson from the death of this young girl is that too
many children die because they cannot control their
bikes and are not aware of traffic. Case study 2 is
entitled ‘A combination of factors’. Fast roads leave
little room for error, and drivers must give cyclists
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room when overtaking. Case study 3 is entitled
‘Motorist at fault’. The report says that drunk driving
kills, as does drug driving. The bill addresses those
concerns by providing an increase in the penalty for
driving with a blood alcohol level over the prescribed
limit.
There is another example where a cyclist was not
paying attention to what was happening on the road; he
was hit from behind by a car and died from multiple
injuries. The driver was reportedly replying to a text
message on a mobile phone when the car hit the cyclist
at 100 kilometres per hour. There are a number of
recommendations as to how cyclists can help
themselves: the selection of the route, obeying road
rules, improving their visibility, the education and
training of children and ensuring that their helmet fits
properly. A former policeman, John Dettman, who
worked with Victoria Police in the recovery phase after
an accident, picking up the pieces of bodies on train
lines and dead bodies off the road after cycling
collisions, had a very strong view that the adequacy of
the cycling helmet is pivotal to the wellbeing of
cyclists.
The report goes on to note how motorists can make it
safer for cyclists by obeying road rules, by sharing the
road with and showing respect for other road users, by
avoiding alcohol and illegal drugs, fatigue and
speeding, and by avoiding distractions such as using
mobile phones and changing music while driving. The
level of disobedience of road rules by motorists using
mobile phones while driving is on a very wide scale.
The sooner the alignment of a motor vehicle and a
loudspeaker holder for a mobile phone is coordinated
the better. It is quite anomalous that in this day and age
motorists are driving around town with one hand on the
wheel and their mobile phone in the other hand. The
breadth and scale of that non-compliance is alarming. I
think there is great scope for the parliamentary Road
Safety Committee to examine this issue further.
There is another way that the government can help to
make roads safer for cyclists. Bicycle Victoria
comments on drivers using hand-held phones. It says
the government should review penalties for negligent
drivers who kill cyclists, and recommends funding and
building more safe places to ride. I am struck by the
incongruity and at times incompatibility of cyclists and
motorists on major arterial roads. There are keen
cyclists who cycle alone, but with just one lapse of
judgement or one small level of inadvertence on the
part of either the cyclist or the motorist, a tragic
outcome is inevitable.
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There are a couple of further matters I wish to
emphasise in relation to this study. Hospital admission
data held on the Victorian inpatient minimum database
(VIMD) is described in footnote 8 of this report. It
states:
Hospital admission data is collected on the Victorian inpatient
minimum database held by the department of health and
community services. This data covers people admitted to
Victorian public hospitals, cyclists being identified by the
external cause code associated with a principal injury on
admission. Non-inclusion of admissions to private hospitals
will contribute a small under counting, but this is likely to be
consistent from year to year. Readmissions, if they were not
correctly coded as such, would result in over counting.
The VIMD does not record causality. Thus one hospital
official reported verbally that a patient was admitted and said
they were injured on their bike. It turned out they had been
using their bike as a ladder to do some painting.

In addition, I would like to note a further bullet point
from the report:
… all the cyclists who have a crash ‘all by themselves’, called
bicycle alone or single vehicle crashes. These account for
around 80 per cent of all hospitalisations. (The police data
include DCA 174 ‘out of control on carriageway’. Police
would not be called to a similar crash on a bike path.)

I call for a higher level of recording of causality factors
in bicycle accidents on Victorian roads.
In my electorate there has been a very strong debate
about opening clearways on weekend mornings on
Beach Road with a view to trying to provide a clear
pathway for cyclists between the hours of 6.00 a.m. and
10.00 a.m. However, I will make two comments on this
issue. Firstly, two of the more serious accidents that I
am aware of occurring on Beach Road in the last
12 months occurred outside those time parameters.
Secondly, there is a range of other sporting club users
who park along Beach Road, be they recreational
anglers or members of lifesaving clubs or boating clubs.
The high level of infrastructure, including trailers,
parked along Beach Road makes the situation
problematic.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Howard) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I am pleased to rise to
speak in support of the Road Legislation Amendment
Bill. It is good to hear in this house support of a bill
from all sides. This important bill is an omnibus bill.
Other members have spoken about the fact that it is a
very broad bill basically dealing with transport issues,
particularly road safety issues, although it has some
other elements such as accident towing and
management of parking.
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I want to focus on two elements of this omnibus bill.
One is the improvements to road safety through
stronger drink-driving laws. Another issue that has been
discussed by many members is the increase in penalties
for drivers of non-motorised vehicles, particularly
bicycles, who do not obey the road rules. The other
element relates to heavy vehicle speeding controls, and
what is now a series of pieces of legislation around the
chain of responsibility in the freight industry. I will talk
a bit about that.
The first thing I really want to focus on is cycling and
bicycle safety. As a member of the government I have
spoken many times in this house in support of cycling. I
am a very proud cyclist, and a few days a week I
commute on my bicycle. I represent the electorate with
the largest number of commuter cyclists in the state, so
I am — —
Mr Batchelor — Stop wearing lycra!
Mr CARLI — I do not wear lycra! In fact I
represent an electorate where a large proportion of the
bicycles have baskets and where the cyclists are normal
folk who do not necessarily wear lycra but use bicycles
to get around — to get to work and to shops. I have
sought, in this house, to support cycling, bicycle tracks
and paths and on-road cycling, and to ensure that there
is increased safety for cyclists. That has been a
hallmark of this government. The recent release of a
bicycle strategy by the Brumby government highlights
the importance of cycling not only as a form of
recreation but as a form of transport in the state.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr CARLI — I note the presence of a previous
Minister for Transport and his good work in promoting
cycling in the state of Victoria.
However, supporting cycling also means ensuring that
cyclists take fair responsibility while they are on the
road. It is not all about providing for cyclists. If cyclists
are to be legitimate users of our roads and a legitimate
part of our transport system, then they have to share the
responsibility for road safety and what happens on the
road. This bill provides increased penalties for drivers
of vehicles, principally bicycles, who engage in careless
or dangerous driving or fail to stop after an accident.
The Brumby government considers cycling to be an
important form of transport. The flipside of that is
cyclists have to take some level of responsibility. I say
that as an avid cyclist and part of a strong cycling
community. We do not want renegade cyclists doing
dangerous things on our roads. We want cyclists to be
responsible.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
1140

ASSEMBLY

Briefly on the issue of heavy vehicle reform, there has
been at a national level in Australia concern about road
safety as far as heavy vehicles are concerned. Over time
national codes of practice and responsibility have been
developed and there has been legislation nationally
around the issue of chain of responsibility. I have
spoken about this in the house previously. It applies to
mass, dimension, load restraint and driver fatigue
management. For all of these issues the responsibility is
not simply with the driver but also with other elements
of that chain of responsibility. That has been extended
to include heavy vehicles speeding, to ensure that those
who can influence what a driver does and the decisions
made by drivers when they breach speed limits are held
accountable.
This chain of responsibility provision targets heavy
vehicles speeding. It ensures that those who are in a
position to influence a decision that results in a breach
of speed limits are held accountable. We have had a bit
of discussion in the house this evening about what that
means. In practice it focuses on all the parties in the
transport chain. It may include the employer, the prime
contractor, the operator, the scheduler, the consignor,
the consignee, the loading manager — all those who
could potentially influence a speeding offence.
This is consistent with other elements in the freight
industry such as fatigue management, where the driver
is forced to drive at a high level of fatigue as a result of
pressure from other parts of the chain. It also applies to
the mass they carry and to overweight vehicles. It
requires that the employer, the prime contractor and the
operator all take reasonable steps to ensure that a heavy
vehicle driver who is working for them does not
commit an offence. As I said, this extra element of
speeding is being added to the principal act. A number
of pieces of this chain of responsibility-type legislation
have passed through this house.
Another important element of road safety is the
expansion of the operation of immediate licence
suspension for drink driving. When it applies to a full
licence-holder it will go from the 0.15 concentration of
alcohol to 0.10. I think that is important. It is part of this
constant fight we have in Victoria to ensure that we
lower the death and injury rate on our roads.
The bill increases the penalties for first time drink-drive
offences, for companies that fail to disclose the identity
of a driver to a member of the police force, and for
driving a large vehicle and exceeding the speed limit.
There is a whole series of new elements to enhance the
Brumby government’s strategy to further reduce by
30 per cent by 2017 the number of deaths and serious
injuries on our roads.

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

Victoria is a world leader. Members of the Road Safety
Committee have spoken tonight and indicated that
when they travel overseas there is a recognition that
Victoria is a world leader. We have among the safest
roads in the world. In 2008 Victoria recorded
5.75 deaths per 100 000 head of population, compared
to 7.23 for the rest of Australia. Not only are we among
the safest in the world but we are certainly the safest in
Australia.
If you look at the key initiatives taken by the Bracks
government and now by the Brumby government, you
see a number of areas of focus and of commitment to
reducing that road toll — managing speed, pedestrian
safety, motorcycle safety, heavy vehicle safety and
bicycle safety. We are working with the community,
raising awareness and providing educational
campaigns. We are tackling drink driving, drugs and
the combination of drink driving and drugs. We have
been world leaders in acting on those issues.
And then there are our roads. There is no doubt that
safer roads, targeting black spots, targeting intersection
crashes and targeting on-road safety issues have been
critical in reducing our road toll. There is no doubt that
there have been successes, but we also have to also
recognise that we still have far too many people dying
on Victorian roads, with 303 deaths in 2008. Even
though that number was 29 less than in the previous
year, it was still far too many.
The campaign to reduce that number continues. We
will continue to pass necessary legislation that
empowers the police and the community to act to make
Victorian roads among the safest in the world. I
commend this important bill to the house.
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I rise to speak on
the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2009 on behalf
of the Lowan electorate — the largest electorate in the
state. I know the bill contains many provisions dealing
with road safety. Like many members of this house, I
am not opposed to those provisions. However, there are
many unanswered questions, and I have concerns with
parts of this bill.
I have just heard the member for Brunswick speak
about the bill. I know he is a very passionate supporter
of road safety, as all of us are. I was more interested in
his cycling comments. I am not sure if he wears lycra;
he said his constituents do not, but he did not say that
he did not. We ate talking not only about cycling;
walking is also a good thing to keep us fit.
Mr Batchelor — What about you?
Mr DELAHUNTY — I do all those things.
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Mr Batchelor — Do you wear lycra?
Mr DELAHUNTY — No way! The reality is this
bill contains many provisions. It is what is called an
omnibus bill. In the short time I have tonight I want to
cover some of the things that are concerning me. As I
said, many of the provisions in this bill deal with road
safety, and we are all strongly supportive of that. I have
just come back from a couple of weeks away. I was
over in Turkey, and I think we could show Turkey a lot
of road safety initiatives, particularly in relation to
wearing helmets. Over there neither motorcyclists nor
cyclists have to wear helmets. Some of those initiatives
have been great in Victoria, and we lead the way in a
lot of road safety measures.
However, there are some concerns, and I want to cover
them today. The first is that this bill exempts road
authorities from fencing or contributing to the cost of
fencing road reserves. I heard the member for Polwarth
speak about this in his contribution. Like him, I am
concerned, and he was not given the answer to his
question about where this provision applies. We know
that only last year, in early 2008, responsibility for
weed control was shifted from the state government
across to local government. As I said before, the size of
my electorate is 34 500 square kilometres; it is the
largest in the state. In fact, I can fit 76 — —
Mr Lupton — Which is the smallest?
Mr DELAHUNTY — The member for Prahran
asked which is the smallest. In fact his electorate is the
smallest. It is less than 12 square kilometres in area. I
am sure the member could ride around it in half a day.
If he had a car, he would be able to do it in less time.
The reality is my electorate covers 34 500 square
kilometres. It is the largest electorate in the state, and
76 of the other 87 electorates could fit inside it. There
are seven municipal councils in the electorate, and they
are responsible for a lot of roads in their areas. They
were very disappointed last year because the
government provided only $5 million to be shared
between the 79 councils in Victoria and the Department
of Primary Industries for the control of weeds on
country roadsides. There is an unrealistic ask in this
clause, where the government is again going to shift
costs from the state government across to local
government — or it could be to private land-holders —
for the fencing.
I could use the example of my area. Ararat Rural City
Council is responsible for 2247 kilometres of roads;
Glenelg Shire Council has 2627 kilometres; Hindmarsh
Shire Council has 3254 kilometres; Horsham Rural

1141

City Council has 2948 kilometres; Moyne Shire
Council has 3473 kilometres; Southern Grampians
Shire Council has 2660 kilometres; and West Wimmera
Shire Council, one of the smallest populated shires in
the state, has responsibility for 2764 kilometres of road
reserves.
Where we have seen the state government handball
responsibility for weed control to local governments,
those local governments are now concerned that they
are going to be given responsibility for more costs by
the Brumby government. In fact they are going to be
handballed more problems in relation to funding their
road infrastructure. It is unrealistic to expect local
governments to handle that, and in this time of financial
crisis the last thing ratepayers want and the last thing
our councils need is to pick up the tab for another
Brumby government cost shift. Many councils in this
state relied on the Brumby government to relieve the
financial pressures when this budget was handed down
today. Councils may have got a little bit, but they did
not get anywhere near enough, particularly if we are
going to have this type of legislation which handballs
more cost pressures to local government.
I strongly support the idea that cyclists could be
charged with serious traffic offences similar to those
that apply to drivers of motor vehicles. I have heard
great contributions in the chamber tonight about
specific cases, and there is no doubt that anyone using
our roads, whether they be motorists, motorcyclists or
cyclists, need to comply with the road laws. Road laws
are there to control the 2 or 3 per cent of people who
unfortunately do the wrong thing. We have to have
those laws. Unfortunately there have been instances of
the road laws being disobeyed by cyclists and of the
government, police and others having limited power to
regulate the activities of those people doing the wrong
thing. I support changes in that area.
The third provision I will talk about lowers the
threshold for immediate licence suspension for
drink-driving offences applying to full licence-holders
from 0.15 down to 0.10 and increases penalties. If there
is one thing that I am concerned about as a non-drinker,
it is that people on the road should be doing the right
thing. Alcohol impairs your driving ability. It does not
matter whether it is fatigue, drink driving or any of
those things. Because most of our roads in country
Victoria are single-lane roads, including in the Lowan
electorate, a person coming towards you from the other
direction, whether they are driving a car, riding a
motorcycle or driving a truck, needs to make sure they
are fully capable and can control their vehicle
responsibly. That means I have to do the right thing too.
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We have seen great improvements in relation to
controlling drink driving, and we have also seen work
done in controlling drug use by drivers, but I think
more work needs to be done. The reality is that I, like
the other members who have spoken on this bill,
support the lowering of the threshold for immediate
licence suspension for drink-driving offences.

covers an enormous area in road safety and ranges
across a number of jurisdictions, including the
Department of Justice, the Department of Transport, the
Department of Planning and Community Development
and the Department of Sustainability and Environment.
It deals with a broad range of matters in relation to road
use.

Another concern I have, on which I have also heard
comments made, is that if this legislation gets through,
it will make it an offence to use devices for informing
people about speed cameras and the like to prevent the
effective use of prescribed speed detection devices. In
his contribution today the member for Polwarth spoke
about global positioning system devices. I agree with
him and many others that they assist people to find their
way around cities and even around country Victoria.
Those devices are not always 100 per cent accurate, but
they are capable of identifying fixed speed cameras. My
understanding is that under this legislation they will still
comply with the law, but if anyone sells a device the
principal purpose of which is to prevent the use of
prescribed speed detection devices, that will still be an
offence. That is probably the right thing to do, because
as the old saying goes: if you break the law, you should
get caught; and if you do not break the law, you will be
all right.

This bill comes on top of a whole raft of amendments
and initiatives this government has introduced in nearly
10 years in office. In February 2008 the government
launched its new road safety strategy Arrive Alive
2008–17, which builds on the previous Arrive Alive
strategy 2002–07. The strategy has achieved a huge
amount in that time. The objective of the initial strategy
and the second strategy is to reduce deaths and serious
injuries by a further 30 per cent by the end of 2017. I
think it is great and important to have strategies and
objectives in policy but it is also important that we
make the changes necessary to achieve those.

It concerned me greatly when I heard in the budget
today that driving, speeding and other traffic offences
will result in an increase of 10 per cent in revenue
obtained in the state from that source, because I thought
we would be pushing those figures in the other
direction. I thought people would be doing the right
thing, but obviously this government is wedded to debt
and is looking for another way of paying off its large
debt. It looks like the motorists are again going to be
hit. This government and other Labor governments
have been notorious for hitting motorists by increasing
taxes on fuel, speed camera fines, taxes for registration
from pensioners and those types of things. This
government loves to hit particularly people who own
cars. I have some concerns in that regard.

Certainly the Arrive Alive strategy 2002–07, which was
the first, has been very effective in reducing road deaths
and road trauma. The achievements of that Arrive Alive
campaign include a 19 per cent reduction at the end of
2007 in the number of road deaths compared to the
three-year average of 1999–2001, which was used as
the benchmark. Just prior to the launching of Arrive
Alive the annual road toll was 444.
To the end of 2008 an estimated 720 fatalities had been
prevented, including 129 in country Victoria since the
introduction of the first road safety strategy, which was
introduced in late 2001. In 2008 country Victoria
recorded its lowest road toll on record, with
137 fatalities — a 21 per cent reduction on 2007. As a
member of Parliament representing the electorate of
Macedon I am particularly interested in the road toll on
country roads. You, Acting Speaker, also represent a
country electorate, so you too will know that roads are
often narrower in country areas and have lots of
wildlife on them.

I will finish by saying that this omnibus bill covers
many matters. Like other members, I am not opposing
the legislation. I wish it a speedy passage through the
house. With those few comments, on behalf of the
Lowan electorate I say again that I am not opposing this
legislation.

People drive much faster on country roads. You are
almost certainly at most times going to be travelling at
80 or 100 kilometres per hour, so any crashes that occur
at those speeds almost inevitably result in fatalities, and
it is that which makes country travelling more
dangerous. That is why we need to direct our strategies
to these sorts of areas.

Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise in support of the
Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. As has been
stated by previous speakers, this is quite a meaty little
bill with a huge number of changes, some of which are
not quite as complicated or as detailed as others. It

As I said, the Road Legislation Amendment Bill builds
on a number of strategies that have been introduced in
Victoria over the last five years. These strategies have
focused on a number of key areas — for example,
tackling drink driving and drug driving has been a key
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focus of this government’s initiatives. On-road safety
treatments have particularly targeted crashes that
involve vehicles running off the road and intersection
crashes. The initiatives to reduce the incidence of those
crashes have been about investing in roads and road
infrastructure.
In the area of speed management there has been the
introduction of reduced speed limits down to
40 kilometres an hour around schools, for example. The
strategies have also focused on pedestrian safety, on
motorcyclists, on heavy vehicle safety, on bicycle
safety and on working with the community on a
number of these initiatives.
There has also been legislation or regulation around
mobile phone use, motorised scooters and seatbelts —
for example, there is now legislation to ensure that
every occupant in a vehicle wears a seatbelt, which was
not the case previously. We have also introduced
legislation to deal with hoons, to which a number of
amendments have been made. A feature of that
legislation has been that, to date, over 6500 motor
vehicles have been impounded. We have also seen
increased safety at railway level crossings, with the
provision of more warning signals and infrastructure.
This government has a very proud record on road
safety, and the bill before the house builds on that.
In my opening remarks I said this bill deals with a huge
number of issues, and I wanted to focus on a few of
them, including speed camera operators. As it happens,
my partner was involved in a situation where a
gentleman had taken it upon himself to cross a road and
to abuse a speed camera operator. It was a very messy
business. Had this legislation existed at that time, it
would have been much easier to deal with that case.
It is not uncommon for abuse to be levelled at speed
camera operators. Maybe it is a bit like the unpopularity
of football umpires, but I suspect part of the reason is
that there is an oft-perpetuated view that speed cameras
are about revenue raising. Having a low tolerance to
speeding and speeding drivers I get incredibly
frustrated every time I hear the suggestion that such
measures — including the use of speed cameras
focusing on drivers’ speed — are revenue-raising
exercises. Road statistics show that reducing the
incidence of speeding reduces the crash rate, reduces
the number of deaths and reduces the incidence of
injury.
We know all this for a fact, yet we continually hear the
suggestion that the role of speed cameras, and therefore
speed camera operators, is to raise revenue. That
enables drivers to feel quite justified in their speeding

1143

and allows them to think they can abuse the people who
are implementing those provisions. I am very pleased
that this bill provides for the introduction of a specific
penalty for abusing speed camera operators.
This bill also increases penalties for drivers of vehicles
other than motor vehicles, such as bicycle riders, who
engage in careless or dangerous driving or who fail to
stop after an accident. Recently there have been some
cases where this has occurred. As the driver of a car —
rarely do I ride my bike on the road — there have been
times when I have thought bike riders believed they did
not need to abide by the road rules, which makes things
very difficult for drivers and dangerous for cyclists. I
think this is a good provision.
I am also pleased to support the part of the legislation
that deals with implementing a national model for
heavy vehicle speed compliance. Parties in the transport
chain who can influence where speeding occurs have a
responsibility to ensure that drivers are not encouraged
to speed, as is agreed by the Australian Transport
Council. I know a number of truck drivers, some of
whom drive interstate, so I know that often their
schedules are such that it would almost be impossible to
meet their deadlines without speeding. The operators
and the people who have paid or will pay them to
deliver their goods know the distances that the drivers
will have to travel and would know what the estimated
time of arrival would be for such a journey.
Such people cannot demand that a driver complete a
journey in a shorter time frame without speeding, and
this legislation will extend that chain of responsibility
and make those people also share in the responsibility
for that vehicle’s speeding. Many drivers do not want to
speed and know that speeding increases the risks to
themselves and other motorists. This legislation does
some excellent things, and I commend it to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I will make a very brief
contribution to the debate on this bill. I will focus
particularly on clause 47, which deals with older
drivers. Testing older drivers is something we need to
take into consideration in country areas. Allowing older
people to continue driving may not be safe, but if we
are going to remove their independence, then we need
to prop up public transport services and transport
options that these older people can use so that they can
continue to use the services they need and be
functioning members of our community.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Schools: nurses
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development to immediately reinstate full funding to
the primary school nursing program so that all prep
children can be seen by a school nurse.
As the mum of a daughter in prep, I am deeply
concerned about the new school entrant health
screening taking place. In previous years all prep
students were seen by a visiting school nurse, so when
several mothers, teachers and principals approached me
and alerted me to the fact that very few children are
now being seen, I decided to investigate further.
All prep parents were given a questionnaire to complete
regarding the health of their child. The cover letter
accompanying this questionnaire had the subject line
‘Changes to prep vision testing by school nurses in
2009’. It did not mention that only selected children
would be seen for a full check-up, which previously
included general health, dental and weight checks.
Indeed the department’s own website says
75.8 effective full-time nurses are employed to deliver a
universal vision and targeted hearing screening service
to all prep students in primary schools across the state.
The introduction to the questionnaire says, ‘If you agree
to have your child seen by the school nurse please
complete the following’. I completed the whole lot, and
my child was not seen. The generic letter I got back
from the nurse claims my daughter was not seen
because she had a three-and-a-half-year-old maternal
and child health check. Teachers explained to me the
unquestionable need to have all children screened for
hearing and vision problems at prep age, as it
sometimes explains a child’s behaviour in the
classroom. If a child, for example, has some degree of
hearing loss, they may become unruly or appear
insolent when in fact they are just not hearing
instructions. In a normal home this may not be as
evident as it is in a room full of noisy prep students.
Every parent who approached me agreed they were not
qualified to detect minor vision or hearing
abnormalities in their children. Indeed children are so
adaptable that many learn to compensate for their
deficiencies. Formerly, a nurse would spend an entire
week or more at a primary school, but most schools
have reported to me that despite growing enrolments
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the nurse only attended for two days this year. Staff
from three schools confirmed that the nurse had said
funding had been cut from the program. Every parent
and teacher I spoke to at various schools was of the
understanding that every child was to see the nurse, not
just four or five children from each class.
If, as the minister has so often said, education is this
government’s no. 1 priority, and if her department’s
role is to support young children and give them the best
possible start in life, why has school nurse funding been
cut? Why is the minister short-changing our kids? I
implore the minister to increase funding to this essential
program and have nurses return to our primary schools
this year to see every Victorian child in prep. If she
does not, we will all have to deal with the ramifications
down the track.

Sweeney Recreation Reserve: funding
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The matter
I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation and concerns Casey City
Council’s application for $60 000 from the community
facility funding program. The action I seek from the
minister is that he look favourably at funding the
Sweeney Recreation Reserve netball pavilion
extension.
Casey is one of the fastest growing municipalities in
Victoria and can be classed as having a young
population, with approximately 65 per cent of the
population younger than 40 years old. The 10-to-39 age
group is the highest proportion of the population that is
active and therefore most likely to participate in
organised sport. In relation to sports participation there
are approximately 200 registered sports clubs in the
municipality.
Netball is still the undisputed favourite sport played by
women in Australia, and this is reflected in Casey, with
netball ranking equal fourth in participation rates for
children. Across all age groups netball rates equal
eighth in participation in Casey. This is higher than the
Victorian ranking, at 11th, and the national ranking, at
10th. There are currently 18 netball clubs registered in
Casey which operate out of schools, recreation reserves
and indoor sport centres. There are four major netball
competitions conducted in Casey — the Cranbourne
South West Netball Association, the City of Berwick
Netball Association, the Hampton Park Netball
Association and the Mornington Peninsula Nepean
Football League netball club. These competitions
currently have registrations of approximately
3263 participants.
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Narre Warren Netball Club operates out of Sweeney
Recreation Reserve and participates in the Cranbourne
South West Netball Association. The club currently has
221 members and will be able to increase its
membership base once its facilities have been
upgraded. As parliamentarians we are always mindful
of the alarming levels of childhood obesity and the need
to address this — it is a serious health issue.
Participation in sport and good health go hand in hand.
What better way to address the issue of childhood
obesity than by investing in community sport?
Community sport is also about community building. In
many communities sport is the glue that keeps people
together. In new communities it is the place to make
new friends. Children form long-lasting friendships in
their sports clubs, and their parents also form similar
friendships with other parents. The benefits of
community sport are clear.
The Sweeney Recreation Reserve netball pavilion
extension plan includes toilets, change rooms, a
kitchenette and upgraded security. The extra change
rooms are of particular importance. As the sports clubs
grow, more change room space is required not only for
their own teams, but also for guests.
I congratulate Casey council for its commitment to
community sport in our growing community. I also
congratulate the minister for his commitment to
community sport and ask that he ensure that Casey
council’s application for $60 000 for the Sweeney
Recreation Reserve pavilion extension is successful.

Water: Shepparton supply
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Water. The action I seek is that the
minister fund a pressurised pipe supply system for the
land-holders and members of the Shepparton stock and
domestic community water supply scheme into the
Cosgrove, Cosgrove South and Pine Lodge district. I
presented a petition in relation to this today bearing
104 signatures, and the people who signed the petition
want to draw to the attention of this house the fact that
their stock and domestic water channels are urgently in
need of replacement for critical community,
environmental and commercial reasons. They are
requesting funding for a piped stock and domestic
scheme.
This government is spending millions of dollars
building the north–south pipeline to send water from
the Goulburn system to Melbourne and away from
where it is most needed, the food bowl of Australia. I
therefore ask the minister to urgently support these
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land-holders who have run out of water because of the
drought and have been told there will be no allocations
to fill the dams this year. This has had a huge impact on
these people and the district.
The member for Swan Hill, who is also the shadow
Minister for Agriculture, wrote to the Minister for
Water in October last year explaining the dire
circumstances and advising that thousands of sheep and
hundreds of cattle have had to be sold or agisted
elsewhere. The minister responded on 29 January this
year advising that community members would have to
purchase water on the market or cart it from existing
emergency water supply points.
The Minister for Water also acknowledged the benefit
of a piping system in his letter. I quote from part of the
letter from the Minister for Water:
Furthermore, in light of the recent dry conditions, G-MW is
working with the community to reassess the feasibility of
laying pipes in the channel system. In the long term this could
reduce the volume of water needed to supply full entitlements
from 830 million litres per year to 200 million litres per year
and will reduce the risk of future water shortfalls.

For an investment of approximately $4.3 million
towards the cost of a pipeline system to replace a
degraded open channel system, over 630 megalitres per
year could be returned to the Murray-Darling system.
This would not only be environmentally responsible but
would drought proof and fire proof the area and enable
the district to continue producing food and fibre, as well
as provide much-needed water for critical human needs.
Piping this 100-year-old system would remove
100 users with an annual entitlement of 830 megalitres
from the Broken River, which is under huge stress, and
provide landowners with security of water supply.
Those people are desperate at the moment; they have
been urging the government to come forward and make
a decision about piping the channels. We know the
channels are over 100 years old. They have been
leaking and seeping. We are aware of all the reasons the
minister wants the channels in the Goulburn Valley
lined. We urge the government to have a look at the
situation of those people and respond.

Veterans Reserve, Spotswood: monument
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister Assisting the
Premier on Veterans’ Affairs — and it is pleasing to see
him in the house tonight. I ask the minister to support
an application made by the Commemoration Park
Memorial Committee to replace the fence around the
Battle for Australia monument in the Veterans Reserve
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in Mary Street, Spotswood, under the Restoring
Community War Memorials grants program 2008–09.

Springvale–Old Warrandyte roads, Donvale:
traffic lights

Veterans Reserve in Spotswood contains a memorial to
all who served in defence of Australia from
19 February 1942 to 15 August 1945. The memorial
was installed in 2007 and is in very good condition.
However, the fencing around the reserve is in poor
condition and requires urgent replacement.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Roads and Ports. The action
I seek is for him to ensure that the new traffic lights
being installed at the busy Springvale Road–Old
Warrandyte Road intersection in my electorate meet the
needs of local residents. According to the former
transport minister, these lights are being installed to
‘improve safety and reduce delays at this busy
intersection’.

I was present for the memorial’s installation back
in 2007 and was joined by the then mayor of Hobsons
Bay City Council, Cr Bill Baarini, representatives of the
RSL, Spotswood Primary School students and other
members from our local community.
To the credit of the Hobsons Bay City Council, it has
worked closely with the Commemoration Park
Memorial Committee to develop a style of fencing that
will offer greater protection to the memorial, whilst not
detracting from the overall amenity the reserve
currently offers. A new fence will also add to the safety
and dignity of the area.
Since its inception in 2004–05 the Restoring
Community War Memorial program has supported
over 200 projects. These projects have helped restore
existing memorials and honour rolls back to their
original condition. Some of these projects have also
enhanced memorials to properly reflect their local
communities’ service history and increase local
community knowledge about the history and purpose of
local memorials.
I note in the application guidelines that projects
requiring funding for repairs to barriers and fences that
surround and protect a memorial are eligible under this
grants program. This application by the
Commemoration Park Memorial Committee seeks
funds for exactly that purpose. I know the minister at
the table, the Minister for Gaming, appreciates the
importance of these monuments and their surrounds. I
am sure most members would have participated in
Anzac Day commemorative services a couple of weeks
ago and noticed that crowds continue to grow for these
important events. The action I seek from the Minister
Assisting the Premier on Veterans’ Affairs is that he
support this particular application to erect a new fence
at the Veterans Reserve in Spotswood.
In closing, I want to thank and acknowledge Mrs Jean
King, the memorial committee treasurer, for preparing
the application. I also thank the other committee
members for working so hard to have the original
monument installed in 2007 and for pressing ahead
with this application.

I recently met with more than 40 residents near the site
to discuss the plans, and they had a number of
contributions they wished to be included in the design.
The priority issue is pedestrian access to the planned
bus stops on either side of Springvale Road near
Berrima and Old Warrandyte roads. A pedestrian
crossing or traffic lights need to be installed nearby
because the stop serves many school runs. Students
alighting and boarding buses will risk rushing across
four lanes of busy traffic rather than walking further
along the street to the traffic lights to cross the road
there. This needs to be addressed as a matter of
urgency, and it could be a major safety issue.
Residents want assurances that the road will
accommodate drivers turning left from Old Warrandyte
Road east and that they will not be blocked by cars
turning right at that intersection. Residents want
keep-clear signs on both sides of Springvale Road —
one for cars exiting Berrima Road, one near the
intersection of Old Warrandyte Road west and
Springvale Road to allow cars to turn left, and another
outside the unit development entrance on Old
Warrandyte Road west near the intersection, as vehicles
frequently block the entrance. Berrima Road residents
want to ensure that the centre median strip at the
Berrima Road–Springvale Road intersection is wide
enough to safely contain a car waiting to turn right onto
Springvale Road rather than risk being hit by passing
traffic, as is currently the case.
Residents in Berrima Road, Leslie Street and Serpells
Terrace are concerned about traffic flows and want to
know that their streets will be incorporated into traffic
management planning once the lights are installed. This
could include considering the sequencing of the new
lights with those at Mitcham Road and those outside
the Donvale Retirement Village to ensure smooth
traffic flows. Residents want clarification on what
vegetation will be removed and, importantly, what
revegetation will be carried out. They also want to
know what noise abatement measures will be put in
place while these works are being carried out.
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The works raise a number of questions about the
government’s ultimate agenda for this section of
Springvale Road between Mitcham Road and Reynolds
Road. Residents want to know what is planned for this
arterial road in the future and when further work will be
carried out. I have written to the regional director of the
Metropolitan South East Regional Office, Mr Steve
Brown, outlining these suggestions and questions. I will
also give a copy of the residents’ requests to the
minister.
It is disappointing that VicRoads did not consult with
residents about this significant intersection, as they
clearly have a lot of good ideas to contribute to the
planning. I strongly urge the minister to take the views
of Doncaster residents into account and ensure that
these new lights genuinely support the safety and ease
of passage of local drivers, public transport users and
pedestrians.
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under Sport and Recreation Victoria’s major facilities
grant. That grant was announced back in 2007. Because
of the wonderful community development benefits that
this stadium will bring, an application has also been
made by the Nillumbik Shire Council for a significant
Victorian Community Support Fund grant. The facility
will support Diamond Creek and district residents, but
in particular in relation to non-sporting uses it will also
support the residents of up to 17 rural areas to the north
of Diamond Creek as well as the residents of the rest of
Nillumbik shire, many of whom have been affected by
the horrific 7 February bushfires. These people
currently have to leave the shire to access venues such
as this.
The significance of this project has also led to
$3.5 million in federal funding being granted by the
Rudd Labor government. Additional funding from
community development funds is necessary to finalise
the building of this great centre.

Diamond Creek: multipurpose stadium
Albury Wodonga health service: establishment
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Community
Development. The action I seek is for the minister to
support a grant application that has been made by
Nillumbik Shire Council in support of funding for the
Diamond Creek multipurpose stadium.
Members in this place would be familiar with my
advocacy over many years for this facility in the
Diamond Creek part of my electorate. In fact my
advocacy resulted in a $25 000 recreational needs study
which identified the need for this facility in the first
place. I was delighted to learn that another $1 million
has been allocated for this facility in the budget
announced today. This project involves the
development of a multipurpose facility to accommodate
performances, large community meetings and
celebrations as well as indoor sports like netball —
which is my favourite sport — basketball and
gymnastics.
The state government has agreed that this facility be
constructed on education department land at Diamond
Valley College and adjacent to Diamond Creek East
Primary School. The facility will be shared between
these great government schools and the broader
community, in particular by the Diamond Creek Force
Netball Association. I think there needs to be greater
support for women’s sport in the shire of Nillumbik.
Due to its sporting component, the development has
previously been supported by the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs in this place with a grant
of $500 000, which is the maximum amount allocated

Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Health, and the action I seek is to have the
minister ensure that all the debts of both Albury and
Wodonga hospitals are cleared before 1 July 2009,
when an integrated health service will become a reality.
On 20 September 2001 the then Victorian Minister for
Health, John Thwaites, stood in this place and
announced a ‘united public hospital system for Albury
and Wodonga commencing from 1 January 2002’. It is
now over seven years since this date, and the
long-awaited integration will become reality on 1 July
2009.
The communities of Albury and Wodonga have waited
for this for a long time, and the integrated service
deserves to be given every possible chance of
succeeding. A clean slate is the only way to start, and
ministers from both sides of the border — from New
South Wales and Victoria — need to ensure that all
outstanding debts to traders are paid in full before the
amalgamation. There is a history of reports coming out
of New South Wales about suppliers being owed large
amounts of money for long periods of time without
payment by Greater Southern Area Health Service. The
latest report states that there are debts of over $900 000
owed to a radiologist. The level of debt has forced the
suspension of services for breast screening and reduced
the availability of radiology for non-urgent surgery in
theatres. Obstetric services have been located in
Wodonga for several years, with New South Wales
residents having their babies delivered in Wodonga.
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Any invoices for these services still owing in New
South Wales need to be paid in full for the clean slate to
be achieved. Local businesses need assurances that
invoices will be paid in a timely manner by the
integrated health service. An amalgamation born with
outstanding payments is not going to instil the
confidence required. Small businesses rely on an
ongoing and reliable cash flow to ensure continued
provision of services.
The health services of the Albury-Wodonga region are
unique, and a cooperative approach between services
has been seen as vital for the border’s future health care
and for the benefit of our communities. This historic
cross-border integration should see patients from both
Albury and Wodonga benefit from two excellent
hospitals under one management working together to
deliver the best possible health care. This government
now needs to do all it can to ensure that the correct
stable foundations are laid for the combined services —
not foundations immediately under pressure from the
weight of a high debt level.
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I congratulate the Brumby government on bringing
forward this piece of infrastructure spend and building
this road, which no-one had done before despite many
promises from many people, none of them kept. This
time the road will be built. As I said, we are interested
in the exact nature of this road; there is keen
community interest in it. I would appreciate the
information being made available to residents, not only
in my electorate but also in surrounding areas, who will
use this much-awaited road.

Planning: growth areas infrastructure
contribution

Dingley arterial: construction

Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I wish to raise an
issue for the Minister for Planning. The action I seek is
for the minister to immediately reconsider the proposed
growth areas infrastructure contribution (GAIC) the
Brumby government intends to apply to property
owned within the area currently being investigated for
inclusion within the urban growth boundary (UGB).
This issue is of particular relevance to the communities
of Junction Village, Devon Meadows and Clyde —
areas in my electorate which are under investigation.

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — The matter I raise is for
the Minister for Roads and Ports. I ask the minister to
take action to clarify and explain the scheduling and
also the construction details of the next stage of the
Dingley arterial road. This project is being watched
with keen interest by residents in my electorate, and I
have had many instances of correspondence seeking
information about it. They are interested in the
scheduling of works to put this project in place and also
in the construction details to see exactly how the road
will be constructed — details such as its path, traffic
lights et cetera. I am requesting that that information be
made available to me to share with the constituents in
my electorate.

The Brumby government intends to expand the UGB
later this year. It has justified this move on the basis of
the need for affordable land for housing. The GAIC
will apply to owners of land brought into the UGB
since 2005, and the government is arguing that the
contribution will more fairly share the cost of building
new infrastructure. Property owners or developers who
bought their property after 2005 will be levied at
$80 000 per hectare, and for any land brought into the
UGB in or after 2009 a simple flat-rate charge of
$95 000 per hectare applies. The GAIC will push
Victorian developers and landowners to a point of
either bankruptcy or of withdrawing their properties
from the market.

This road is one of high interest and concern for
motorists in my electorate. Many, many years ago
when I was growing up in Highett this road was talked
about. That was a good 40 years ago, and there has
been a high level of interest in it for all those years. This
will be the third stage of the Dingley arterial road to be
put in place. Already the Dandenong bypass has been
built and the South Road extension has been
constructed, and now this third stage is mooted to go
from the Westall Road extension on Springvale Road to
Perry Road in Dandenong. It is a major piece of road
infrastructure in our area. It will cost many millions of
dollars, and we will watch the construction of this road
with much interest.

This measure is just the latest in a long line of
increasingly desperate attempts by the Brumby
government to grab more money, but this is not money
for infrastructure; it is money to fund an addiction to
power. Make no mistake: this government will do
whatever it takes to hold onto power in Victoria. Even
if it means it has to drive property owners to the wall,
Labor will consider that to be a necessary sacrifice for
the greater good.
This measure will cost jobs and prevent new
developments from going ahead in the growth corridor.
For example, a person owning 200 hectares of land will
receive a bill for $19 million under the GAIC and will
be forced to attempt to pass that cost on by increasing
the selling price. Of course that is only if the market
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and the buyer or developer can absorb that additional
cost.
A property of 1100 hectares, such as one planned for
development in Beveridge, would attract an immediate
payment of $104.5 million to the government, the
payment being required up-front and not in smaller
amounts as each development proceeds. A developer
who buys the land will have to pass this extra cost on to
first home buyers. The additional cost to an end
purchaser of a home has been estimated at $6500. So
much for the Brumby government’s stated objective of
affordable housing.
Fifty per cent of the contribution is intended to go
towards developing important infrastructure projects in
the area, so the government tells us, and 50 per cent will
go towards funding the GAIC system.
On 29 April I attended a public rally in Officer
regarding the GAIC. It was clear that the vast majority
of those people who will be affected have serious
concerns about the effects of the state government’s
proposal — and it is no wonder. These communities
enjoy a semi-rural amenity that is not congested by
urban development. Many of the residents purchased
their properties in these areas to guarantee a particular
quality of life for their families. Now they find
themselves threatened by the ridiculous and
out-of-touch policies of this Labor government. The
Brumby government’s proposition burdens landowners
with an unrealistic debt which it claims is to cover the
cost of delivering infrastructure, infrastructure the
government should have been accruing funds to
establish over the years — —
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There have been increases in funding in previous
budgets and in this budget to support these services, and
I ask the minister to ensure that the Macedon electorate
secures funding for our services locally, because over
the years the volunteer services — the CFA and the
SES — have been poorly resourced.
I am pleased that in the nine and a bit years I have
represented the electorate of Macedon there have been
considerable increases in funding for trucks and
communications and other equipment for individual
volunteers as well as brigades to use. We need to
continue to see such increases in funding. We know the
CFA and SES do an enormous amount of work and an
enormous amount of fundraising.
It is incumbent on us as a government to ensure they
are not required to fundraise for the essential equipment
they need to continue their professional work, and that
funding will be allocated to some of those services in
this budget, particularly the Sunbury SES, which is
quite a large service with responsibility for an
enormous area. It works all year round, as does the
local CFA.
The Sunbury SES manages the Calder Freeway, which
passes near Sunbury. It is a very busy road — there are
actually lots of busy roads in and around Sunbury —
and the local SES unit is the road rescue team for the
area. It responds to a lot of call-outs and needs
up-to-date equipment to continue to do its great work. I
ask the minister to make sure that the three SES teams
in the electorate of Macedon are funded for the vehicles
that they need to do their job.

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

Emergency services: Macedon electorate
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — The matter I raise is
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
The action I am seeking from him is to fund the
acquisition of a number of vehicles needed by local
emergency services in the electorate of Macedon. I
have lobbied and have been lobbied by a number of
volunteers representing both the SES (State Emergency
Service) and the CFA (Country Fire Authority) for new
tankers and heavy rescue vehicles. I ask the minister to
fund these vehicles which are necessary for the services
to continue the great work they do on behalf of our
community.
In recent times we have seen the professionalism of
both the SES and the CFA under tragic circumstances.

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development) — I want to thank the member for Yan
Yean for her ongoing interest in her local community
and particularly in this fantastic project. I know that she
is passionately involved with the Diamond Creek
multipurpose facility. The member was in fact the
strongest advocate for the $1 million that was
announced in today’s budget and will be contributed to
the project by the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. I understand that this is an incredibly
important project for the people of Diamond Creek and
surrounding towns. I also understand that it is a very
expensive project that is expected to cost over
$11 million.
This project has the support of the Rudd government.
As we have heard from the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs, it is a project that the
Brumby government is supporting with a significant
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contribution that was announced today. I think the
minister is announcing that tomorrow in the Yan Yean
electorate. The member for Yan Yean also mentioned
that this facility will be far more than just a sporting
stadium. The non-sporting components for the facility
are the foundation of a very strong application that has
been made to the Community Support Fund, which
falls under my area of ministerial responsibility.
Currently in Diamond Creek large-scale participation
rates in community activities are adversely affected by
the lack of a community facility that can hold more
than 300 people. There are lots of events in Diamond
Creek which a large supportive base of spectators want
to attend, but that is not possible at the moment.
Numerous groups and individuals are therefore required
to commit significantly in both travel time and finances
to meet their aspirations for participation in a range of
cultural endeavours, and unfortunately some of them
are not able to participate at all because of a lack of
facilities.
I am advised that the proposal for this facility will
comprise a significant variety of features that will
enable its flexible use. It will include fold-out raked
seats that can be used to create a show court-style
facility. They can also be used to view a stage
performance or presentation. Acoustic treatments,
sound and lighting have also been included in the
design and costings. With the seats folded away, the
court space will be able to be used for a range of sports
or community activities, such as FReeZA events, Blue
Light discos, trade shows and markets.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! There appears
to be some sort of audio going on somewhere — —
Mr BATCHELOR — It seems the member for
Sandringham is going off over there.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask that it be
turned off.
Mr Thompson — I am sorry, Deputy Speaker, but
earlier today the minister referred to its being Pete
Seeger’s birthday this week.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I ask
somebody to turn off that audio. It is not appropriate.
Mr BATCHELOR — It was also impressive to
note that the facility has been designed so that schools
can use part of it — even a small part, perhaps one-third
or even two-thirds — whilst the community is able to
access the balance without the parties compromising
each other’s use or, importantly, school security
protocols.
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A mezzanine level has also been designed into the
project. It has a lift and stair access, ensuring access for
all — for not just the able bodied but the disabled too.
This area can be used for viewing the court space or for
community meetings or programs such as after-school
or holiday programs for local schools.
Not only will this be a wonderful facility that will bring
the community together, but the process that has got the
community to this point has been important. We also
understand that this sort of community engagement has
helped deliver a much more beneficial outcome. The
local community has also involved itself in community
fundraising with an ambitious and important target of
$2 million. The community is asking local stakeholder
groups to be involved in this, because they will be
represented in the management of the facility, which
will provide ongoing support for community
strengthening and building.
In addition to increasing participation and volunteer
rates, the facility will also create employment
opportunities, initially in construction and, in an
ongoing sense, to meet program and maintenance
requirements.
As the Minister for Community Development, I have
been asked to support an application to the Victorian
community support grants program, and I am actively
considering that at the moment. Commitments have
already been made by this government and the Rudd
government to support this project. The request that has
come through tonight again asks that the state Labor
government support this project through an application
to the Community Support Fund currently being
considered, and I am happy to have that progress
through the normal evaluation process within the
Department of Planning and Community Development.
I say to the member for Yan Yean and the member for
Diamond Creek that we understand the importance of
this project and the community benefit it will bring
through a whole range of community activities. I say to
the member for Yan Yean that in terms of the
Community Support Fund, time will tell.
Mr ROBINSON (Minister for Gaming) — The
member for Williamstown raised with me a request for
support for an application made by the
Commemoration Park Memorial Committee in
Spotswood to have that memorial upgraded. That
application has been made under the Brumby
government’s Restoring Community War Memorials
Grants program. That is a very popular program; it has
been running now for about five or six years, and in that
time grants, which were formerly up to $7000 and now
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are up to $10 000, have been awarded to the value of
almost $2 million. The grants are not for large amounts
of money, but what strikes me, as the minister assisting
the Premier in this area and as someone who has been
involved with this program for some time now, is the
extraordinary but justifiable pride local communities,
ex-service organisations and individuals have in their
local war memorials.
I see the member for Albert Park is in the chamber. I
was with him just recently. We were touring his
electorate where a number of memorials have been
approved for funding under this program this year. He
will testify to the extraordinary support this program
has and how a little bit of money can go a long way.
The member for Williamstown mentioned Mrs Jean
King. I had the opportunity at a recent Anzac Day lunch
to meet Jean King, who is a passionate and articulate
woman who is very committed to this memorial and
makes a very compelling case. I am pleased to say to
the member for Williamstown that, on the strength of
the conversation I had with her and the application she
had put in, the government has agreed to fund that
upgrade to the tune of $1500. That will allow, as the
member for Williamstown has said, for a replacement
of the existing fence around the veterans reserve where
the memorial is situated with a more secure style of
fencing to protect the memorial and improve the
amenity of the veterans reserve.
As the member for Williamstown said in his
contribution, and as the member for Albert Park would
attest and the member for Yan Yean would also
attest — I was out with her last week at Kangaroo
Ground in relation to another grant under this
program — these memorials, whether they are big, as
in the case of the one at Kangaroo Ground, or whether
they are quite modest, as in the case of those in the
electorate of the member for Albert Park, or whether
they are of the size and shape described by the member
for Williamstown, they become the centres for
commemorative activity in communities. That is
something that is growing in popularity and that the
government is very keen to foster, particularly among
younger Victorians.
I am pleased to confirm for the member that this
application has been approved, and I look forward at
some stage in the future to visiting and seeing that
upgrade work in progress.
The member for Macedon raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services regarding the funding of tankers and rescue
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vehicles for emergency services in the Macedon
electorate. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Hastings raised for the attention of the
Minister for Planning a request for reconsideration of
growth areas infrastructure contribution charges in
growth corridors. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Bayswater raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development regarding funding for the
primary school nursing program. I will pass that matter
on.
The member for Narre Warren South raised an issue for
the attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs in respect of Casey council’s application
under the Community Support Fund program for the
Sweeney Reserve netball facility upgrade. I will pass
that matter on.
The member for Shepparton raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Water — namely, the
funding of pressurisation works in respect of the
Shepparton stock and domestic water scheme. I will
pass that matter on.
The member for Benambra raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Health in respect of the
debts of the Albury and Wodonga hospitals and his
desire that they be cleared by the end of the financial
year. I will pass that matter on.
The member for Doncaster raised an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in respect
of traffic lights at the Springvale Road and Old
Warrandyte Road intersection. For the benefit of the
house, that is about 3 or 4 kilometres north of the
Springvale Road level crossing, which of course will be
eliminated under the government’s budget
announcement. That will allow people heading north, to
the member for Doncaster’s electorate, to get there a bit
quicker, and I am sure she will be pleased with that.
Nevertheless, in respect of the Springvale Road and Old
Warrandyte Road intersection, where traffic lights are
being improved, she is seeking assurances on plans for
those improvement works and pedestrian access in
particular. I will pass that matter on.
Finally, the member for Mordialloc also raised an issue
for the Minister for Roads and Ports in respect of the
scheduling and construction of the next stage of the
Dingley arterial third stage, which connects with
Springvale Road, some kilometres to the south of the
Springvale Road level crossing in the Mitcham
electorate. I will pass that matter on.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.43 p.m.
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Police: Red Cliffs

Wednesday, 6 May 2009
The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Notices of motion: removal
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
under standing order 144 notices of motion 66 to 71,
151 to 158, and 209 to 217 will be removed from the
notice paper on the next sitting day. A member who
requires the notice standing in his or her name to be
continued must advise the Clerk in writing before
6.00 p.m. today.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (20 signatures).

VicForests: firewood contracts
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Gippsland, Victoria draws to
the attention of the house the lack of access to reasonably
priced local firewood. The petitioners therefore request that
the Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the state
government to provide provision for firewood contractors to
access state forest.

By Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) (758 signatures).
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To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Red Cliffs and surrounding
communities in Victoria draws to the attention of the house
the need to increase police presence in our district.
The petitioners register their dismay after a weekend of
vandalism with damage estimated to be in excess of $60 000
to the local bowling club and private and public property.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take action to increase staff levels at the
Red Cliffs police station as a proactive step in ensuring that
this criminal activity is not repeated.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (16 signatures).

Rail: Mildura line
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the citizens of the region known as Sunraysia,
primarily in the state of Victoria but including cross-border
citizens of New South Wales centred on the city of Mildura,
brings to the attention of the house the many promises to
return the Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, without
delivery.
The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative
Assembly to bring forward the reinstatement of the
Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, especially in view of:
1.

the many undelivered promises;

2.

the urgent need to promote public transport in a global
warming context;

3.

the pressing need to connect remote Mildura to both
Melbourne and the national rail network; and

4.

the geographic distance now requiring a rapid service
(very fast train) to be competitive.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (136 signatures).

Mornington Primary School: funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the parents and staff of the students of
Mornington Primary School draws to the attention of the
house:
The ageing facilities and poor state of repair of
Mornington Primary School, highlighted by the leaking
roof and subsiding foundations of its principal,
historical, school building.
The inadequacy of annual maintenance funding to
overcome this situation, requiring moneys raised by
parents and friends to be expended on routine
maintenance and repairs.
The lack of advice on where the school sits in the
priority list for capital works, which in turn means that
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the school council cannot make an informed decision on
where best to direct repair and maintenance funds.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria:
Make adequate funds available to cover the entire cost
of roof repairs.
Make a plan for the renovation and restoration of this
historical building, in the context of a capital works
program for the entire school.
Advise the school where it sits in the overall plan for
refurbishment of Victorian schools.

By Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (270 signatures).

Bushfires: vegetation clearance
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Gippsland draws
to the attention of the house the concerns held by landowners
of Gippsland at the lack of control they have over clearing
native vegetation on private property.
In particular, concern surrounds the lack of control of native
vegetation along fence lines.
The petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria direct the government to take immediate action in
legislating measures which would allow private landowners
to clear native vegetation up to three (3) metres either side of
fence lines on private property.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (122 signatures).

Bushfires: vegetation clearance
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In particular, concern surrounds the lack of fuel reduction
burning on Gippsland roads.
The petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria direct the government to take immediate action in
legislating measures which would allow the use of a fuel
reduction burning programs along roadsides coordinated by
VicRoads, the Country Fire Authority and local council.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (167 signatures).

Bushfires: forest access
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Gippsland draws
to the attention of the house a request to place a moratorium
on the closure of access tracks created during the 2009
Victorian bushfires on Crown land.
In particular, concern surrounds the lack of access tracks
currently within Crown land, and the lack of maintenance on
them to allow emergency access vehicles to safely use them
during emergency situations.
The petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria direct the government to take immediate action in
legislating measures which would allow for a retention of
access tracks established during the 2009 Victorian bushfires
and that those tracks be maintained to ensure safe access for
emergency vehicles.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (124 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gippsland East be considered next day
on motion of Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Gippsland draws
to the attention of the house the concerns held by landowners
of Gippsland at the lack of control they have over clearing
native vegetation on private property.
In particular, concern surrounds the inability of residents to
remove native vegetation directly surrounding homes in rural
and bushland areas.
The petition therefore requests that the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria direct the government to take immediate action in
legislating measures which would allow private landowners
to clear native vegetation with a 10-metre perimeter of a
dwelling.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (178 signatures).

Bushfires: fuel reduction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the undersigned residents of Gippsland draws
to the attention of the house the concerns held by road users
of Gippsland at the level of natural vegetation along
roadsides.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr MORRIS (Mornington).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Narracan be considered next day on
motion of Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benalla be considered next day on
motion of Dr SYKES (Benalla).
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LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
Alternative dispute resolution and restorative
justice
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) presented report, together
with appendices, minority report, extract of
proceedings and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report, appendices, minority report
and extract of proceedings be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Annual Plan 2009–10
Management of School Funds — Ordered to be printed
Results of Audits for Entities with other than 30 June
2008 Balance Dates — Ordered to be printed
The Channel Deepening Project — Ordered to be
printed
The New Royal Children’s Hospital — a public-private
partnership — Ordered to be printed.
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Health that he had received the 2008 Report of the
Psychologists Registration Board of Victoria.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the Review of the Findings and Recommendations
of the Auditor-General’s Reports tabled July 2006 —
February 2007.
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strip shopping areas. It will also inconvenience and
potentially endanger local residents by herding volumes
of cars into residential side streets.
Having heard the outcry, including across many
Labor-held electorates, the minister has now had a
rethink. What is Labor’s new answer? Starting the
clearways from 4.00 p.m., except within 100 metres of
an intersection, where they will start from 3.00 p.m.
The same stretch of road, in the same strip shopping
area, will have different clearways with different
starting times depending on whether a car is parked
99 metres from the intersection or 100 metres away.
What evil genius! Just when I thought the minister had
come up with an unfair policy that will destroy small
businesses and cost jobs, he delivered a twist that
makes it a confusing, unfair policy that will destroy
small businesses and cost jobs. The government’s
nonsense has rightly been rejected by Stonnington City
Council, local traders and residents. The minister
should listen and go back to the drawing board.

Anzac Day: city of Monash schools
Ms MORAND (Minister for Women’s Affairs) —
On Tuesday, 21 April, I attended an Anzac service for
schools within the city of Monash which was hosted by
the Rotary Club of Monash. It was the second Anzac
school service organised by the Rotary Club and the
RSL. It was a great success, with over 800 students
attending from schools right across Monash. Colonel
John Coulsen gave a fantastic address to the ceremony,
providing the school students with a personal
connection to the history of sacrifice made by so many
young men and women to ensure peace and security in
Australia.

Dorothy McIntyre and Kathryn Price
MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Clearways: Stonnington
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I again bring to the
house’s attention the Brumby government’s unilateral
decision to change clearway operating hours in the
Stonnington area. The decision to extend clearways
from 6.30 a.m. to 10.00 a.m. and 3.00 p.m. to 7.00 p.m.
was taken without consultation and has been rejected
by councils, traders and residents.
If the Minister for Roads and Ports had been aiming to
destroy the after-school trade for the strip shops in my
electorate, he could not have come up with a better plan
than 3.00 p.m. clearways. Slashing the parking on
arterial roads will be the final nail in the coffin of many

Ms MORAND — In the last two months I have had
the pleasure of congratulating residents in the Mount
Waverley electorate who have celebrated their
100th birthdays. It is a quite common occurrence in
Mount Waverley to have a number of residents
celebrating special milestones, such as 90th, 95th and
100th birthdays. I was very pleased to be able to
congratulate Mrs Dorothy McIntyre, who turned 100 on
19 March, and Mrs Kathryn Price, who celebrated her
100th birthday on 25 April. Both Mrs McIntyre and
Mrs Price were able to share their milestone birthdays
with family and friends, and both received a large
collection of cards, flowers and warm wishes.
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Mother’s Day Classic
Ms MORAND — Finally, this Sunday is Mother’s
Day. I will be joining thousands of people in
participating in the Mother’s Day Classic, which is held
right across Australia on Mother’s Day, not only to
raise money but also to remember those who have been
touched by breast cancer. I will be there with my
daughter and many parliamentary colleagues. I
encourage all members to join us on this great day.

Richard Pratt
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I would like to pay
tribute to Richard Pratt, who sadly lost his battle with
prostate cancer on Tuesday, 28 April, at the age of
74 years. Known as Australia’s most generous
philanthropist and one of the richest men in Australia,
Richard started life in more humble surrounds. He and
his family emigrated from Poland in 1938 and settled in
the Shepparton district. He attended Grahamvale
Primary School and Shepparton High School before
moving to Melbourne to study at the University of
Melbourne.
Richard’s family started a packaging and recycling
business in Shepparton, Visy Packaging, to supply
cardboard boxes to the fruit growers in the Goulburn
Valley. Richard always remembered his early years in
the Shepparton district and often returned to attend
functions and visit Visy Packaging, which still supplies
packaging in the Goulburn Valley. There have been
many organisations and projects in the Goulburn Valley
that have benefited from his generosity. Because of his
generosity and leadership, Richard Pratt, along with his
wife, Jeanne, have left a lasting legacy in business,
education, sport, the arts and the environment to the
people of the Shepparton district and Victoria.
I am fortunate to have met Richard and Jeanne a
number of times in Shepparton and to have enjoyed
discussing a number of shared interests with Richard,
such as the Carlton Football Club, singing, theatre and
the interesting life of a migrant. Richard Pratt was
passionate about everything he did. He was generous,
charming, witty and down to earth. He was a wonderful
role model for many migrants who have settled in
Shepparton. Richard showed by his success that
Australia truly is the land of opportunity and that living
in a country town like Shepparton can give you a great
start to life. I extend my condolences to his family.

Prostate cancer: Geelong support group
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — I would
like to inform the house of an event I held recently in
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my electorate. It was a prostate forum held at 7.00 p.m.
on a cool Tuesday night some two weeks ago. I would
like to congratulate Rolly Armstrong and Graham
Robinson from the Geelong Prostate Support Group,
who helped me organise this important forum. Some
80-odd people attended the forum.
I would also like to congratulate Robyn Metcalfe from
the Cancer Council Australia, who gave a wonderful
talk from the perspective of the council, and Geelong
urologist Greg Neerhut, who answered questions and
gave a half-hour information session on this important
health issue for males. We also had one of only three
prostate ambassadors in Victoria, Bill Rebula from the
Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia, who is a
Geelong person. I would also like to thank my staff
member, Neville Stanley, who helped to organise this
important event.
I encourage other members to hold such forums.
Prostate cancer is an important health issue, and the
forum was very well received in my electorate. I hope
that a prostate support group is formed in the area south
of the river in Geelong.

Government: performance
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — This Victorian Labor
government has become an expert at illusion and
distortion. Who brings forward estimates from the 25th
century to deliver a balanced budget today and then
attempts to portray itself as a wise financial manager?
Who uses other government’s cash bonuses for
infrastructure projects and then claims to be using its
own money? Who pays someone to write a report card
on its achievements and then tries to sell it as an
independent report? The answer to these questions is:
the current Victorian Labor government. It is a Labor
Party that has been in government for 10 long years and
has lost its way.
On 10 April 2007 the Brumby government paid
Deloitte Australia to prepare a report entitled Science
and Technology Innovation Achievements. The
summary report consists of 13 pages and took about
two months to complete. In a media release on 20 May
2008 the Minister for Innovation said:
Victorians are benefiting from the Brumby government’s
investment in innovation according to a report …

Through FOI documents it is clear that the total cost for
this worthless document was $68 500, which equates to
$8562 per week of preparation, or $5269 per page.
Speaker, I ask you, if you pay someone to provide you
with an achievement report, would they write a
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negative report that highlighted your failings? Given
that you are paying the consultant and you also have the
opportunity to review the draft report and make
changes before the final version is released, why should
such a report have any value? In fact this report is
worthless, but that has not stopped this government
from attempting to deceive Victorians.

Footscray Swimming and Water Polo Club:
centenary
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — Last week I had the
good fortune to attend the annual general meeting of the
Footscray Swimming and Water Polo Club. This will
be its 100th year in operation. Its committee members
are very keen, active and genuine individuals who are
doing all they can to promote both swimming and water
polo within the area of Maribyrnong and the
surrounding western suburbs. It is fantastic that the club
has found a new home at the Maribyrnong Aquatic
Centre. It is producing results with its young swimmers
and has had club members compete in many national,
state and international events, including the water polo
competition at the 2000 Olympics when the Australian
water polo team won gold.
It is fantastic to see such a club being able to last for
100 years. It is writing its history this year for its
centenary in October and its clubrooms are surrounded
with photos of swimming champions going right back.
It is a great club. I wish it every success and hope the
club goes on for another 100 years providing its
worthwhile services to the people of Footscray,
Maribyrnong and surrounding areas and giving young
people the opportunity to get into the pool, enjoy
swimming, be active and compete — and hopefully it
may even provide some Olympians of the future.

Berengarra school: relocation
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Berengarra is an
independent coeducational school for junior secondary
students who are of normal intelligence but have
experienced significant difficulties that have precluded
them from success in mainstream educational settings.
Although it is an independent school, two-thirds of the
students come from government schools. The school
aims to, and has succeeded in, building its students’
self-confidence, social skills and academic outcomes.
The students generally spend one to two years at
Berengarra and then move successfully back to
mainstream schools or training opportunities.
The lease on the school’s current premises expires at
the end of this year, and if a new location is not found,
the programs will begin to wind down from June and
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the students will have to return to schools where they
clearly do not fit, so they will probably just fall through
the cracks. The school wants to move to the site of the
former Monash Primary School, which this government
closed, and re-establish in partnership with a Monash
council auspiced community Victorian certificate of
applied learning program. The Minister for Education
has the power under special circumstances to grant
permission to the school to establish on that site, and
moreover the school can pay its own way and increase
the provision of its sorely needed services to more
children from both government and non-government
schools. I implore the minister to use her powers to
allow Berengarra to continue and to expand.

Bayside College: funding
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It has been
another great week for Bayside College. For the third
straight year the college has received funding as part of
the Brumby government’s commitment to education
and to regenerating schools in Melbourne’s west. Just
as construction is nearing completion at the college’s
junior campus in Altona North, a further $11.1 million
has been allocated to start work as part of stage 1 of the
senior campus in Newport. During this government’s
term in office the overall contribution to building works
at the college will have exceeded $22 million. I might
add that the Altona North campus will also benefit from
a decision of the Hobsons Bay City Council to
construct a new $4.75 million library along the Millers
Road frontage. This investment has been supplemented
by the state with funds flowing from both the Living
Libraries program and the Community Support Fund.
Understandably the school is ecstatic at this latest
announcement, and so it should be. It has worked hard
to provide its students and teaching staff with the best
opportunities and facilities. I particularly want to
acknowledge Bayside College principal Mike Kerin,
senior campus principal Rob Evans, college council
president Steve Kingshott and the other members of the
school community for creating the vision and then
persevering to ensure the best of all possible outcomes
for their students. When this government says
education is its no. 1 priority, people need travel no
further than Bayside College to appreciate just what
that statement really means.

Schools: Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I draw the
attention of the house to the lack of provision of
education capital and maintenance funding to schools in
the Sandringham electorate. We have just heard the
member for Williamstown speak about the provision of
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funding for schools in his area; however, the
Sandringham electorate has been sadly neglected by the
Brumby government in the latest round of educational
funding. At Sandringham College windows are rotting
and falling out and the school is unhealthy in terms of
occupational health and safety. This budget has failed
to make provision for basic maintenance upgrades for
local schools and is an absolute disgrace, and yet in the
marginal adjoining electorates $9 million has been
spent on one school and $6 million on another. There is
nothing for schools in the Sandringham electorate.

Planning: Mariemont Avenue, Beaumaris
Mr THOMPSON — The next matter I raise is the
concern of residents of Mariemont Avenue, Beaumaris,
regarding the proposal by Bayside City Council to
implement amendment C75 to the Bayside planning
scheme inter-war and postwar heritage controls in
relation to properties in their street. My understanding
is that not one resident in the street supports the
proposal. A petition will be lodged in the house this
week drawing to the attention of the house the concerns
of residents and the misappropriation of property in
their street.

Romsey: sporting facilities
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — On Tuesday, 21 April,
I had the pleasure of accompanying the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs to Romsey
Primary School to announce funding of $500 000 for
the Romsey sports field’s development. It will be
funded under the Community Facility Funding program
for major facilities. The project is worth more than
$1 million. The construction of the new sportsground
will include an eight-lane grass athletics track, a soccer
pitch and a cricket and football ground at the Romsey
Primary School, which is within the Romsey sports
precinct.
Club facilities and associated car parks will also be
provided, with paths providing pedestrian links to the
Romsey Park. Romsey Primary School will benefit, as
well as Mitchell Ranges Soccer Club, Romsey Cricket
Club, Romsey Junior Football Club and Lancefield
Junior Football Club. Lancefield-Romsey Little
Athletics Club will also benefit, as well as the local
schools, which will use these facilities for their school
sports. Built across the road from the Romsey
Recreation Reserve on 15 acres of undeveloped land
belonging to the Romsey Primary School, it will be a
fabulous new facility.
The land is currently used informally by the local
athletics club, the Romsey Primary School, the cricket
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club and Auskick’s out-of-school-hours sports program.
Works are anticipated to be completed by December
2010, and the project is supported by council funding of
$466 000 as well as over $58 000 from local sporting
groups. This is another example of the government’s
commitment to improving the quality and accessibility
of community sports.

Bushfires: Country Fire Authority volunteers
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — During the terror of this
year’s bushfires we saw volunteers from the CFA
(Country Fire Authority) unhesitatingly put their lives
on the line as they fought to protect people and
property. Many are self-employed and, without
hesitation, left their work and businesses to fight fires,
some for three to four weeks. Many of these men and
women have many years of service and experience in
the CFA. Over the years they have fought fires not only
in their own area but right across Victoria. Victorians
have rightly acknowledged them as heroes — a tag that
has sat somewhat uncomfortably on their shoulders.
They will say, ‘We are just ordinary people doing what
we have been trained to do’. That training has taken
many hours of their own time, has been extensive and
has required a huge commitment over the years.
Although they are called volunteers, these firefighters
are absolutely professional in their work and
commitment to the community. Lauded by government
and feted by the Premier, these heroes are now being
gagged by this government from speaking out.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs FYFFE — They desire to speak out, not for
political or financial gain but because they do not want
ever again to go through another horror period like the
one that started in Gippsland and became Black
Saturday. I have been given a copy of a memo dated
3 April from the chief officer of the CFA.
Ms Duncan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon will cease interjecting.
Mrs FYFFE — This memo effectively gags any
member of the CFA from talking directly to the media
on any operational matter or any other contentious
matter. What is so wrong if they do sincerely speak out
about what happened — about things that worked and
things that did not, about decisions that were wrong and
communication breakdowns and about the many brave
acts?
Mr R. Smith interjected.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 6 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
member for Forest Hill I point out to the member for
Warrandyte that not only are interjections disorderly,
impolite and disrespectful to the Speaker, who was on
her feet, but he is not in his allotted seat in the chamber.
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gross incompetence. It wants to fiddle with our local
ambulance services and reduce service levels even
further, while at the same time claiming that
improvements will result. No doubt they would be
similar to the illusory improvements claimed for
Frankston Hospital.

Fred Hunnam
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am proud to
bring to the attention of the house an honour recently
bestowed upon Forest Hill resident Fred Hunnam, who
was awarded the Australian Defence Medal on
24 March. The medal acknowledges the contribution of
reservists and general personnel who have served in the
defence force since the end of World War II.
Fred served in the national guard from 1957 to 1959,
when his main role was lifting 11-kilogram and
27-kilogram shells into guns within the artillery unit.
Duty is in Fred’s blood — his father served in World
War II and his grandfather in World War I. The Forest
Hill community thanks you, Fred, for your service to
the defence force and this country.

Forest Hill College: basketball marathon
Ms MARSHALL — On another matter, I would
like to congratulate Forest Hill College on its
innovative fundraising efforts. The Forest Hill College
annual basketball marathon for 2009 was held on
31 March and raised over $7000. The event consisted
of 24 hours of non-stop basketball. Students looking on
enjoyed performances by live bands, solo artists and
DJs. This is a terrific idea, and acknowledgement must
be given to Ms Reily and her committee of dedicated
and enthusiastic senior students who organised it.
Funds raised will be directed to Cancer Council
Victoria, the State Schools Relief Committee, the James
Macready-Bryan Foundation and Reach Out for Kids,
all of which are very worthy causes. By all reports
everyone involved had a fantastic time, and I would
like to congratulate everybody on a job well done.

Ambulance services: Mount Eliza
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — At 3.00 p.m. on
7 April Mrs Eugenie Weir of Mount Eliza, a very active
lady of 98 years, had a fall outside a supermarket in the
village. As a result she broke her hip and a finger and
was in considerable pain. Fortunately she was
accompanied by her daughter, who immediately called
an ambulance and was told there would be a 1 hour
wait. The wait turned out to be not 1 hour but more than
3½ hours. A 98-year-old lady waited in considerable
pain for 3½ hours entirely because of this government’s

Mrs Weir’s suffering did not end with her arrival at
Frankston Hospital at 7.30 p.m. that night. At 3.30 p.m.
the next day she was still lying on a trolley in the
emergency department. More than 24 hours after the
accident she was still waiting to be admitted, let alone
operated on. The real facts about our hospitals stand in
stark contrast to the government’s rhetoric. In one way
Mrs Weir was lucky, because at least she got into
Frankston Hospital — too often ambulances are turned
away.
When a 98-year-old lady with a broken hip is left in the
street for almost 4 hours and then for another 24 hours
on a trolley, the system is simply not working. The
Minister for Health should stop talking and start
fixing — or get out of the way and let someone who
cares have a go.

Thomas Mitchell Primary School: international
accreditation
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — I
congratulate the Thomas Mitchell Primary School in
Endeavour Hills and specifically John Hurley and his
staff. I was at the school in April this year to join in the
great honour of the awarding of an accreditation by the
Council of International Schools. This is an
accreditation for which the school has worked very
hard over a period of two years, looking at all its
systems, how it delivers educational services and so
forth. It is an accreditation which only 600 schools in
the world have. Only 20 schools in Victoria have the
accreditation, and they include my old school, Xavier
College, and Presbyterian Ladies College, but I am
talking now about this accreditation being awarded to a
state primary school that probably has a lot less
resources.
This school is incredibly well led by John Hurley, who
has been there since 1991. Having visited the school
many times, I know it is an extraordinarily happy
school. I have never seen so many kids smiling so
much at their assembly and so forth. It is a school of
70 different nationalities. I really just want to say how
proud I am to have in my electorate a school like that,
which is so well led by John Hurley and has achieved
this accreditation. Congratulations to the school and the
teachers. Well done.
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Drought: counselling services
Mr WELLER (Rodney) — I rise today to convey
my enormous disappointment at the state government’s
failure to extend funding for drought counsellors in
country Victoria beyond 30 June. This government’s
model of funding drought counsellors for a couple of
months and then waiting until after the expiry date to
decide whether the funding will be extended beyond
that period is a disgrace. It causes unnecessary stress
and confusion for drought counsellors and the country
communities in which they work. Worse still, it
undervalues a critical service which has helped save
many from suicide, depression and marriage
breakdown.
In December last year I led a delegation from my
electorate to meet with the Minister for Community
Services to argue for a more streamlined approach to
drought counselling funding. The minister gave an
undertaking to improve the funding model and to
develop a plan for mental health services and outreach
workers in the northern region. Sadly that has not
happened.
The government’s stop-start approach to drought
counselling funding in this state has already resulted in
the loss of a skilled and experienced counsellor at
Echuca. We cannot afford to lose any more counsellors.
I urge the government to stop playing with the lives of
Victorian farmers and their families and to guarantee
renewed funding for drought counsellors immediately.
The Brumby government must understand that when it
rains, it will not rain money. We need these counsellors
for 18 months after the drought breaks.

Bushfires: celebrity soccer match
Mr EREN (Lara) — As members may know, I have
a passion for the world game and have spoken many
times in this place about the great game of soccer.
Soccer is the most popular sport in the world and is
increasingly popular in Geelong, Victoria and the
nation. The state government also has a passion for
soccer, which is why it supported the Go for Your Life
Geelong Cup recently and also showed support at the
recent Australian Masters Games, where I and fellow
members of Parliament entered the MPs Allstars team
into the futsal indoor soccer event.
Our fantastic skills were widely recognised, and we
have been asked to form a team to help support a
celebrities versus politicians match for the Football
Federation Victoria bushfire appeal. I call on all
members in this and the other place to take part in this
very worthwhile cause. The celebrity match is set to
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take place on Tuesday, 12 May, as a 6.00 p.m.
curtain-raiser to the 7.30 p.m. main attraction,
Melbourne Victory Football Club versus the Victorian
Premier League men’s team.
I take this opportunity to thank the Melbourne Victory
Football Club, the Melbourne Olympic Parks Trust and
Football Federation Victoria for organising such a
wonderful event for this worthwhile cause. We all
know the devastating effects the Black Saturday fires
had on fire-affected communities. Victorians and
Australians showed their true spirit when they came
together worldwide to assist. This is again a fantastic
way to raise money to support bushfire-affected
communities in Victoria.

Bushfires: forest access
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I have raised
previously in the house the issue of the rehabilitation of
containment lines, access tracks and firebreaks
constructed at enormous taxpayer expense, and I need
to raise it again. These assets, which were put in place
during the firefighting effort, are being completely
destroyed by Department of Sustainability and
Environment and Parks Victoria contractors. It is of
even greater concern that tracks that had been in place
for many years and were used by recreation four-wheel
drivers and trail bikers are being closed off and
rendered completely unusable. I strongly suspect that
the money allocated to rehabilitation efforts following
the fires are being used for this purpose. Green zealots
in government departments are once again taking the
opportunity to extend the area of public native forest
that can no longer be accessed by the general public.
As I have said previously, the destruction of these
tracks began before any study into their future strategic
importance was undertaken. These tracks, which were
constructed at great taxpayer expense, should have been
assessed for their strategic value in any future fire event
or lighting strike and, more importantly, in facilitating
fuel-reduction burning in the future. Instead we are
seeing taxpayers money wasted, more public native
forest permanently closed off to the public and strong
signals that this government is once again engaging in a
smoke-and-mirrors process rather than making a
genuine commitment to reducing fuel on the forest
floor with a consistent, well-planned and well-managed
approach.

Victoria University: Chinese language course
Mr LIM (Clayton) — On Monday, 4 May, I joined
some 200 protesters at Victoria University to express
concern at the proposed closure of the Chinese
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language teaching course. Speakers at the rally included
student representatives from all the universities in
Melbourne, the National Union of Students and many
Chinese community representatives. The decision to
cease offering the course contradicts the Prime
Minister’s call to make Australia the most Asia-literate
country in the Western world. It is happening at a time
when China has become our top trading partner. We
will need more bilingual people so that we can be on an
equal footing with China in our trade, business and
investment dealings.
Victoria University has decided to outsource the course
to the University of Melbourne. This is again illogical,
because it does not make sense to expect western
suburbs students to commute between classes at
Victoria University and Melbourne University. The
university is betraying its role to provide services
locally for the western suburbs. The community is
outraged at the decision, and it is calling on Victoria
University, particularly the vice-chancellor, to
reconsider this decision and to bring back the teaching
of the Chinese language.

David Benwell
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I take this opportunity to
acknowledge the generosity and dedication of two
citizens of Kew — one well known and the other less
so. David Benwell is this year’s city of Boroondara
citizen of the year. He has been a selfless contributor to
the community over many years, working voluntarily
for countless community groups. David has been an
active participant in and president of the Kew Historical
Society, secretary and treasurer of the Kew Senior
Citizens Association and president of the Kew
Community Festival Committee, on which he served on
for 18 of its 27 years. In addition to all this he has been
a voluntary auditor of countless groups such as
neighbourhood houses and various traders associations.

Richard Pratt
Mr McINTOSH — Better known is the late
Richard Pratt. Dick Pratt was a powerhouse of
Australian business and a legendary benefactor and
social philanthropist. It was with deep regret that I was
unable to attend his funeral. I would like to publicly
express my profound condolences to Jeanne and her
family on their loss. I give thanks for the life of this
great man and express my sincere appreciation for his
universal generosity to our Australian community.
We are made so much richer by the contributions of
such public-spirited people as David Benwell and Dick
Pratt. It is not given to many to make such a mark.
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Frank Dominick
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I note the sad passing
of Mr Frank Dominick on 19 April. Frank will be
known to many members on this side of the house,
particularly those from the north-east of Melbourne.
Frank was born on 17 January 1923. He served his
country in the armed forces during World War II. Frank
was a life member of the Australian Labor Party,
joining the party on 15 December 1947. In fact he was
a foundation member of the Bundoora branch of the
Labor Party, and over the years supported many local
members, including John Cain, Sherryl Garbutt, Harry
Jenkins and Jenny Macklin, to name but a few.
Frank was a member of the ALP’s housing policy
committee for many years and would happily tell
people about his experiences on that committee. He
was also a life member of the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union, which was originally the
Building Workers Industrial Union, where he was a
member of the committee of management for over
20 years.
Frank was a devoted family man. He cared for his wife,
Aileen, who was ill for some years before she sadly
passed away prior to Frank’s passing. He was also very
fond of his two daughters.
Frank was a loyal union man who never forgot his
working-class beginnings. He was an original settler in
the Bundoora housing estate, where he worked with
local residents. He made a significant contribution to
the Labor movement and to his local community. He
will be sadly missed.

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Bushfires: victim support
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The Speaker
has accepted a statement from the member for
Gippsland South proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house express its ongoing support for the victims of
the Victorian bushfires and calls upon the government to
ensure that all available measures are used to enable recovery.

Before calling the Leader of The Nationals to
commence his contribution, I wish to provide some
guidance to members concerning the scope of the
debate. I remind members that the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission has been established to
investigate the cause of the bushfires. When addressing
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a matter of public importance today members should
refrain from:
(1) criticising the commissioner or his staff;
(2) canvassing evidence which is before the royal
commission; or
(3) pre-empting the outcome of the commission’s
investigations.
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I rise today
for two purposes. The first is to offer to the victims of
the 2009 Victorian bushfires the absolute and
unqualified support of every member of this
Parliament, irrespective of any political persuasion. All
of us in this place have an ongoing concern for the
people who are facing the consequences of this year’s
disaster, the more so with the onset of winter. The
second purpose is to encourage the government to
marshal every conceivable and possible resource to
offer assistance to the people who are facing a struggle,
which is the reality for many of them.
I wish to make it clear that we recognise that many,
many people — indeed an army of people — in a
variety of locations are doing their very best to assist
the people who have been affected by the fires.
Singling people out is always a mistake, but I will
proceed to make it by referring to Yorick Piper, who
has been of the greatest assistance he possibly can to
the many of us who are looking after the interests of
those who have been affected by the fires.
People are emerging from this disaster by degrees. I
was on some of the fire ground just last week, at
Flowerdale and then at Kinglake, at Narbethong and
over at Taggerty. This was one of many visits I have
paid to places where people suffered horrors earlier this
year. I have been throughout Gippsland. Indeed some
of my electorate has been impacted upon. This morning
we will hear from people on this side of the house, and
I presume on the other side as well, who as members of
Parliament are directly affected by the fires in the sense
of having firsthand contact with the people who have
borne the brunt of this disaster.
However, the practical fact is there is no point in being
in denial. While we are all anxious to help and we are
all doing what we can, issues have arisen. I think it is
important that we face up to the reality of those issues.
If we do not do that, we are not doing justice to the
people who are coping with what they are facing. The
commentary from this side of the house this morning,
and I am sure from the other side, is intended to reflect
those basic sentiments.
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We strongly support the royal commission. The terms
of reference were devised after discussions between the
government and the coalition. The Premier made a
promise that in essence everybody would have a right
to be heard before the commission. Unfortunately for
the expectation that was created, a determination was
made by the commission that only those whose conduct
was under scrutiny would have the right of legal
representation. I make that observation without any
element of criticism whatever of the commissioners.
The decision was made, and I respect it entirely. But the
fact is that the promise was made by the Premier, and
there is an abiding sense of disappointment amongst
people who have been affected by the fires because that
promise has not been kept.
There is a capacity in the government to deal with this
issue. This is not a court; it is a royal commission. The
separation of powers as we strictly understand it does
not apply. The government has the ability to amend the
terms of reference to enable victims to have a right of
legal representation directly before the commission.
The government amended the terms of reference for the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service Royal Commission. It
did so by a press release from the then Premier,
Mr Bracks, on 25 September 2000. The government
can do that again. The victims want to be at the table.
It is a fact that the victims can still be called to give
evidence, and indeed many of them will be. Jack
Rush, QC, counsel assisting the commission, has made
that very clear. But the fact remains that a promise was
made by the Premier and people would love to see that
promise kept. Nevertheless, it is important that people
who want to make submissions do so by 18 May.
Despite the best endeavours and efforts and
commentary by all concerned, there is a
misunderstanding about the initial community
consultations held by the commissioners. There were
26 of those consultations. At Taggerty last week it was
obvious that people do not understand the distinction
between those community consultations and the
lodging of a submission. In his opening commentary,
which I read again this morning before getting to my
feet, Jack Rush, QC, emphasised that if people want to
make a submission, it is imperative that they do just
that. The irony in all of this, with due respect, is that at
the time of the Longford Royal Commission the
Premier in his then role as Leader of the Opposition
was granted leave to appear, as were then shadow
ministers Theophanous and Loney. People have an
expectation that what the Premier promised them will
be delivered.
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There are other elements in relation to the conduct of
the commission which we are interested in and in some
senses are anxious to see unfold. The question of
Mr Myers, QC, being at the table on behalf of all the
government agencies is a matter which is yet to see its
fulfilment as the commission proceeds. Be that as it
may, and being conscious of the rulings that have been
given and the guidance that has been delivered this
morning, I take the matter no further.
On the fire ground itself many issues have emerged to
do with a variety of things around the basic concepts of
the recovery from the bushfires. I will name but a few.
There is the question of fencing. There is the question
of the clean-up of those areas of land that have been
burnt, and particularly the homes — in the order of
2000 — that have been lost. There is the matter of the
re-sowing of the fields that have been burnt. There is
the 51 per cent rule, as it has become known
colloquially. There are questions around the case
managers and their capacity to cope with the load and
provide people with the assistance that is so badly
needed. I again want to make it clear that we all accept
that everybody is out there having a go and doing their
best on behalf of the people who are the victims of this
nightmare, but there are nevertheless issues that need to
be contended with.
There is the determination made by the Victorian
Bushfire Appeal Fund advisory panel that the
$50 000 payment will be made only to those who have
lost their principal place of residence. In places such as
Marysville many of the people who owned homes and
moved between Melbourne and Marysville as a matter
of course but who could not strictly speaking identify
their homes in Marysville as their principal place of
residence will effectively get nothing. That is causing
great disquiet out there in the community.
There are also all the issues to do with red tape. There
are other matters to do with building permits and the
difficulties people are beginning to encounter with
regard to their ability to build again. I might say this is
happening in a framework where, with the best will in
the world, enormous expectations were created at the
time the bushfires were at their height. People said there
would be a rebuilding, that we would rebuild brick by
brick and street by street. As winter comes upon us,
people are now coping with the fact that the reality they
are having to deal with is not necessarily in keeping
with what they understood would be the case. These are
things we need to face up to, and other speakers this
morning will make reference to those matters.
There is another particular issue to which I wish to refer
to do with the administration of the bushfire appeal
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fund. Mr Landy, with whom I have met and from
whom I have received correspondence, has indicated to
me that there is a particular difficulty in distributing
money from the fund to those who are the victims of
the bushfire. That difficulty arises from the fact that the
fund is unable to make payments where there is the
notion that a corporation or any other form of
commercial entity is the recipient. The Australian
Taxation Office — God bless it; where would we be
without it? — is riding shotgun on the way the bushfire
appeal fund makes its payments. That is its role, and so
be it, but the issue is around the question of charitable
status. The ATO is saying to the fund panel that it must
be careful to make payments in accordance with the
law, otherwise there is a risk to the charitable status of
the fund. That is of course untenable. We could not
have a situation where the charitable status was in any
way threatened.
I have with me legal advice I sought on behalf of the
coalition, and I want to refer to it in the brief time I
have available. I also want to make it very clear that,
having looked at that advice, I accept entirely the reality
of what Mr Landy has said to me. Those administering
the bushfire appeal fund understandably need to be very
careful in relation to this critical issue. The issue goes to
the question of whether the fund can be administered in
the way the people who donated so generously to it
intended it be administered. I have no doubt that the
people who donated those vast sums of money intended
that those who are the victims of the fires, particularly
farmers and people in small business, would be the
beneficiaries of their generosity. Those people did not
anticipate that we would run into an impediment the
nature of which I have generally described.
The core problem is about the notion of what is
‘charitable purpose’ under our law in Australia. That
important definition is governed by the common law.
We do not have a statute in Australia either federally or
at state level which defines charitable purpose. The
term ‘charitable purpose’ is of enormous significance in
the way the fund panel goes about its affairs. Ironically,
we now have a situation in Australia where this whole
notion of charitable purpose is bound up with
legislation which was passed in England in 1601. The
notion of charitable purpose in Australia is governed
under our common law by an act of Parliament that was
passed in Britain in the 17th century. It is an issue
which is untenable in the way in which we deal with
charities and charitable purposes in Australia. We have
to fix it, and there are means whereby that can be done.
This issue was considered in Central Bayside General
Practice Association Ltd v. Commissioner of State
Revenue (2006). That Australian case examined all the
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law in relation to this issue. In the Australian context
what became clear was that the word ‘charitable’ has a
technical meaning, which was defined in
Commissioners for Special Purposes of the Income Tax
v. Pemsel (1891), an English decision known as
Pemsel’s case. In the course of that case there was
reference to the spirit and intent of the preamble to the
Statute of Charitable Uses Act (1601), otherwise known
as the Statute of Elizabeth.
Time constraints stop me from going through the
12 pages of legal advice to explain all this in detail, but
the simple fact is it is an appalling state of affairs that
we have victims out there suffering as a result of these
fires who are not able to enjoy the benefit of what those
generous donors intended for them because of a statute
passed in the British Parliament in 1601. It is a
nonsensical and ridiculous state of affairs. It must be
addressed, and it can be addressed in one of two ways.
There is a capacity to obtain a private ruling from the
people running the Australian Taxation Office and for
them to specifically make a determination about what
the fund might intend to happen in relation to its
money. Alternatively, if the ATO makes a private
ruling against the capacity to distribute the funds in the
way that we all would like to see happen, the federal
government must legislate to fix this.
On behalf of the coalition I put that case in a letter to
the Prime Minister. I provided to the Prime Minister a
copy of the advice which I hold as I speak. I hope the
Prime Minister, particularly in the context of the
broad-ranging assurances he has given to the victims of
these fires, is able to act on this and to do so as a matter
of urgency. Otherwise I fear a gross injustice is being
done to a lot of people, particularly in the farming
sector and in small business.
Insofar as the operation of the bushfire appeal fund is
concerned, it would be a positive thing if the fund were
to develop a system by which a regular update was
given to people as to the actual expenditure from the
fund, the commitments that have been made from the
fund, the amount of money which was in the fund
originally and what is left as the expenditure goes out. I
think that would be of great benefit to people.
I might also say — and this is an issue of some
delicacy — it is important that the fund advisory panel
should speak for itself. The Premier, to his credit, led
the way on how we handle this bushfire crisis, but I
think the fund advisory panel should speak for itself. As
I travel the fire grounds there is an expression of
concern from people that there has now been 10 media
releases from the Premier’s office detailing
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distributions from the fund. I do not think that is the
right way to go about it.
I want to finish where I began. We stand united as a
Parliament in looking after these poor people in the best
way we possibly can. The state of Victoria owes them
no less.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is a great pleasure to
stand and speak in support of my communities, which
were so deeply affected by the terrible events of Black
Saturday. The house would recall the spirit of
bipartisanship that existed in the two days that this
house and the other place debated issues arising from
the bushfires and showed its support for both the
victims and the survivors of that terrible day. The
community expects its leaders to work collaboratively
and not to increase the suffering of the people who have
been affected following the events of that terrible day.
It is a tragedy of enormous proportions that everybody
in this place is still grappling with. Again I put on the
record my extreme gratitude to the emergency service
volunteers and staff who worked so diligently on that
day and saved so many lives and protected and looked
out for each other: the Country Fire Authority, the State
Emergency Service, the police, the paramedics, the
community emergency response teams, the Red Cross,
the magnificent service clubs and all sorts of members
of the community who came to the aid of those who
were affected on that terrible day.
The lead speaker, the Leader of The Nationals, has
proposed this matter of public importance. I hope that
throughout the debate this morning the 10 contributors
from the government and opposition will continue in
the spirit of bipartisanship and aim not to increase the
suffering of the survivors.
I would like to correct the Leader of The Nationals. He
referred to ‘victims’ this morning. Victims are those
who sadly lost their lives on the day. Those who remain
living in those areas or who have had to move out of
bushfire-affected areas are not victims — and I say this
respectfully to the Leader of The Nationals — they are
survivors. They deserve not our pity but our support. I
would also like to correct him, because those
fire-affected community locations are not now fire
grounds. They were fire grounds on the day, but they
are now the locations of communities that are
rebuilding, and members on both sides of this house
ought do everything in their power to work
collaboratively to help them to that end.
Anyone contemplating their contribution this morning
should not stoop to playing politics with people’s
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suffering, and I caution anyone who might be thinking
about doing that. The objective of any member in this
place should be to do no more harm than has already
been done to people as a result of that day.
The appropriate review body to work out the causes
and the effects of the terrible fires on that day is not this
Parliament, it is not my party and it is not the Liberal
Party or The Nationals; it is the royal commission. That
is why I am very pleased that the Premier and the
government acted so quickly to establish a far-reaching
royal commission to get to the bottom of what occurred
on that day and to help learn the lessons from it. The
area of Yan Yean was terribly affected, and along with
the member for Seymour and other members of this
place I will be taking the opportunity to appear before
the royal commission, both as a representative but also
as someone who fought the fires. I am not going to
canvass in great detail what I might say to the royal
commission.
It is important that we continue to work collaboratively.
It would be extremely offensive to play politics, and it
would be insulting to the survivors and also to the
firefighters and other emergency service workers. The
response to this terrible tragedy is of course always a
work in progress, and I commend the hundreds of
thousands of Australians and people internationally
who have donated to the bushfire appeal fund. I also
commend the many other local fundraising efforts. I
commend all the government agencies that are working
closely with bushfire-affected communities, whether it
is at the commonwealth level, the state level or the local
government level. I hope this collaboration continues
into the future for the good of our communities.
Both the relief fund and the Victorian Bushfire
Reconstruction and Recovery Authority headed by
Christine Nixon are working constantly and looking at
new issues that come up, as am I and my staff and other
members of Parliament. When someone comes to you
and you see that they may be falling through the cracks,
the appropriate thing for a member of this place to do is
to raise that with the fund, with the authority or with the
relevant agencies and to advocate for them. It is not
appropriate to name them or to add to their pain or to do
a media story, which I know some have done. The
appropriate thing is to work through the issues
systematically, whether they are about fencing or about
support for a business. I commend the work of both the
fund and the authority.
I have the privilege of serving on an expert reference
group working with the authority. I am absolutely
amazed at the goodwill that exists around the table. The
member for Seymour and other representatives of
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bushfire-affected areas sit on the reference group along
with Bill Shorten, who is the Prime Minister’s
Parliamentary Secretary for Victorian Bushfire
Reconstruction, and representatives from the Housing
Industry Association, the Master Builders Association,
the Planning Institute of Australia and the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF), which is doing a power of
work in coordinating thousands of volunteers in
rebuilding fences for affected communities.
Representatives of the Red Cross also sit on the expert
reference group, as do many other agencies. The
catchment management authorities are represented, and
everyone is working absolutely collaboratively, and
ideas and issues are acted upon very swiftly.
In talking about the VFF and the fencing effort, more
than 50 Young Labor volunteers will be coming out on
the weekend after next to work with members of the
Victorian Farmers Federation, which is often better
known as being connected with the other side of
politics. This is an example of Young Labor kids
putting aside their weekend to work alongside the VFF
to help the affected communities.
Thus far the Department of Human Services has paid
over 9100 emergency grants totalling more than
$1 million. They have been paid to individuals and
families in need. These were immediate emergency
grants of up to $1067 and were issued immediately to
bushfire survivors on the Sunday. They were issued on
the spot to survivors who had lost everything. Red tape
was put aside to get money into survivors’ pockets for
immediate needs. It is important to put things aside to
assist people.
The Leader of The Nationals referred to some
difficulties in relation to the fund because of its
charitable status. The state government has requested
that the commonwealth government look at this matter
to work through how the charitable status might not be
compromised so that more assistance can go to
businesses in addition to the individuals and families
who have been supported through the fund. I commend
the fund and the authority for looking at creative and
supportive ways of getting around the issue of the
charitable status.
The government has allocated $500 000 to the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry Business Relief Fund to provide support for
businesses that have been affected but not physically
damaged by the fires. The first round of these payments
will be made soon. The government has listened to
business owners and farmers who were missing out and
provided a special, one-off payment in recognition of
the unique circumstances they face in the aftermath of
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the fires. Only the week before last some owners of
small businesses whose businesses were damaged or
destroyed by the fires missed out on recovery grants
due to the requirement that they earn 51 per cent of
their income from their business, but they may now be
eligible for a $5000 special circumstances recovery
grant. That is just another example of what the
government has done to assist people who fell through
the cracks.
In addition the government has provided land tax and
stamp duty relief and is waiving fees for the
replacement of birth, death and marriage certificates,
drivers licences and vehicle registrations. It is important
not only that we deal with the material and emotional
needs of individual communities but also that we get
the economies in those areas back in operation,
providing businesses and jobs and keeping services
where they are needed. I am pleased to see that with the
efforts of Grocon many local contractors are being
employed to assist in the clean-up of sites.
Again put on record my thanks and enormous gratitude
to the fantastic Country Fire Authority staff and
volunteers who continue to work in the recovery effort
while dealing with their own grief at the many friends
they lost in their communities. I particularly refer to
Strathewen — one in five people of that beautiful
community is no longer with us. The Arthurs Creek and
Strathewen brigade continues to do a power of work in
supporting that wonderful community.
I was privileged to be with the Premier, the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, firefighters from
across the state and many others at last Sunday’s annual
memorial service to pay tribute to and honour those
who paid the ultimate price by losing their lives
fighting fires in our state. Very sadly, I was there with
Dini Shepherd and her family. She is the widow of Joe
Shepherd, a member of that great Arthurs Creek and
Strathewen brigade, who lost his life that day. He was a
beautiful, quiet man, and he will always be remembered
in that community. I am proud of how that community
is supporting Dini and her family.
There will be a permanent memorial in Strathewen. The
Australian Blacksmiths Association is undertaking this
wonderful project. We are all getting to make leaves
out of copper or steel with our own names or the names
of the beautiful people we lost on Black Saturday. This
will be a lasting tribute and is another example of the
wonderful things communities are doing across the
board to provide healing and get on with the rebuilding
effort while not forgetting those we have lost.
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It is very important to continue to support the
survivors — they are survivors, not victims. I commend
the government on its efforts, and I know it will
continue to do everything it can, working with those
who have the best interests of survivors at heart. I
commend this matter of public importance.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the matter of public importance:
That this house expresses its ongoing support for the victims
of the Victorian bushfires and calls upon the government to
ensure that all available measures are used to enable recovery.

It is very important that we continue to support and
advocate for all victims, direct and indirect, of the
bushfires in January and February. In this era of the
20-second grab we rush around getting on with things
that require immediate attention, and it is very easy to
push to the back of our minds the real and ongoing
suffering of those in our communities who have been
made homeless, who have lost loved ones, who have
lost businesses and whose jobs are no longer there —
those whose world is so different and so difficult, where
every day is a fight for survival, a fight to find the
energy just to keep getting up, a fight to wake up to the
reality of what was and what is.
So many good things have been done, and so many
good things are being done as we speak. However, the
reality is that some things that should have been done
have not been done. It is our job to represent those in
need and advocate on their behalf as they struggle with
surviving the catastrophe of the fires that started in
Gippsland on 28 January, destroying 29 homes and
72 outbuildings and other assets; the fires of Black
Saturday; and the fires that continued throughout the
Yarra Ranges and in the Upwey area.
I specifically mention the Gippsland fires to point out
that the people of Gippsland, understandably, feel they
have been forgotten in the process, because the
emphasis by the media has been on Marysville,
Kinglake, Steels Creek and Chum Creek. I guess it is an
easier story for the media to handle as those areas are
closer to Melbourne and so many more lives were lost
there. However, all members of this house recognise
the suffering of those in Gippsland from the fires that
started there.
It is now three months since the fires. More than
$320 million has been donated. In many cases people
have given more than they can afford, which makes
you extremely proud to be an Australian and a
Victorian. There have also been donations from
overseas. I was pleased to hear about the US wine
importer, Old Bridge Cellars, which donated $25 000 to
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the Country Fire Authority. It markets wines from the
Yarra Valley, and it said it had heard the stories and
wanted to help the CFA. There were numerous
fundraising activities in the Yarra Valley — far too
many for me to mention. I hesitate to itemise them all,
because I am sure I will miss someone and offend
them. But of all of this money — the $320 million that
has been given — according to a quote attributed to
John Landy on Monday only $36 million has been
distributed. Yesterday’s Herald Sun newspaper carried
three pages plus an editorial on the issues facing
victims.
With regard to the allocation of $50 000 to those who
have lost their homes, the process is too slow. They
have been caught up in a convoluted bureaucratic
process, and it is putting tremendous strain on people
who want to move on and start their lives again. I
visited a survivor at his property on Tuesday on top of
the hill at Toolangi. I said ‘property’ not ‘home’
because the home has gone. The day was freezing cold
and wet, and he had nowhere to store any of the tools
he needed to start working on the property. He has three
very active small children, and for three months the
family has been living in a tiny cottage that was built
only for people to spend a weekend in. This man
desperately needs to get the money to build a shed to
put his tools in and to put the kids toys in so they can
play out of the elements while he and his wife get on
with what they need to do on the block. It is cold up
there; it is freezing in Kinglake and Marysville. I
believe the temperature was 1 degree this morning.
The government is probably too involved in this actual
process. I guess that is a natural process because of the
involvement of case workers and their backgrounds, but
this money was given by the people for the people. The
announcement of funding allocations is made and yet
weeks go by before the funds are passed on. It is simply
not quick enough. It is fine talking the talk, but it is also
terribly important that we walk the walk. We have
people still living in tents and small caravans on their
land and living with family and friends in overcrowded
houses. A shed or a garage — if that is what they
want — could be built with this $50 000. They need a
place to store things and a building to cover some of
those small caravans, campervans and tents to provide
extra shelter from the elements.
I am being told frequently of people having to supply
their details over and over again. It is demoralising and
degrading. We are talking about people, the majority of
whom have never had to hold out their hand for help
before and now are being put through bureaucratic
hoop after hoop. The announcements are made with
great fanfare, but when will the money get through? We
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are told case workers have been assigned to everyone
who has lost their home, yet a 78-year-old man from
Taggerty who has lost everything came into my office
on 23 March apologising for the state of his shoes,
because they were the only ones he had. He had used
his initial $1000 to buy a hammer, nails and other tools
to fence his property and contain his stock. He had not
been told of all that was available to him. When I went
through it with him, he was overwhelmed by the
generosity, but he was also overwhelmed at the thought
of having to fill out forms and supply personal details to
strangers. He is a man who has never had to ask for
help before.
A single mother from Glenburn lost everything. A
normally strong and resilient woman, she had organised
a caravan to be taken to her block but needed a water
supply. By the time she got to me she was distraught.
What she was trying to get was a small water tank that
could be put on the back of a trailer so she could use it
until a new tank could be erected. But it seemed to be
beyond the ability of those who she had gone to for
help. I made a call to the Rotary Club of Wandin, and
within 24 hours it had delivered, connected and filled a
1000-litre tank for her. I called the Rotary Club of
Chirnside Park, and it funded and delivered a builders
toilet. I was very pleased to help.
I am not saying this to make it seem like I can solve all
the problems, but I worry for those who do not know
what to do and do not know how to find people who
can help them. These are the sorts of things that money
is needed for. Volunteers are still working on replacing
fencing as we speak. Many farmers have had to sell
their animals because they cannot contain them. The
amazing Lyn Mullens of Dixons Creek, who lost a
husband three months before the fire and her home
during the fires, is coordinating fencing teams.
I am running out of time and there is so much I want to
mention. With regard to tourism, I was really pleased
about the announcements made by the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events of funding to boost tourism
in the Yarra Valley. It was very gratefully received, and
it achieved a lot. The shire council estimates that
630 highly trained hospitality people have lost their
jobs since the fires. The grape grazing event, which is
normally attended by 18 000 people — that is the shire
council’s figure; I thought it would be higher — was
this year attended by only 9000 people. Losses have
occurred there. The accommodation and tourist services
have taken a while to recover, so the effects of the fires
will be ongoing for quite a long time.
Many of the timber industry operators who use their
equipment to fight fires are now working on timber
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salvage. I am sure other people will be talking about
that. We have erosion problems at Steels Creek and
Dixons Creek, but not like the terrible problems Licola
had after the bushfires there.
Sports facilities were damaged. Yesterday the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs made
announcements which I am really pleased about,
because a lot of the sports facilities were damaged
through having emergency services workers camping
on them. I am not criticising that; it had to happen.
There has been a lot of work done by many people,
including volunteers, for animals that were hurt in the
fires. I would like to mention Carolyn Rogers in
particular, the Sewing for Wildlife founder, who has
been sewing pouches with the help of other women.
They have made 5000 pouches. She is also going to
schools and talking to the children, which is terrific,
because the kids are worried about the animals.
Housing is a matter of great urgency. There are still
caravans stored at Mooroolbark. I think there are
roughly 200 caravans which have been donated to help
bushfire victims but which are not in use because the
blocks have not yet been cleared and people cannot get
permits to put the caravans on the blocks. That needs to
be rectified urgently. We cannot have people living in
tents or in little campervans when we have caravans of
a good size sitting on a block in Mooroolbark. As I
said, I was advised this morning there were 200 of
those. As I also said, lots of really good things have
been done. I am very grateful, and so is my community,
for those many things, but it is really important we do
not lose sight of the need.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I also endorse the
matter of public importance (MPI) submitted by the
Leader of The Nationals. I also put the case that people
are survivors and not victims. We need to focus on that
in our treatment of them and in going forward through
the recovery and reconstruction process.
The government obviously supports this MPI. That
support has been reflected in the budget this week with
the government committing nearly $1 billion — or
$986 million, I think it is — in funds to assist with the
costs of the firefighting efforts and the reconstruction,
the clean-up and community rebuilding over the next
few years.
Last night when I read the matter of public importance I
was pleased with the wording. When I was told about
the MPI to be submitted I thought, ‘Oh no, what is this
going to be about?’. I wondered if it was going to be an
opportunity to grandstand or if it was going to be a
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genuine attempt to commit the Parliament and the
government to the ongoing efforts needed to provide
for the communities and individuals impacted by the
fires on 7 February, the fires that continued after that
date and the fires in Gippsland that occurred before that
date.
The tragedy that has come out of these events is
widespread. I have not seen all of it as yet, but the fires
severely impacted the Seymour electorate. As I
mentioned in my contribution to the condolence
motion, many towns were affected by the fires,
including the Redesdale fires in the Bendigo complex
area which also affected part of the north-western
corner of the Seymour electorate.
On 7 February the lives of many people changed
forever, including my own. My focus on my job and
what I do, and even how I view the world, has changed
since that day. I see that as something that has come out
of the fires. I know that for my constituents in the
Seymour electorate that day has forever changed many
of their lives and the way they view the world as well. It
is only when you see a tragedy or are part of a tragedy
that you start to understand what is important, and that
has been an interesting experience.
The recovery process is obviously going to be long. I
do not like to use the word ‘overwhelming’, but in
many respects it is overwhelming. That is something
that we all have to come to grips with. We also must
recognise that to step up to the plate and make this the
best possible recovery and reconstruction, we need to
focus on what the communities need, to listen to what
they are saying and move forward from there. By the
same token we have to do that with consensus, because
there are many people who have been impacted by the
fires who have very different views about what should
be done and about how people should be treated going
forward. It is important to realise that is their reality and
is how they see the world; therefore for them it is real.
We have to try to find some consensus within that to
ensure that we do as good a job as possible.
On my visits to the communities and towns in and
around the Seymour electorate, I have had totally
different conversations with people about how they see
the recovery process. I can be listening to someone who
wants the recovery to proceed in a particular way, and
immediately afterwards I can be listening to another
person who is telling me something absolutely and
totally different. In some respects they are both right,
because it is the way they see things and it is what they
want to do, but to move forward there has to be some
kind of consensus from the whole community about
how we proceed.
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I speak today about a positive event I went to at
Marysville on Sunday. There were a couple of hundred
people there; I did not do a headcount, but there were a
couple of hundred. As has happened all the way
through the recovery process, there were many
volunteers there to help and facilitate. There were also
people from the shire, the Victorian Bushfire
Reconstruction and Recovery Authority and
government departments. They were all there to listen
to the community about its needs and wants in moving
forward.
The events of the day were exceptionally well
facilitated and run. There was a person running the
meeting and people were able to get up and give a
1 minute speech about what they liked about
Marysville, Narbethong, Buxton and Taggerty — that
Marysville triangle area — and what they wanted going
forward. We heard many different opinions, but each
one was well respected. People then broke into groups
which were facilitated by volunteers and people who
obviously had experience.
One of those people was a community relationships
manager from Department of Primary Industries and
another was a friend I grew up with in Kiama who had
flown down from Brisbane to be there for the day. That
is an example of how much help is coming in and how
many people want to help. The people got together and
wrote down all the things that were important about
Marysville and what they wanted to see going forward.
If we can concentrate our efforts on doing those sorts of
things, then we will do a really good job of the
rebuilding and recovery process. Obviously so many
things could be said about this matter, but I hope I have
encapsulated some of them through that small anecdote.
I understand that the response is not perfect and that
there are survivors out there who are still falling
through the cracks. I am talking to them all the time,
and it is my job, as it is the job of every member in this
chamber, to make sure that we get that message through
to the people who matter, including the Premier and the
ministers in charge, the Victorian Bushfire
Reconstruction and Recovery Authority, the federal
government and local government. I would like to
make one point about something which has been drawn
to my attention recently and which I have seen. To
improve the way the recovery moves forward, local,
state and federal governments, including the Victorian
Bushfire Reconstruction and Recovery Authority, all
have to make sure that they are kicking in the same
direction and talking to each other and communicating.
If I could have a wish, it would be that that happens and
that people get together, communicate what they are
doing, work together and make sure that everybody is
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going in the same direction and always respecting the
individual local communities in what they want.
Flowerdale, Kinglake, Strathewen, St Andrews,
Wandong and Clonbinane — all those communities are
different and all the people who live in those areas are
different; however, at the end of the day we need to
ensure that we are putting our best foot forward and
putting the time, the resources and the focus into
making this a good recovery process.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the debate on the
matter of public importance proposed by the Leader of
The Nationals. Like other members of Parliament, I too
offer my ongoing support and love to bushfire
survivors. I also say to the member for Seymour that we
share the emotions he expressed in his contribution.
I do not want to politicise my contribution to the debate
on this matter of public importance; however, I do want
to relay some of the real stories from people who have
been caught up in this awful disaster. The Victorian
bushfires were not confined to just 7 February. As the
member for Seymour said, Gippsland was affected
some 10 days prior to that date, with bushfires hitting
the communities of Boolarra, Yinnar, Darlimurla and
Mirboo North. Up to 30 homes were lost in Boolarra at
that time.
The devastation caused by the fires of 7 February hit
many Gippsland communities hard and caused death
and destruction on a scale never seen before. After that,
disaster relief centres were established. Looking back
now, it really was a surreal experience, but at that time
we saw the cohesive nature of the teamwork from
various government departments, insurance companies,
banks, councils, service clubs, volunteers, the Red
Cross, Lifeline et cetera. Previous speakers have
mentioned that, without naming everybody, we should
acknowledge the great efforts of Country Fire Authority
personnel.
I want also to make a quick reference to the ambulance
officers and paramedics who did an outstanding job
through that disaster. It was an emotional time for many
survivors, who were simply overwhelmed by the
generosity and goodwill of people within the
community. However, three months on — it will be
three months tomorrow — unfortunately the mood has
changed markedly for many people who experienced
this disaster. At the same time, let me say that the
support from the three tiers of government, the business
sector and the community in general has been amazing,
as can be seen by the amount of money donated to the
Red Cross Victorian bushfires appeal and, in our area,
to the Gippsland Emergency Relief Fund.
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Tuesday’s Herald Sun contains an article that refers to
Callignee fire survivors Louise and Tony Mann and
some of the challenges they are facing at this point in
time, particularly in relation to the bushfire appeal fund.
Previous speakers, particularly those from The
Nationals, have outlined some of the difficulties in
making sure that those funds are disbursed in an
appropriate time. However, the people who are the
intended recipients are feeling somewhat frustrated
about the funds not being disbursed in a timely manner,
particularly when it was announced seven or eight
weeks ago that they might be eligible for grants of up to
$50 000, for example, and only a small portion of that
total fund has been disbursed.
Also the point needs to be made that people who have
contributed to the Red Cross appeal are somewhat
frustrated knowing that the moneys have not been
disbursed to those in need in a timely manner. As I
have said, I do not want to be critical of the Red Cross,
and I want to highlight that the Leader of The Nationals
has outlined the reasons for that having occurred.
In the article Tony and Louise Mann are also reported
as speaking about difficulties associated with insurance
companies. On the whole I feel the insurance
companies and the Insurance Council of Australia have
done a pretty good job in the circumstances. Of course
there have been many challenges with private insurance
companies and particular insurance issues, but with a
disaster of such magnitude that is understandable.
The Manns also referred to communication issues and
said that some of the information was not being
provided to bushfire survivors. This matter has been
relayed to me strongly and loudly. Case managers have
been appointed to many bushfire survivors, and they are
doing a good job in some circumstances, but the issues
are not only about the grants, funding or assistance that
is available to bushfire survivors. People are missing
out on hearing about local community meetings and
other forums in which they would be interested. In this
house in early March I raised the possibility of having a
one-stop shop or a central data point that would be
established in each fire-affected community. We have
all the data and the details of the people who have been
affected by this disaster, and the technology is available
for us to disperse this information to the people who
need it. It is disappointing that in general conversation
you might mention a particular fund, a grant or a
community meeting that might be occurring only to
hear that people are unaware of them. I think we have
some work to do in that regard. The notion of
establishing a one-stop shop or a central data point from
which this information can be dispersed to the people
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who require it is a matter that we could consider and
implement quite easily.
I want to commend the community associations and
recovery committees whose members are doing a
marvellous job in the various bushfire-affected
communities across Victoria. Some examples in my
own electorate are the Traralgon South and District
Association and the Boolarra Community Development
Group, the members of which are doing an outstanding
job on behalf of their communities. However, the task
is quite difficult for them, and we could lighten their
burden by having a one-stop shop or central data point
that would help disperse some of the information
instead of relying on the community associations to do
so.
Yesterday in question time the Premier spoke about
time lines for the clean-up process and the utilisation of
local contractors. Some local contractors and victims of
the bushfires whose homes have been destroyed have
raised concerns about the time lines and the usage of
local contractors. I think it is important that local
contractors are used where possible, even if only to
contribute to their sense of wellbeing in being able to
give something back to the community that has been
affected. Where we can, we should encourage this
absolutely. It is pleasing to see at least some work
commencing in that regard and that we are getting
there.
Many farms and properties in the Morwell electorate
and the Latrobe Valley are owned by hobby farmers
who derive more than 51 per cent of their income off
the farm. This has caused great consternation for many
people who simply do not qualify for the many grants
that are available. I reiterate the point that these grants
are most welcome, but the reality is that people become
bitterly disappointed once they realise they are not
eligible for such assistance. Earlier I mentioned Tony
and Louise Mann, who lost business vehicles in the
bushfires. They realised that they were not eligible for
any stamp duty relief should they purchase new
vehicles because their circumstance was different to
those of people who lost private vehicles in the fires.
There appears to be an anomaly there. However, at the
same time it was pleasing to see the announcement that
the criteria for one-off $5000 grants to small businesses
and farmers will not include the 51 per cent off-farm
qualification.
I think one of the biggest issues is the unmet need. We
talk about people slipping through the cracks of the
system and not being eligible for funding and
assistance, but what are we actually doing with that
information? In the event that a case manager assesses
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somebody’s situation and realises they do not qualify
for particular funding and grants, we are really doing
nothing to note that unmet need and deal with it, and I
think that is something we really need to address. Again
we could do it quite simply by having a register that
would note the details of the unmet need of individuals
and businesses. This would be beneficial not only for
the recovery authorities but also for the government and
local communities to identify whether there is a high
percentage of a particular need in the community, and
then we can address it. The simple fact is that people
are becoming frustrated at the moment because they are
slipping through the cracks. They do not qualify for a
particular funding grant, and nothing else is happening.
They are left to their own devices.
Housing has been mentioned. I think we can do a little
bit better there. For example, there is a 97-year-old man
in Callignee who is residing in a caravan. Maybe
through the Department of Human Services and the
government we can look at better ways to deal with this
or bend the rules somewhat to provide some flexibility
to allow people like that, people about whom the
community is concerned, to be provided with a more
upmarket form of temporary accommodation.
Fencing has been mentioned, and there is a massive
task ahead. Volunteers have been just amazing. In our
region we have had volunteers come across from
Tasmania and South Australia to assist. Benn Thexton,
who is a fencing coordinator, has done a wonderful job.
Helen Hoppner from the Cowwarr Cricket Club Hotel
has accommodated visitors from interstate, which is
just fantastic to see.
With respect to building, I know a lot of people are now
at the stage where they are trying to construct housing
plans. At the moment many builders are grappling with
the new building regulations that are in place, and I
think the government, the building commission and
others need to seriously look at resolving some of the
issues that are being confronted by not only the builders
but also the planners, surveyors and councils. On the
whole I support the thrust of the matter of public
importance.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — The electorate of
Albert Park may well be a long way from many of the
fire grounds that so tragically ravaged Victorian
communities earlier this year, but it too has been
impacted upon and has responded in much the same
way as all of Victoria’s communities have responded. It
has shown its support and lent its help through
fundraising, through providing volunteers, through
providing temporary housing and through a whole
range of measures in schools, sporting clubs, local
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government, service clubs and RSLs — a whole raft of
areas that make up the communities which were not
directly affected but were impacted upon not just
because of the scale of the disaster but because of the
scale and the human-to-human links.
It is an honour to represent my community, to reflect on
some of its contributions and to make some passing
comments about this important matter that the member
for Gippsland South has brought before the house. As
the member says, the house expresses its ongoing
support for the victims. The member for Yan Yean has
also brought to the attention of the house that they are
equally the survivors. There is an important distinction
between those who see themselves as victims, quite
rightly, but also look forward and see themselves as
survivors rebuilding their communities. The matter of
public importance then goes on to call upon the
government to ensure that all available measures are
used to enable recovery.
It has been quite edifying so far in this debate to note
that the tone in which the member for Gippsland South
commenced the debate has continued and that members
on both sides of the house have avoided the temptation
to turn this tragedy and significant disaster into a
partisan point-scoring exercise. The tone of this debate
is similar to that reflected in the condolence debate in
this house immediately after the terrible fires. We have
also heard members rightly acknowledging the
resilience and determination of survivor communities
and the support they have received from across the
Victorian community, interstate and overseas. We have
also heard acknowledgements of the scale and the
speed at which all levels of government — local, state
and federal — responded.
To this effect I point to what has turned into a relatively
famous letter from one of the survivors of the fire, Gary
Hughes, a journalist from the Australian who dealt
directly with the Prime Minister in relation to some of
the matters early in the recovery. He reported to the
Prime Minister in a letter written the week after the fire:
By comparison, at Diamond Creek on Monday —

that is the Monday immediately after the fires —
the Victorian government’s Department of Human Services
officers were sitting at an adjoining desk handing out
emergency relief.
When survivors told them they had lost everything, including
their identification, the officials replied that was fine, took
down names and addresses, asked for a signature and wrote
out cheques and handed them over.
That, Kevin, is called cutting through the bureaucratic crap.
It’s also called trust.
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That initial response has largely continued through the
efforts of the Victorian Bushfire Reconstruction and
Recovery Authority, the efforts of local, state and
federal governments, the efforts of non-government
organisations and the efforts of the community itself.
All of this has been conducted in a manner that points
to the fact that this terrible disaster has written itself into
the ways in which these communities need ongoing
assistance and support, as the matter of public
importance says, to ensure recovery.
As previous speakers have also pointed out, this is not a
matter where the processes should be immune from
criticism where criticism is warranted or from
constructive suggestions where constructive
suggestions are warranted. There also needs to be a
continuation of the bipartisan approach to make sure
that the real human suffering, community dislocation,
ecological problems and economic setbacks of the
farming and business communities are all dealt with
and responded to appropriately. In doing so we need to
ensure that approach is measured and constructive, and
that it recognises the processes put in place by all levels
of government in their response to those issues. We
should also recognise that our approach will inevitably
blur with the royal commission’s line of review of the
processes associated with these terrible fires.
So far we have heard constructive contributions to the
debate from previous speakers, particularly on matters
concerning non-government organisations such as the
Red Cross and the taxation issues around their
charitable status. We have heard matters relating to
insurance claims and the difficulties caused by the scale
and extent of the damage in particular examples. We
have heard about communication and information
difficulties arising from time to time. We have even
heard constructive suggestions on how some of these
issues could be circumvented or ameliorated.
Suggestions have been made encompassing different
aspects of service delivery, focusing on the needs of
particular communities, whether they are towns, small
businesses, the agricultural sector or even hobby
farmers. We have heard about how housing issues
could be responded to more effectively. Ways and
means for more flexible service delivery arrangements
have been suggested. These suggestions have come
from within my own community and, following
discussions I have had with the member for Seymour
and with other members, I have no doubt they have
come from within other electorates which have been so
tragically impacted upon.
On the continued support from both sides of the house
for this matter of public importance, the real question
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concerns how its intentions can be practically achieved
so as to ensure that the goal it sets can be delivered to
the people in these communities. I will briefly focus on
one aspect of how Victorian government agencies have
sought to respond to some of those issues in a
coordinated approach with federal agencies. That has
particularly been the case with the approach taken by
the Victorian Bushfire Case Management Service,
which was pretty quick out of the blocks — it was
established on 13 February, the Friday immediately
following the fires — in seeking to help families and
individuals negotiate the range of services and
government agencies that have come together in this
approach, which can be a daunting task.
So far, at least as I understand it, there are now nearly
380 case managers working with the range of
communities across the state which have been affected
by these terrible events. As the previous speaker said,
they seek to bring together in a one-stop approach the
72 agencies across Victoria that are involved in
delivering the bushfire reconstruction and recovery
process. They are helping some 5000 families and an
equally vast numbers of individuals to get their lives
back on track.
Against this background I hope the constructive
suggestions continue to come from those communities
through their political representatives on both sides of
this house. That sort of approach allows communities to
respond effectively and democratically through their
representatives, so that services can continue to be
delivered in such a way as to ensure that those
communities really can recover.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Today’s matter
of public importance on bushfire recovery is extremely
timely. We are now three months out from the fires of
7 February, and all the issues that we have to deal with
have pretty much come to the fore, but I am sure that
over the next 12 months there will be many more issues
we will have to acknowledge and deal with. I want to
put on the record my appreciation of and my concern
and support for all our parliamentary colleagues who
have an electorate that has been hit very hard by these
fires, particularly those electorates that have suffered
terrible loss of life. I put on the record my support for
the members for Yan Yean, Seymour, Morwell and
Gippsland South. I have had a bit of a taste of what it
was like for them. We were lucky at the Bunyip Ridge
fire that no lives were lost, but all the members I have
mentioned are serving areas that have suffered terrible
loss of life, and once again my thoughts go out to them.
It is incumbent on us as members of this Parliament to
make sure we support our fellow members as best we
can.
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The cold weather has set in, the rain has started to fall
and the mud will now start getting deeper. The climate
for deepening depression is upon us. The government
response in the form of grant announcements made by
the federal and state governments almost on a weekly
basis gave the victims of the Bunyip Ridge fire an
initial sense of hope. However, now we are seeing that
hope turn to anger and despair as applications become
bogged down in red tape — too many forms to fill out,
repetitive requests for the same information, constant
demands for proof that the applicant’s situation is
genuine, statutory declarations for every grant
application and referrals to financial advisers — which
ends up causing time-wasting delays. All this is adding
enormous stress to already depressed and now
traumatised families and individuals.
I applaud the government for many of the initiatives it
has announced, but I am very critical of the actual
announcements taking priority over the development of
processes to deliver the grants being offered to victims.
Surely it would make much more sense to ensure that a
mechanism for the delivery of all these grant programs
has been developed and is in place before the
announcements and subsequent media releases are
publicised. My office has been inundated with
frustrated and angry genuine fire victims. Their case
managers are also finding it just as frustrating and
difficult. If their clients are able to tick only 9 of the
10 boxes on a grant application, they are immediately
knocked back. There is a lack of compassion and
flexibility in this process. The problem may be that our
agencies are trying very hard to deliver assistance as
quickly as possible and in doing so are taking a
broadbased, one-cap-fits-all approach to assessment of
applications.
What I have discovered with many victims is that often
they have a fairly unique set of personal circumstances
and therefore need to be assessed on an individual and
more personal basis. A good example of this is Jessica
Grayden and her brother, Hew, who lost everything in
the fires on their 20-acre family farm — house, sheds,
fencing and pasture. Jess is 23. She is the sole carer for
her 21-year-old brother, who has Down syndrome. Jess
and Hew have lost both parents to cancer — their mum
in 2001 and their dad in 2006. When the fires struck the
property was still in their father’s business company
name and the process for the transfer of ownership to
Jess and Hew had almost been finalised by their
solicitor.
Under the current rules Jess and Hew will not be able to
access the $50 000 from the bushfire appeal fund
because the home was not in their name. That is an
example of the rigid inflexibility of the process which
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has been put in place by the government and which is
being administered by the Department of Human
Services — and it is causing enormous stress and
heartache for those already doing it really tough.
However, I do not intend to give up on this one, and I
will do everything possible to get for Jess and Hew
everything they are entitled to.
Another example is the situation that Sandra
Firth-Williamson is trying to deal with. Sandra is a
67-year-old widow. She came to my office and was in
tears as she explained the run-arounds and knock-backs
she was getting in trying to access the grants she
believed Mr Brumby had promised her. After the fires
all she had left of everything she had acquired over her
67 years of life were two small cardboard boxes of
personal possessions. Sandra had tried to access the
temporary living expenses grant, but because she was
living with a friend she was deemed ineligible.
Certainly she is not wearing the cost of temporary
accommodation, but I believe she is entitled to other
living expenses such as food, clothing, personal items,
essential household items and so on.
Another element of frustration has been caused by the
long delays in getting Grocon to our area to start the
clean-up. Many house and shed sites are still waiting to
be cleared, and clearing has just been started on some. I
understand it is a huge task across all fire-devastated
areas, but part of the reason for the delay could be that
the conditions of engagement Grocon has put on local
contractors have been so tough that most are not
interested in the work and the few that are have not
been engaged. I have been told that all the contractors
now working in our area are from out of town.
It is very depressing for people still living on site in
temporary accommodation to have to walk out their
door every morning and be confronted with the
shocking reminder that all that is left of many years of
hard work is a tangled mass of twisted iron, concrete
and bricks. That is not a great way to start your day at
any time, let alone when you are trying to come to
terms with the enormity of your loss and stay in a
positive frame of mind.
Gina and Warwick Harris of Jindivick are typical of
many in this situation. They thought they were
fortunate to save their home from the fireball, but they
witnessed their business, their livelihood, going up in
smoke. Their sheds, tools and stock worth hundreds of
thousands of dollars were lost. They cannot restart their
business until they rebuild, retool and restock. They
have waited over two months for the promised
government clean-up, and every morning for three
months they have had to confront the twisted mass of
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misery at their back door. Then, to add insult to injury,
their insurance company has played hardball with a
policy they had for loss of income through interruption
to business. The Insurance Council of Australia is
helping with that.

tremendous. Four-wheel drive clubs, service clubs and
individuals — especially those who continue to man the
drop-in centre at the Labertouche hall — have all
played a critical role in helping victims on the road to
recovery.

I must say that the insurance council has been fantastic
in assisting many fire victims with insurance problems
and in most cases has been able to achieve a very quick
and successful outcome. Unfortunately the promise by
the Prime Minister and the Premier to stand beside fire
victims and help them rebuild their homes and
livelihoods brick by brick appears to many at this stage
to be a commitment that may never be delivered.

Regional ABC radio in Sale did a fantastic job during
the fires, and now it is keeping in touch with all those
who are still suffering because of the issues they are
dealing with as a result of the fires. It is giving people
support and trying to give them hope.

I know this is a very negative account of some aspects
of the bushfire recovery in my area. However, it is
critically important that I take this opportunity to put
before the Parliament the concerns our bushfire victims
have and the problems they are currently having to live
with. Most of the extremely generous donors to the Red
Cross appeal believe that all bushfire victims are getting
all the help they need based on the Premier’s
announcements and media releases. For the victims of
the Bunyip Ridge fire this is just not happening. In
highlighting these gaps in the delivery of assistance to
the victims I plead with the government to act
immediately to cut the red tape and get things moving.
The problems being faced by farmers in the
Labertouche, Jindivick and Drouin West areas are
another example of the urgency of the situation being
faced by many businesses. There has been little or no
financial help given to farmers to replace boundary
fencing. Without fencing, farmers have no chance of
resurrecting their businesses. Most have had to borrow
to buy materials and, thanks to the hundreds of
volunteers, most have been able to rebuild their
boundary fences. But the government must come to the
party on this cost, especially for those who share a
boundary fence with a government agency. A
recommendation of the 2006 bushfire inquiry was for
state government to become a good neighbour and
share the cost of fencing on its boundaries, just as any
normal neighbour has to do.
There have also been many positives in the recovery
effort to date. The huge army of volunteers has been
untiring in its provision of labour, emotional support
and generous donations of much-needed essential
materials. The Baw Baw shire management, staff and
councillors have done a magnificent job, ranging from
the setting up of the municipal emergency response
right through to dealing with a whole range of issues.
The Victorian Farmers Federation, with its coordination
of donated hay and fencing volunteers, has been

Over the next 12 months it will be important that we
stay in touch with all the people impacted by the events
of Black Saturday. I urge the state government to have
an urgent review of all grant programs, to talk to the
case managers and to implement improvements to the
assessment of applications for grants and the delivery of
grants to ensure that genuine fire victims are able to
access all they have been promised by state and federal
governments in a much shorter and less frustrating time
frame than is currently the case. The state and federal
governments must revisit the issues that our farmers are
facing and also find ways to assist those businesses that
are suffering a drastic drop in activity because of the
fires.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I also rise to support
the matter of public importance submitted by the
member for Gippsland South. I support the sentiments
expressed by the members for Yan Yean and Albert
Park, who talked about the importance of language. The
matter of public importance states:
That this house expresses its ongoing support for the victims
of the Victorian bushfires and calls upon the government to
ensure that all available measures are used to enable recovery.

I support the members’ calls for the term ‘survivors’ to
be used instead of ‘victims’. Unfortunately these fires
created many victims, but we also have a lot of
survivors.
It is appropriate that I should follow the member for
Morwell in this debate. Unfortunately we, along with
the member for Narracan, shared the horror of the
Bunyip Ridge fire that wiped out approximately
27 000 hectares. That was just one of the fires that
surrounded and threatened the electorate of Gembrook,
together with the Kilmore East, Murrindindi and
Upwey-Belgrave South fires.
Today we are talking about the ongoing support from
this government for the bushfire survivors. It is
important to reflect on 7 February and acknowledge the
absolute devastation and destruction caused by
Australia’s worst natural disaster and to reflect on the
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response from this government subsequent to that
terrible day. On 8 February we had the immediate
response from this government. It actually started on
7 February but on 8 February we saw the Premier take
an admirable leadership position. He was there
immediately, with the Prime Minister, with local
members of Parliament and with all ministers. Each and
every minister cancelled their forthcoming calendar
events and went into the fire-affected communities.
They sat down, listened and immediately began the
response. The response has been outstanding for all the
affected communities. It has been extraordinary for the
communities I represent, communities which were not
directly affected by the fires but which were threatened
for up to five weeks.
I want to discuss some of the initiatives that were
implemented by the Brumby government and the
federal government as very effective partners — and
there should be partnerships throughout this response
effort. The first thing was that the state government, in
partnership with the Red Cross, set up the Victorian
Bushfire Appeal Fund. This fund raised, I think,
$335 million. That is an extraordinary amount of
money, and each and every person who contributed
should be very proud of themselves. We now see that
fund has paid out around $40 million. The bulk of the
money is starting to flow with about $1.5 million to
$2 million being accessed by survivors each day. On
top of that, yesterday’s budget provided nearly
$1 billion to help complete the response effort.
I want to make mention of other initiatives the state and
commonwealth governments have put in place. The
case managers that were provided to all affected
families throughout the crisis were very welcome. I
note that the Minister for Community Services is at the
table and will speak later. I am sure she will say more
about that. However, the value of having the case
managers for referrals, for counselling and for direction
to available services cannot be overrated.
The business and tourism support provided to affected
communities is also very welcome. As we all know,
many businesses were physically burnt out and need
much assistance. An industry assistance package worth
$51 million is delivering grants to businesses damaged
or destroyed by the fires as well as low-interest loans
and mentoring advice for those rebuilding businesses.
So far over 1100 grants of $5000 have been allocated
and over 100 grants of $20 000 have been paid to
farmers and businesses to assist them to bounce back
after fire damage. This is very important for those
affected communities, along with the need to provide
support to increase tourism to these areas that are so
heavily reliant on it. The assistance is also vital to areas
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like those in my electorate of Gembrook that suffered
tremendously from a lack of tourism during the fires.
These areas were threatened by the impact of fire for up
to five weeks and of course the tourists were not
visiting them. All the assistance the governments are
providing for the business sector and to increase
tourism is very welcome and needed.
I do not have much time left, so I want to make some
brief comments about the importance of the
government’s initiative to instigate a royal commission
into the bushfires. The feedback from the community is
very important. We need to learn from these fires and
make sure that something as devastating never occurs
anywhere in this country again. Importantly the royal
commission, headed by Justice Teague, will make
initial recommendations to this Parliament in August
this year, in time to implement necessary changes prior
to the next bushfire season.
I need to touch on the politicisation of the issue and the
accusations that Country Fire Authority members have
been gagged. I think it is very unfortunate. All CFA
members can make a contribution to the royal
commission. They have also been doing that through
local members. We are all listening to the experiences
and the suggestions, and we are putting those forward. I
held two community bushfire workshops in Warburton
and Gembrook last week. Many people from the
community and emergency services in a whole range of
areas came to these workshops and talked to me. In the
case of the Warburton forum they also spoke to the
Treasurer, John Lenders, and discussed their
experiences and provided suggestions. They spoke
about what was good and what was not good in the
response and provided suggestions. They did the same
at the Gembrook forum where the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services was listening and taking their
information on board. I thank both those ministers.
I would also like to thank other ministers who played
an active role in the response to my communities during
the bushfires. I also acknowledge the members for
Seymour and Yan Yean, who have been outstanding
advocates on behalf of their communities throughout
this awful experience.
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I welcome the opportunity
to speak in support of this matter of public importance
put to the house by the member for Gippsland South. It
is:
That this house expresses its ongoing support for the victims
of the Victorian bushfires and calls upon the government to
ensure that all available measures are used to enable recovery.
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I commend the previous speakers from both sides of the
house, who covered a wide range of issues. I would like
to comment on two particular aspects: firstly, the role of
local government and the challenges it faces, and
secondly, the challenges confronting individuals and
communities. I want to concentrate primarily on the
so-called Beechworth fires, which impacted heavily on
the Alpine shire and to some extent the Indigo shire,
which is looked after so ably by my colleague the
member for Benambra.
Let me make it clear that effects of this series of fires
and the associated recovery process make for a massive
task, and no-one expects perfection from day one.
Many good things have been achieved. Quite a few of
those are as a result of lobbying by local MPs and other
interested individuals and agencies — and certainly
local MPs are in an extremely good position to identify
issues, to pass on to the government the issues of
concern and to lobby for action. The challenges I see
confronting us now include, as I have said, the enormity
of the task. The initial attitude in the crisis phase and
the early recovery phase expressed by the agencies and
the government was, ‘We will do whatever needs to be
done to get us back on our feet’. That included things
like back-burning and resourcing. However, since the
flames have been suppressed the government
bureaucrats have reverted to strict adherence to policy
and tangling people up in red tape. That is coming to
me from people working with the agencies.
If we look at the Alpine shire — it is a relatively small
shire in the scheme of things, with a low income
base — we see that 23 660 hectares were burnt,
including 12 680 hectares of farmland. Regrettably two
lives were lost, over 250 properties were affected and
2100 kilometres of fencing was burnt. This disaster in
that shire comes on the back of 10 tough years. There
have been three major bushfire events now, in 2003,
2006–07 and 2009; severe frosts and major damaging
storms; industry demise and uncertainty associated with
the closure of the Mount Buffalo Chalet; tobacco
industry closures; timber industry uncertainty;
decreasing dairy prices; significant floods in 1993 and
1998; decreased tourism activity in recent times; and of
course an ongoing decade or more of drought.
The Alpine shire put together a situation statement,
which was very well prepared, and submitted that to the
government on 27 March. The shire highlighted to the
government on that day some of its key needs.
Interestingly one of them was Mount Buffalo Chalet.
The future of that chalet has been in limbo for over two
years and Alpine shire was saying, ‘Please help
kick-start the economy by clarifying the status of the
Mount Buffalo Chalet and getting it going again’. It
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then looked at specific bushfire-related issues and made
a plea for urgent assistance so the council would be
properly and equitably resourced in its recovery effort.
The statement mentions fencing, trees and fodder.
Water is a major issue; I think it was the member for
Evelyn who mentioned the issue of getting water to
people in need. It is a relatively straightforward process
if you have a can-do attitude, but at times it gets bogged
down in bureaucracy.
The Alpine shire also made a plea for assistance for
small-scale farmers, noting that the eligibility criteria
for assistance packages must be equitable and
consistent, with assistance required to help landowners
understand funding criteria and access funding
opportunities. It also mentioned the need to support and
recognise the efforts of volunteers, which other
speakers have touched on, and I commend the
volunteers for their fantastic efforts. The shire also
raised the issue of mobile phone coverage. It stated:
Assistance is required to provide a reliable mobile phone
service with coverage across the fire-affected areas and the
Alpine shire.

The shire has a serious need for funding. There is also a
need for rate relief. There is an ongoing opportunity to
provide considerable relief by reimbursing the amount
of the rate notices.
A critical issue is discretionary funds. In the words of
Alpine Shire Council:
The provision of a lump sum amount would allow council to
respond immediately to urgent community needs without the
red tape of ‘Which department will fund this, whose
responsibility is it, or which forms have to be completed?’.

I now turn to look at things from an individual or
community perspective. Concerns have been
documented very well by the Mudgegonga and district
community, concerns which were pulled together and
presented to me by Loretta Carroll. I should say I have
to commend that community on its amazing persistence
and resilience. It is exemplified by Loretta Carroll and
the whole Carroll clan and its many neighbours who
have pitched in, particularly with the fodder relief
program they have carried out in that area. But also
fellows like Steven Street have helped a heck of a lot
with getting stock away on agistment — the
19 000 stock that were without feed.
The document prepared by the local community
identifies challenges to its recovery, which includes:
Supporting our neighbours who have lost homes
Supporting all members of our community
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Fodder and animal health
Water management
Fencing
Pasture re-establishment
Rebuilding local business
Communications

The call is to help that community to overcome those
challenges, and there are particular calls. The document
states:
A coordinated effort is required from the various agencies to
ensure an equitable and sustainable recovery process.

Interestingly the community document states:
Groups like Alpine shire, CMA, DSE, DPI and VFF —

the catchment management authority, the Department
of Sustainability and Environment, the Department of
Primary Industries and the Victorian Farmers
Federation —
need an allocation of discretionary funds.

This is a common theme.
Special mentions in the Alpine shire go, as I have said,
to Loretta Carroll and her team but also the mayor,
Nino Mautone, the deputy mayor, Jan Vonarx, and the
chief executive officer, Ian Nicholls. They have led a
fantastic recovery effort by the Alpine shire. Although
they are at times subjected to criticism, I do not think it
is necessarily justified. They are at the front line
wearing criticism for things that may not always be of
their doing.
The Myrtleford community has pitched in very well,
and I should make special mention of Kerry Murphy
and the TAFCO Rural Supplies team — their effort is
fantastic. In terms of emotional support and the like,
Renee Williams and her team of counsellors and
support people are very much appreciated in that area,
because they go out to the people’s homes and talk to
them where they are grieving around the kitchen table,
wondering what their futures hold. As the member for
Narracan mentioned, it is depressing to look outside the
door each day and see the blackened mess. These
counsellors are getting out and talking to the people,
which is what is required.
I also commend the Minister for Housing for his efforts
in helping to get a contract for local company Mod-Eco
to construct modular homes for temporary
accommodation for people affected by the fires.
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I turn now to the issue of lobbying and the role of local
MPs. I and other MPs have been involved in raising a
number of issues, some with which we have gained
traction and had some wins. At least now with the
51 per cent rule there is a modest grant of $5000 going
to farmers who earn less than 51 per cent of their
income on the land. That is a start, but we have a long
way to go. There has also been a special grant of $5000
to farmers with, I think, up to 5 hectares.
We have had some shifts in the government’s fencing
policy, particularly boundary fences burnt as a result of
back-burns. The government will now pick up the
whole tab there. Regrettably, land-holders still have to
pick up the tab for internal fences burnt as a result of
back-burns. We have also had a win in terms of the
extension of eligibility for payment for clean-ups, if
those clean-ups were not done by Grocon. Eligibility
for those clean-up refunds is on a case-by-case basis,
which is something that we have run.
In closing I want to mention my staff and the staff in
the office of my colleague the member for Benambra.
They have been very much at the forefront of
supporting people. Rowena Sladdin has handled a lot of
it in my office. Interestingly, her husband is a Country
Fire Authority member. He put in at the fire front and
she is putting in at the office. Kerrie Facey and Peta
Clark have also been working hard.
The key reason behind people coming to us is that they
are still not aware of the available assistance measures.
They have still got problems with the cumbersome
grant application process. There are still issues with
communication. There are also other issues with people
feeling aggrieved about not having the opportunity to
put their case in person to the royal commission. There
are many issues yet to be addressed. A lot has been
done; a lot more needs to be done in a cooperative way.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Community
Services) — This morning gives us all an opportunity
again to reflect on the impact the bushfires of
7 February have had on so many people and to allow
this Parliament to recommit its unqualified support to
those families, individuals and communities who are on
the long road to recovery. I begin by again putting on
the record my sincere sympathies to those who have
lost so much and my congratulations and thanks to
those who have contributed so much since 7 February:
the Country Fire Authority, the State Emergency
Service, the Red Cross, the police and the Salvation
Army. I also thank the hundreds of volunteers who
came from across Victoria and Australia for their
extraordinary efforts in supporting the community at a
very difficult time.
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As I have previously reflected in this house, the effects
of this natural disaster have resonated across our
community and our country. The road to recovery for
so many people is a difficult one. But you can see
extraordinary signs of recovery and extraordinary signs
of community spirit in affected communities. Those of
us who spent time with families and with communities
and visited those areas in the first few days and weeks
following the bushfires have witnessed in more recent
times that, yes, there is still extraordinary grief and
trauma, but there is also extraordinary hope and
courage. We have seen nature regenerate, and I think
that has made an extraordinary difference to all of us as
we visit these communities and look for signs of hope
and rebuilding.

that this service benefits from these organisations’
understanding of local communities and their skills and
expertise. There are 72 agencies across Victoria
involved in delivering the case management service.

This government and this Parliament are committed to
continuing to walk alongside communities, providing
them with the support they need to rebuild the lives of
their members. Since that day the government, in
partnership with the commonwealth government and
local government, has moved quickly to put in place
relief centres, emergency grants, the appeals fund and
the Victorian Bushfire Reconstruction and Recovery
Authority, which of course is leading one of the biggest
reconstruction efforts in this country’s history.

His aunt is an executor, so she is also registered with
the case management service and is getting support.
This young man has experienced a whole range of
issues, ranging from grief and loss, through having to
work with the coroner’s office on the details of when he
will be able to hold a funeral for his parents and his
brother, to facing information overload and the
disruption to his normal life. He needs to know whether
he can go back to study and how to liquidate his
family’s business.

At the peak of the recovery process around 600 staff
from the Department of Human Services worked on
immediate relief. They worked alongside
commonwealth staff, local government staff and
hundreds of volunteers and community members. We
paid out more than 9100 emergency grants. Meeting the
immediate needs of communities was the first priority.
Efforts then moved on to putting in place the supports
that families and communities need for sustained
support. Some speakers today have mentioned this.
There has been support for business, support for
tourism, support for sporting infrastructure that was
destroyed and support for communities to build
memorials. Importantly, ensuring a sustained effort in
social and community building has been a key priority
in our local communities so affected by this bushfire.

Some of the work case managers have been doing with
this young man includes encouraging him to talk and
go out to visit other people; going to places where he
feels comfortable, which might be to a park or just for a
walk; holding family meetings to try to work through
some of the complex issues in relation to the estate;
working with the coroner’s office in relation to the
release of bodies; working on providing immediate
grant relief and making sure he is registered for the
range of grants the family is entitled to; organising
recreational activities that provide relief from some of
the trauma that is being experienced by the family;
getting reimbursement for his airfares when he came
back from overseas after the fires; and working closely
with the executors of the estate to try to ensure that they
are able to manage the task while also living through
grief. I probably do not have time to go through other
cases, but those are the sorts of complex issues that case
managers are dealing with on an ongoing basis.

The establishment of the Victorian Bushfire Case
Management Service represents our ongoing
commitment to provide intensive support to individuals
affected by the fires. Around 4000 families are
registered with the case management service, and we
have almost 400 case managers. Each week we
continue to see people register for case management for
the first time. They are allocated a case manager within
24 hours. We continue to recruit new case managers to
meet demand. The Victorian health and community
services sector has taken on the delivery of case
management service to local communities, ensuring

The needs of registered families vary. They range from
families which have simple requests for information
and assistance with grants, to families which have
extraordinarily complex issues. I just want to share
briefly a couple of examples of people who case
managers have been assisting. A 25-year-old man who
was studying overseas when the fires went through lost
his parents, his younger brother and his brother’s friend.
He lost his home and other buildings in the community
he lived in.

Our priority is to ensure that we are delivering a
high-quality, consistent but flexible service which is
able to respond to the needs of individuals. To assist us
in this we have quality managers who have been
recruited to work with case managers to monitor and
promote best practice. We have also produced
comprehensive resource kits which provide the
information case managers need on matters ranging
from grants through to insurance and clean-up.
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Through the database case managers can now check on
people’s grant information to ensure they have applied
for the right grants and to check on their progress. As
members of this house know, a range of grants are in
place that people can tap into — some through the
Department of Human Services, some through
Centrelink and of course the grants that are available
through the Red Cross appeal fund. I want to note the
generosity of so many Victorians, Australians and
people from overseas who have contributed so much to
that fund.
Around 4000 grants, totalling nearly $40 million, have
been paid out to individuals who have been directly
affected. Currently around 150 claims are being
processed and paid each day. More staff have been
employed to process grants, and where all
documentation is provided those grants are paid within
around three days.
We have also invested significantly in the psychosocial
response, assisting people to deal with the trauma and
the grief they have experienced as a result of the fires,
with additional capacity in specialist mental health
services, in our schools and amongst our service
providers to ensure they are providing the most
appropriate mental health response to families and
individuals and to communities as a whole.
We have also established community services hubs.
These hubs are there for the long term. Having moved
from relief and recovery centres, community hubs are
now providing a physical one-stop shop for
communities to get the information and support they
need as they go through the recovery process. We also
have community development officers who are
working through those community hubs to ensure local
needs are met and solutions are provided for local
communities.
In an effort of this nature there will always be issues
that arise. Our priority is to ensure that we find
solutions and minimise issues. The government remains
committed to providing the support and services that
families and communities need. Needs and issues will
change over time, and through our grants, our
community hubs and our case managers we are well
placed to respond to these needs as they change, which
will ensure that we are able to take some of the burden
off families as they go through this difficult process of
rebuilding their lives.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — This is one of the rare
occasions in this place when there can be a mutuality of
interest in supporting not only our own individual
communities but also the broader community here in
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Victoria at a time of anguish and trauma. It is edifying
to be able to stand in this place when we all come
together to provide support to the survivors of the
recent bushfires, to acknowledge the victims and to
ensure that we talk about a mechanism to deliver all the
available services of government and the relief fund to
provide for recovery from the bushfires.
I start my comments by saying that on Sunday I had the
opportunity to attend the Country Fire Authority
memorial service in Fiskville. A large number of
politicians attended, including the Premier, the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services and the member for
Yan Yean as parliamentary secretary, as well as Bill
Shorten, who is the federal Parliamentary Secretary for
Victorian Bushfire Reconstruction. I will say something
that I do not normally say: the Premier was the lead
speaker at the memorial service, and on behalf of all
Victorians he very eloquently and passionately
expressed the way we feel about the people from the
Country Fire Authority who were lost in the service of
their communities and their state. In the case of
Mr Balfour from the Australian Capital Territory fire
service, the Premier acknowledged that Mr Balfour was
repaying a debt of honour to Victorian firefighters who
attended the ACT fires a few years ago. He also
acknowledged the passing of Mr Shepherd. I also
acknowledge and express my condolences for the
passing of Mr Shepherd and Mr Balfour.
In your contribution, Acting Speaker, you talked about
how proud you are that as Victorians, as Australians
and as members of the world community we can come
together and take pride in the amount of money that has
been so generously donated. It is not only the money
but also the time and the provision of services by a
community coming together right around this state that
has had such a profound effect.
I have been awestruck by the efforts of those on our
side of politics — and I am sure it is reflected on the
other side of politics — in particular by the amount of
time that the Leader of The Nationals, on behalf of the
coalition as the shadow minister for bushfire recovery,
has dedicated by travelling the length and breadth of the
state. He recently attended the opening of the
submissions before the royal commission into the
bushfires. It is an ongoing process.
I acknowledge the opportunity I had to travel with you,
Acting Speaker, to your electorate and to see something
that does not necessarily occur in my electorate and to
see the enormous contributions made by individuals
there. I also acknowledge the opportunity I had to share
the concerns of the members for Morwell, Narracan
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and Benalla, who spoke today, and the concerns of their
communities.
I will pick up on the comments that were made by the
Leader of The Nationals about the bushfire appeal fund
and the charitable purpose requirement. As I said, I was
struck by the amount of money — some
$320 million — which was generated not only here in
Victoria but also elsewhere in Australia and overseas.
In his speech yesterday the Treasurer referred to the
donation from Papua New Guinea. Notwithstanding the
parlous financial state of that country, it saw fit to
donate over $2 million to the bushfire appeal fund. I
recently attended the Anzac Day service in
Villers-Bretonneux with the members for Essendon,
Coburg and Benambra. I note that the community of
Villers-Bretonneux is prepared to support the Kinglake
community through the rebuilding of one of its schools,
repaying a debt of honour from 91 years ago when
Australian soldiers passed around the hat to raise funds
for the reconstruction of the school in
Villers-Bretonneux.
In that regard I note that the money generated is clearly
there to be dedicated to those survivors of the fires who
have lost an enormous amount — be it houses, other
property, fencing, stock or their livelihoods. It is
important that that process is dealt with. There is
currently a significant impediment which has nothing to
do with the goodwill, or lack of goodwill, of the
government or of people, but with the definition of
‘charitable purpose’. As the Leader of The Nationals
outlined, the definition of charitable purpose for
Australian taxation purposes comes from an archaic
piece of legislation passed in the United Kingdom in
1601. I understand that that legislation has now been
repealed and that a new definition of charitable purpose
has been promulgated in the United Kingdom.
However, here in Australia we have an antiquated
definition of charitable purpose. It was defined before
the creation of corporations or companies limited by
guarantee or otherwise.
As we know, many people provide for their own
purposes a mechanism whereby their livelihoods, their
whole lives, are encapsulated in a corporation — for
example, farmers, plumbers and electricians can do
this. As a former lawyer I know it is common for
lawyers to incorporate. Under the definition of
‘charitable purpose’, because corporations are primarily
designed to generate profits, moneys raised cannot be
used to provide assistance to a person who has chosen
to have a corporate veil around themselves. As most
speakers in this place have said, that is not the intention
of the overwhelming majority of those who made
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donations. It is just an interpretation that has been
provided, probably quite legitimately, by the Australian
Tax Office.
It rests with the federal government to clarify this
matter and if necessary pass urgent legislation so that
adequate money can be provided in the spirit in which
it was given not only by those in Victoria and Australia
but also by those overseas — that is, to provide relief to
people, including those who are now suffering from the
inability to access those funds because they had chosen
to structure themselves in a quite legitimate way.
I join the Leader of The Nationals in expressing
concern about this matter and calling upon the federal
government, in the spirit in which it has acted in the
past, to do something urgently to resolve this matter so
that those survivors of the bushfires can access funds.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Outer Suburban/Interface Services and
Development Committee: local economic
development in outer suburban Melbourne
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I will make some
comments on the report by the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development
Committee on its inquiry into local economic
development in outer suburban Melbourne, which was
tabled in September last year. I am sure it was an
important subject to people in the outer suburban area
when it was tabled; if it was important then, it is
critically important now.
History tells us that in economic slowdowns and times
of recession these setbacks often start earlier and last
longer in the outer metropolitan areas than in inner or
middle-ring areas. The impact is often more severe,
self-evidently because the period in which the economy
is recessed lasts longer, but also because many home
buyers have less equity in their homes, have
proportionally greater debt and are without the job
security enjoyed by their fellows in the middle ring and
inner ring of Melbourne.
We are in a time of rising unemployment and declining
opportunities for full-time employment. As a result the
facilitation of economic development has become of
critical importance.
I know that certainly in Mornington Peninsula shire
there are some very large employers, and they are going
through a process of winding back long service leave
and encouraging employees to take long service leave
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wherever possible as well as to work four days a week
wherever possible and so on and so forth. All of that is
fine and legitimate in terms of the business, but it
means there is a declining income in the home.
The area covered by the report includes the often
collectively referred to interface councils of
Mornington Peninsula, Cardinia, Yarra Ranges,
Nillumbik, Whittlesea, Hume, Melton and Wyndham.
Together they make up a considerable proportion of the
greater metropolitan area. While some parts of those
municipalities contain growth areas and are obviously
very active, particularly in the north and north-west of
that area, there are other areas like the Mornington
Peninsula that do not ever want to be part of the growth
area. All the municipalities identified contain large
slabs of green wedge land, which is a further
complication that is of benefit to some municipalities
and less so to others. The committee went beyond that
and talked also to the Casey City Council, which of
course is critical in the south-east.
The committee went up into the town of Kinglake in
the Murrindindi shire. Kinglake has its own entirely
different set of problems now, and we support it in its
every effort there. The committee also spoke to the
Moorabool Shire Council on the western edge of the
metropolitan area. The report very clearly articulates
that the productive capacity of outer suburban
Melbourne is being significantly handicapped by the
infrastructure gap. There are serious structural
disincentives for productivity improvements.
There are 171 recommendations in the report.
Obviously I cannot touch on all of them in 5 minutes,
but I want to talk briefly about the recommendations
relating to local economic development practices, of
which there were 17. They were all heavily reliant on
the state government, local government and the
Municipal Association of Victoria working together to
implement them, as you would expect with local
initiatives. They covered a whole range of issues such
as improving the training of practitioners, accreditation,
best practice standards, mentoring and skilling up — a
whole host of very useful recommendations.
Unfortunately only 1 recommendation has been
endorsed in full by the government, 1 has been rejected
and 15 have been adopted in principle — in other
words, the government may think about doing
something about it a bit further down the track. I would
have thought that given economic circumstances at the
moment it would be important to try to progress these
sorts of things straight away. Interestingly enough, the
recommendation that was supported is for an for best
practice. There is no initiative to develop best practice
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but there is one to run an awards show. Being the best
of the worst may be okay, but there is nothing about
becoming the best of the best. It is also significant that
the recommendation that was rejected was a funding
recommendation.

Law Reform Committee: vexatious litigants
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I would like to take
this opportunity to make some comments on the Law
Reform Committee’s report on its inquiry into
vexatious litigants, which was tabled in December last
year. At the very outset and as a member of the
committee I thank my fellow members of the
committee for the preparation of this report, in
particular the chair, Mr Scheffer, who is a member of
the other place, and the deputy chair, the member for
Box Hill, who, along with all the other members,
contributed to a fine report. I would also like to thank
and commend the staff of the committee who did an
excellent job in pulling this report together — Kerryn
Riseley, the executive officer, Susan Brent, Deanna
Foong and Kate Buchanan, who did a lot of the
research work, Helen Ross-Soden and a legal policy
intern, Claire Barrance, who also contributed to the
preparation of the report.
There is already a mechanism in place for dealing with
vexatious litigants under section 21 of the Supreme
Court Act 1986. Part of the deliberations of the
committee, which are clearly set out in this report, dealt
with the question of why only 15 people have been
declared vexatious under that mechanism since 1928,
and a large number of those have been declared more
recently. I suppose the issue the committee had to
weigh up was whether it is appropriate in a range of
circumstances for people’s access to the justice system
and the courts to be limited in a fairly severe way.
There is also a reluctance on the part of the judiciary to
enforce the vexatious litigant provisions.
The committee also heard evidence and received
submissions about the impact that people who are
considered vexatious litigants have on the justice
system, on the courts and on the people they are suing
or pursuing through the legal system. A representative
of the Victorian Bar Council said in oral evidence at a
public hearing:
… there is often what I will describe as a paranoia on the part
of a vexatious litigant, a paranoia that the individual is being
really persecuted — that is the actual belief of the person
concerned — or that the system of justice is deliberately
perverse to the individual. You have people coming from that
sort of mindset in many cases. You also have people who can
see that use of the justice system is an effective means of
causing havoc, cost and distress to somebody else.
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At an anecdotal level there was strong evidence that
there was a real problem with vexatious litigants. The
committee considered throughout the preparation of
this report two broad options for reform: one was along
the lines of the model Vexatious Proceedings Bill 2004
proposed by the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General, which essentially bolsters the
existing provisions of section 21 of the Supreme Court
Act; and the other was to introduce a graduated system
based on that used for civil restraint orders in the UK.
In considering these matters the committee noted at
page 158 of its report:
Although most participants were unfamiliar with the UK’s
graduated system, it attracted some interest during the inquiry.
The Supreme Court’s submission noted ‘a statutory system of
graduated orders, similar to those developed in the United
Kingdom, could provide a more flexible regime for dealing
with litigation constituting an abuse of process’.

The Law Institute of Victoria also described it as
arguably more flexible and less draconian than the
current model.
In the end it was the finding of the committee that
Victoria should move to a system of graduated orders
based on the system that has been in use now for a
number of years in the United Kingdom. Under that
system there would be three levels of orders. Probably
the least serious order would be a limited litigation
limitation order, which would restrict a person from
actions for bringing of further interlocutory applications
in existing litigation without leave. There would be a
middle-range order for continuing or bringing further
applications in existing litigation without leave, and a
general litigation limitation order which would be
similar to the existing section 21 provisions.

Rural and Regional Committee: rural and
regional tourism
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I wish to make a short
contribution on the report of the Rural and Regional
Committee’s inquiry into tourism, which was tabled in
this Parliament earlier this year and of which committee
I am a member.
I refer to recommendation 23 of the committee’s report
and subsequent response by the government to this
recommendation. Recommendation 23 states, in part:
That, following natural disasters, the state government
a.

provide additional funding for the replacement and
repair of damaged government infrastructure such as
roads, tracks, signs, and bridges as soon as practicable.
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The government’s response to this recommendation
was:
Agree in principle.
In addition to funding provided for reopening of parks and
forests both Parks Victoria and DSE do have appropriate
levels of insurance for their built assets managed on public
land such as roads, bridges, signage, and visitor and picnic
facilities. Following any large bushfire or other natural
disasters, both agencies work with their insurer to replace
infrastructure as soon as practicable. Priority is given to
replacing those assets critical for community access (i.e. to
houses and properties), tourism activities, and firefighting
access.

I raise this aspect due to the fact that bushfires affected
the Gippsland community, as members well know, in
late January, particularly in the areas of Boolarra and
Yinnar. Significantly impacted through that bushfire
was the Boolarra to Mirboo North rail trail, which is an
important iconic trail not only to the local community
but also for visitors into that pristine region.
One of the problems we experienced with the
re-establishment of this rail trail post the bushfires was
the number of dangerous trees and damaged
infrastructure from the fires. It would be fair to say
from the feedback I have received from the local
community that there has been a lack of cohesion in
some respects with Parks Victoria (Parks) and DSE
(Department of Sustainability and Environment) in the
attempts by the community to reopen the Boolarra to
Mirboo North rail trail. I am somewhat concerned that
what is stipulated in the government’s response about
priority being given to replace assets that are critical for
community access and also for tourism activities is not
actually happening on the ground.
The Boolarra to Mirboo North rail trail is not only
important from a tourism perspective but is frequented
by many members of the community in that area. It is a
great area for local residents to improve their health and
wellbeing. A walk is proposed along the Boolarra to
Mirboo North rail trail on 9 May, and we are just
starting to see some teamwork come to the fore
between DSE and Parks to ensure that the walk will
proceed on that particular date. Whilst there has been
some consternation about the time taken, it appears that
we are now moving forward with that.
With respect to making sure that we have appropriate
levels of insurance for government assets, such as
bridges, the committee’s recommendation 14 talks
about the development and establishment of the
Gippsland Plains rail trail. From an insurance
perspective it was impacted by the 2006 floods when
bridges along that rail trail were lost. It took a
considerable time to deal with the bureaucracy and the
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insurance companies to ensure that infrastructure was
re-established in an adequate time frame. From
memory the time taken WAS well in excess of
12 months. We do not want to see the like of that
happening again.
I am pleased to see the government’s response to the
committee’s recommendation 23. I hope it will ensure
that we recognise the vital needs of such infrastructure
for local communities, not only for the health and
wellbeing of those communities but also to enhance
tourism opportunities into the future.
We know that through recommendation 14 the
establishment of a Gippsland Plains rail trail from
Traralgon, Maffra and picking up communities such as
Glengarry, Toongabbie and Cowwarr, are vital for
those regions to make sure that they prosper in the
future and that they provide tourism opportunities for
their local economies From a local community aspect
they are important for the health and wellbeing of the
community.

Law Reform Committee: alternative dispute
resolution and restorative justice
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It is with pleasure that
I rise to make a few brief comments on the Law
Reform Committee’s report on its inquiry into
alternative dispute resolution (ADR) and restorative
justice which was tabled today. I begin by
acknowledging the work done by the hardworking
members of staff of the committee. As my friend the
member for Bundoora previously said, the committee
staff members make all the difference, and they made
this substantial inquiry a worthwhile inquiry. The
inquiry ran for a significant time and engaged a wide
variety of stakeholder groups across the legal and
community sectors from right across Victoria.
As the chair of the committee, Mr Scheffer, a member
for Eastern Victoria Region in the Legislative Council,
said in his media release today:
In recent times, ADR and restorative justice have emerged as
part of a wider movement of non-adversarial justice, which
seeks to use innovative and alternative means to deal with
civil disputes and criminal offending outside the traditional
courtroom.

This report seeks both to respond to and to consider
some of the issues associated with alternative dispute
resolution, as well as the somewhat more controversial
restorative justice provisions.
The terms of reference of the inquiry are twofold but
very broad in scope and deal with such issues as how
alternative dispute resolution and restorative justice
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schemes can improve access to justice and outcomes in
civil and criminal court jurisdictions and reduce the
need for contact with the court system, with a particular
emphasis on implications for marginalised
communities. The second aspect of the terms of
reference goes to the regulation of alternative dispute
resolution providers and to them having a greater sense
of consistency and accountability in how alternative
dispute resolution applies.
The committee operated quite cohesively throughout
the inquiry and did a significant amount of work — and
a significant number of recommendations arose from it.
The report details 44 recommendations which seek to
realise the potential of alternative dispute resolution in
Victoria and by doing so ensure high-quality services
which will make alternative dispute resolution
accessible to more and more members of the
community.
As the chair of the committee points out in his media
release, these recommendations fall within three broad
categories. Firstly, reducing barriers to people’s access
to a low-cost and less intimidating form of alternative
dispute resolution centres throughout the states and
particularly providing access for those in marginalised
communities to do so. The second area the
recommendations deal with is increasing the capacity of
Victorians to resolve civil disputes themselves through
education and conflict resolution means rather than the
knee-jerk reaction of accessing courts. Finally, the
recommendations deal with the supply of alternative
dispute resolution services for exploring the scope of
additional schemes and undertakings and further work
on how alternative dispute resolution can achieve its
very worthy goals.
In this respect the committee then went on to consider
the somewhat more controversial area of restorative
justice programs, which have been the hallmark of this
government’s approach to reforming the legal and
judicial system to ensure that it is not the plaything of
rich and powerful interests who might traditionally
have sought to use it as such. The first and second
justice statements of this government have shown that
this is a significant area of reform that is well under
way and will continue.
However, it is with some degree of sadness that I note
that the bipartisan nature of the committee’s report
deviates when it comes to the issue of how restorative
justice should be expended. Members of the opposition
parties in both houses sought, as is their right, the
opportunity to put in a minority report when it came to
that issue. I think it is fair to say that they sought to
oppose the expansion of restorative justice to adults or
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in relation to more serious offences, which they
consider to be inappropriate, whereas the majority
position as part of the justice statement approach that
this government has taken seeks the measured,
considered and appropriate expansion of restorative
justice as a legitimate opportunity for and a means of
delivering social and legal outcomes.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: impact of public land management
practices on bushfires in Victoria
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I want to use this time as
an opportunity to speak on the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee’s inquiry into the impact
of public land management practices on bushfires in
Victoria. The ENRC held a large number of public
hearings and site visits around Victoria. ENRC is a
government-dominated committee but the findings and
recommendations were all unanimous.
The committee’s findings are that, while the legislative,
regulatory and reporting structures for the planning and
conducting of prescribed burning activities are
complex, they provide an appropriate system of risk
management for an inherently complex land
management practice. The committee also found that
the frequency and extent of prescribed burning has been
insufficient over a number of decades for the
preservation of ecological processes and biodiversity
across the public land estate and that an increase in the
extent and frequency of prescribed burning for the
enhancement of environmental values should therefore
be a priority for the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and its partner agencies.
The committee made other findings regarding the
evidence it had received about prescribed burning and
found there was no evidence of an adverse impact by
forestry operations on the level of prescribed burning.
The committee’s report also highlights the need for
government to monitor the effects of prescribed
burning. The main recommendation is that there be an
increase in the amount of land burnt during prescribed
burning from 130 000 to 385 000 hectares each year.
The evidence we heard during our 2008 investigation
into the impact of public land management practices on
bushfires proved without a shadow of doubt that fuel
reduction burns must be increased. Bushfires are
regarded as inevitable in our landscape. However, their
size and intensity are variables that we have the
capacity to influence — that is, a more aggressive
schedule of prescribed burning. Therefore it is rather
disappointing to see in today’s Age a report from the
budget papers that I had not yet picked up, because I
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am ploughing through the budget and trying to compare
apples with apples.
The Age reports that the Department of Sustainability
and Environment has a target of 130 000 hectares for its
2009–10 program of fuel reduction burns. That is
exactly the same as its 2008–09 target, which was the
only year in which that target was met. It is very
disappointing that, although the recommendation had
been made by an all-party committee dominated by the
government, we have not seen an increase in the target
of the number of hectares to be burnt. If this year
continues to be as dry as last year, there will be ample
opportunity for the burning targets to be increased.
I compare the 17 public hearings, 18 site visits and
submissions from 202 witnesses with the task facing
the royal commission. Our inquiry could possibly be
said to pale into insignificance in comparison, but the
opposite is true. The community at large understands
the need for prescribed burning for fuel reduction
programs. More than 15 000 bumper stickers have been
distributed and more are being printed. These are based
on the recommendations in this report to increase fuel
reduction burns. The bumper stickers simply say ‘No
fuel, no fires — fuel reduction saves lives’. The
evidence we heard pointed to the need for fuel
reduction burning.
Another important recommendation is that DSE
implement remote sensing imagery as a routine part of
the program, because that process would produce maps
of exactly how the burns were completed and whether
the area that was declared to be burnt has been fully
burnt, or whether through climatic conditions the area
burnt was less than predicted. Some of the Gippsland
areas that had been prescribed burnt did not burn as
fiercely, or the fire was checked when it hit those areas.
Reducing the amount of fuel is not going to stop the
number of bushfires, but it will help those who are
fighting to stop them and prevent them reaching
residential areas. We held some very emotional
hearings, and I do not envy what people will hear at the
royal commission hearings.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
report 2007–08
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I would like to
speak about the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee (PAEC) 2007–08 annual report, which was
tabled in October 2008. Pages 8 and 9 of the report
detail the committee’s responsibilities and functions.
The first function is to inquire into public accounts, and
this function falls into three areas: conducting special
inquiries, reviewing financial and performance
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outcomes of some 600 or 700 annual reports each year,
and reviewing the reports of the Auditor-General, a
function to which I will return in a minute.
The second function of the PAEC is its estimates
function. The committee reviews the budget papers and
related documents and then ministers and departmental
secretaries appear before it. This is far better
accountability than existed in the seven dark years of
the Kennett era. The Premier, ministers and
parliamentary officers will appear before the
committee. The next round of hearings will start this
Friday and continue solidly for approximately the next
two and a half weeks. In order to contribute to
improving the presentation of the budget information to
Parliament, we will be looking to report on those
hearings before Parliament next meets at the beginning
of June. We will also be providing an analytical paper
later on.
The third function of PAEC is an auditing one in
respect of the Auditor-General, the appointment of the
Auditor-General and the independent audits of the
Auditor-General’s office, as well as reporting to
Parliament on the Auditor-General’s budget estimates
and annual plan, which were tabled today. We welcome
that. Part of the role of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee is to meet privately with the
Auditor-General to discuss his proposed plan and take
evidence from him. This is done on a regular basis and
has been done in the time being reported on.
I also note that part of our role with respect to the
Auditor-General is to discuss the Auditor-General’s
estimates — in other words, what money does he need
in order to undertake his annual plan? I quote from the
foreword of the annual plan that was tabled today:
I acknowledge the support of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee for my request for an adjustment to my
budget. This increase is needed to maintain my existing
service capability.

I thank the Auditor-General for those comments in
respect of the role of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. I am sure members will have some more
words on that when the parliamentary appropriation bill
comes before the house for debate.
We commend the Auditor-General insofar as he also
has a strategic plan with indicative possible audits
going out beyond 2009–10 and looking at the out years
with respect to the following three years. That is a great
innovation.
The other report tabled today in regard to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee is the
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government’s response to the committee’s 82nd report
to Parliament on its review of the findings and
recommendations of the Auditor-General’s reports
tabled from July 2006 to February 2007, which is
referred to as part of the work of the committee in its
annual report, as I said before. I should mention that the
original PAEC report had 38 recommendations, of
which 3 were rejected by the government, 1 was under
review, 5 were referred to the Auditor-General to
follow up and implement and the other 29 were either
accepted or accepted in part or in principle. We think
this is reasonable, and the committee will take up the
responses and look at them in detail, particularly the
recommendations that were rejected. We are not sure
whether some of those that were rejected need a little
bit more work, but the role of the committee is to look
at them going forward.

NOTICE OF MOTION
Postponement
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — In relation to notice of
motion 1, the Leader of the House and Minister for
Energy and Resources has passed this matter to me. I
do not wish to proceed with the notice today and
request that it remain on the notice paper.
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, on the matter that was raised by the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services I will just say that
the opposition finds it incredible that this matter is not
being dealt with today. This is a matter that has been
the subject of considerable discussion. It is a fairly
draconian and dramatic step that the government
wishes to take in having us initiate this process. It
beggars belief that notwithstanding discussions
yesterday and today the government does not want to
proceed with this matter.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
There is no point of order.

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to make some comments on the
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Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. Let me say
at the outset that this is an absolute shocker of a bill.
How government members and indeed the minister can
come into this house, support this sort of legislation and
keep a straight face while they are talking about it and
all the wonderful things it supposedly does is quite
frankly entirely beyond my comprehension.
This bill is nothing but an attack on communities. It is
an attack on local democracy and on local government.
It is simply a blatant, naked grab for power. It is hidden
behind rhetoric about reforming the planning system,
but that is all it is — a grab for power. Let us be very
clear about it. Absolutely nothing in this bill will
contribute to legitimate reform. Nothing in this bill will
speed up the process. Nothing in this bill will improve
probity. Nothing in this bill will improve transparency
or quality of outcomes. Indeed all those things will go
backwards under this legislation.
It is in fact highly likely that additional delays will be
caused by the introduction of this legislation. In many
cases, if not all cases, councils as responsible authorities
have delegated extensively to their officers, so many of
the decisions that are proposed to be considered by
development assessment committees (DACs) have
already been delegated to individual officers or
committees of officers, and this process will be slowed
down. The message from the state government to the
people and the councillors of Victoria is very clear:
‘You can’t be trusted. You can’t be trusted to make
decisions about your own communities, so we’re going
to make them for you’.
There is only one positive comment I want to make
about this bill, and that is to say I appreciated the frank,
comprehensive and professional manner in which we
were briefed on the issues by the departmental officers
and by the minister’s office; it was well done. Apart
from that, there are no redeeming features.
What does this crock purport to do? The bill amends
the Planning and Environment Act to establish
development assessment committees and to set
guidelines for their operation. It is interesting to note
that the minister described this bill as a framework for a
new state-local government partnership. It will be an
interesting partnership — local government will pay,
but the state government will make the decisions.
You might say the polite term for all this is cost
shifting. You might say it is undermining the
democratic process. I call it extortion at gunpoint. Hand
over your valuables; in this case hand over your
suburbs, towns, cities and neighbourhoods. Each
neighbourhood has been established and nurtured by
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generations of civic leaders. Each neighbourhood has
its own character and is a special place in its own right.
The demand is, ‘Hand them over to us and we will look
after them for you. You will still pay, but we will look
after them’. If this bill succeeds, every neighbourhood
in the state is at risk, every neighbourhood will be
compromised — not might be compromised but will be
compromised.
Government members understand that. They know
exactly how devastating this bill will be and what it will
do to local communities. But for some reason they are
prepared to support the bill. Let there be no doubt that a
member who supports this legislation will not be able to
ever come into this house again and pretend they are a
friend of local government. They will have outed
themselves for life and proved beyond reasonable doubt
that they are enemy no. 1 of local councils and local
communities.
The amendments to the Planning and Environment Act
change the definition of growth areas and establish and
regulate the DACs. There are also amendments to the
Docklands Act 1991, the Heritage Act 1995, the Local
Government Act 1989 and the Melbourne Convention
and Exhibition Trust Act 1996, which is being amended
to make some changes which should have been enacted
years ago. I mention that only in passing, because I
want to concentrate entirely on the growth areas and the
development assessment committees.
The changes to the growth area provisions are
substantial. Growth area provisions are currently
restricted to the defined councils of Cardinia, Casey,
Hume, Melton, Whittlesea and Wyndham. They are
defined in section 46AP of the principal act, which will
be repealed under this legislation. It is proposed that the
new provisions will be extended to any council or part
of a council in Victoria. Any area can be declared a
growth area — from Malvern to Mornington, Maldon
to Mildura, and from Narre Warren, Northcote, Noojee
or Nepean.
The changes will be made without consultation. The
Minister for Planning, through the device of an order in
council, can make orders at the stroke of a pen. The
Minister for Planning will become the Tsar of Planning
for all of Victoria. He alone will declare the growth
areas; he alone will make decisions without the
hindrance of local opinion and community input.
Areas will not only be defined as growth areas; they
will also come under the ambit of the Growth Areas
Authority. If you happen to be living within a defined
urban growth area, any land transfer that occurs after
the passage of this legislation will cost you an up-front
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payment of $95 000 per hectare for the privilege. The
whole concept is just crazy. It throws due process out
the window, and it cuts the community out of what
process is left — and on top of that you get to pay for
the privilege of no longer being able to have a say in
what happens in your community.
The other principal change of course is the introduction
of the development assessment committees. Once again
the changes apply across the state. Once again, with a
stroke of a pen, the minister can rip away any local
oversight or any part of the responsible authority
functions of a local council — without discussion,
without consent, without justification and with no right
of appeal. If this bill ever receives royal assent, it will
change local government in Victoria forever. No doubt
as the debate progresses we will again hear from across
the chamber claims that councils will still control the
process. That is rubbish. Councils — or the
ratepayers — will foot the bill. That is the extent of the
input they will have. They will pay for the privilege.
They will provide the resources and they will cop the
blame, but they will have absolutely no say in the
outcomes.
The other claim that is often made and that no doubt we
will hear again and again is that councils control
planning schemes and are able to make local policy.
That is not just rubbish — it is absolute rubbish. Yes,
local policy exists, but it will always get trumped in the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal by state
policy. In any case, who makes the policy? It goes
through a planning scheme amendment process. Who
says you can even start a planning scheme amendment?
It is the Minister for Planning. Do not tell me that
councils have any real say in what goes on in their
community.
There are a whole lot of other examples of nonsense in
this bill that I obviously do not have time to detail, and I
do not believe any purpose would be served by
detailing them. An example though is the
conflict-of-interest provisions that, as I understand it,
have effectively been mirrored from the Local
Government Act. We know that the Local Government
Act, as amended, is totally unworkable. It has taken
only four months to prove that these provisions will not
work for local government, so the government is
introducing them for DACs as well! These are
provisions that require 70-plus pages of explanation,
and still do not work. There are lots more examples in a
similar vein.
This legislation is an attack on local government, it is
an attack on local communities and it is an attack on
every citizen of Victoria. It is a blatant grab for power.
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It is a cheap stunt to try to pass off the shortcomings of
the government’s planning processes. The bill must not
pass.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I rise to support the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. The bill
does a number of things by amending a range of acts. It
amends the Planning and Environment Act 1987 in
relation to the establishment of development
assessment committees and the delineation of growth
areas. It also amends the Docklands Act 1991, the
Heritage Act 1995, the Local Government Act 1989
and the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust
Act 1996. I intend to comment on this bill in relation to
the provisions that provide for the establishment of
development assessment committees, and I will leave
other parts of this bill for other members to comment
on.
The bill allows for the Governor in Council to establish
development assessment committees. As the Minister
for Planning has indicated, he intends to establish those
committees in all of Melbourne’s principal activity
centres. The development assessment committees will
consist of five members — two from the local council,
two appointed by the Governor in Council but
nominated by the state government, and one
independent chair appointed by the Governor in
Council. This move will ensure that at a policy level
local interests are blended with broader metropolitan
and state interests. I listened to the lead speaker for the
opposition yesterday and to the speaker before me, and
I think what was lacking in the positions they put was a
broad policy framework for planning in Victoria and
across Melbourne. Their policy position seems to be
based solely on criticising aspects of this government’s
planning policy.
The move through this bill to establish development
assessment committees will provide a level of
confidence to the development sector that the full range
of interests, as opposed to solely local interests, will be
considered when a development of a significant scale
and size is proposed. There is no argument from
members on this side of the house that it is important
that local interests are considered — and those of us
who have served in local government certainly
understand the importance of that particular matter.
The bill will help to implement the proposals in
Melbourne 2030, which is a very important policy
document. This blueprint for Melbourne’s growth has
been criticised by the Liberals on many occasions. The
policy is based on very sound principles — the
principle of having more housing around key activity
centres, essentially around transport hubs, and the
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principle of protecting suburban neighbourhoods,
which we have seen through ResCode and a range of
other measures where this government, working with
local councils, has moved to help protect
neighbourhoods.
Melbourne 2030 promotes new subdivisions, new
communities and new housing growth in specified
growth corridors — and importantly it protects
Melbourne’s green wedges. As I said, the Liberal Party
has consistently attacked the Melbourne 2030 blueprint.
I heard one member describe it as a dog of a policy, but
it is important to try to pinpoint exactly what part of the
policy Liberal Party members disagree with. Do they
disagree with the protection of neighbourhoods and
green wedges, or do they disagree with having more
housing around activity centres, which is effectively
what this bill seeks to deal with? I would be very
interested to know how they can form a position on
these sorts of policies without a policy of their own.

Wednesday, 6 May 2009

something about the strength and the fundamentals of
our economy, and it tells me something about the
affordability of housing in this state.
Yesterday’s budget was a jobs-building budget.
Yesterday’s budget was about saying that if you look
around the world today, particularly if you look around
the developed economies of the world today, you will
find that most similar developed economies are
recording significant negative economic growth, and
that is not the case in Victoria. Just as Australia cannot
change the global financial crisis, Victoria cannot
change the global financial crisis. The world economy
will shrink by 2 per cent this year — the first time since
the Great Depression of the late 1920s and early 1930s.
Against that we have put in place a set of plans and a
set of policies in this budget which position us better
than just about any place in the world.
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Thirty-five thousand new jobs will be generated as a
result of our capital projects. Whether you are talking
about health and what we are doing in the hospital
system, whether you are talking about education or
whether you are talking about transport — the biggest
rollout of new investment in the transport system we
have had since Federation — this is a budget that will
generate activity and generate jobs for Victoria. I
believe it is a positive statement. It has been received in
the community very positively basically by everybody
except this miserable lot opposite.

Budget: government performance

Budget: employment

Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Premier’s claim
that there is no bad news in the budget, and I ask: given
that unemployment will leap to 200 000 in Victoria,
debt is set to soar to $31 billion and fees and charges
will increase for all Victorians, is it not a fact that under
this budget hundreds of thousands of Victorians will
suffer? The Premier should tell us: if everything is so
good, why are so many Victorians struggling?

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — My question is also to
the Premier. I refer to the government’s jobs-building
budget, which will secure — —

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order! It
is time for the house to break for lunch. The member
will have the call when debate resumes.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The fact of the matter is
Australians are moving to our state in record numbers.
They are doing that because Victoria is a great place to
live, work, invest and raise a family. My attention was
drawn to the Australian Bureau of Statistics data on
building approvals released yesterday, which by the
way again shows that Victoria is leading Australia in
building approvals. More remarkably it shows that in
the last month 33.7 per cent of all dwelling
approvals — new houses — across Australia were
given here in Victoria. That tells me something about
our attractiveness as a place to live. It tells me

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Geelong to take a seat for a moment. I believe the
Leader of the Opposition was allowed to ask his
question in silence. I would ask that the same courtesy
be shown to the member for Geelong.
Mr TREZISE — As I said, my question is to the
Premier. I refer to the government’s jobs budget, which,
as the Premier alluded to, will secure 35 000 jobs for
Victorians, and I ask: could the Premier explain to the
house how commentators and interest groups have
endorsed the budget as a jobs plan for tough global
times?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for Geelong for his question and also for the
strong support he has given so many of the initiatives in
this budget, particularly as they relate to the Geelong
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area. As I indicated a few moments ago in my answer
to the Leader of the Opposition, this year’s budget has
been framed in what unquestionably are the most
challenging circumstances that have faced our state and
faced Australia for many decades. The appropriate
response, I think, for a government in those
circumstances is to bring down a budget which focuses
on jobs. As I have said, this is a jobs-building budget
but a budget too which is a positive budget in terms of
the settings for private sector investment and a budget
which, when the world recovery comes, positions our
state as being first out of the blocks and best able to
take advantage of that world economic recovery.
This budget will generate 35 000 direct new jobs
through $7 billion worth of infrastructure spending in
our schools, in our hospitals, in transport and of course
across community facilities. In addition there will be
something like 172 000 extra training places over the
next four years.
There has been strong support for this budget, and the
support and cheering for the budget comes from all
parts of the state — —
An honourable member — Jeering?
Mr BRUMBY — Cheering!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think we all know now
quite clearly the word the Premier used.
Mr BRUMBY — A Warrnambool Standard
headline is ‘Gloom buster — Brumby spends big in our
region’.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — No, they were not talking about
Denis! The Bendigo Advertiser has the headline
‘Bendigo Health gets its wish’. The Geelong Advertiser
headline is ‘Operation jobs’ — and so it goes on. The
Border Mail has the headline ‘Home stretch’.
There have been many positive reports of the budget
we delivered yesterday. The Australian newspaper,
which I know the opposition is fond of quoting, said:
In the hardest economic conditions since the Great
Depression, yesterday’s budget, the 10th delivered by
Victorian Labor, illustrated the benefits of a steady,
disciplined fiscal approach.

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY — I will just repeat that: a steady,
disciplined fiscal approach. It is talking about us, not
you! It continued:
Other governments would do well to emulate it.

Under the headline ‘Infrastructure spending right for
the times’, the Age stated:
… instead of throwing money at the problem
indiscriminately, it is focusing on expanding and renovating
the state’s infrastructure.

The Australian Financial Review headline is ‘Surplus
and rating envy of other states’. The article says:
In running a surplus and keeping its rating, Brumby and
Treasurer John Lenders have achieved something that appears
increasingly unlikely to be emulated by any other states.

The ANZ this morning said today’s budget ‘is expected
to provide a blueprint for the other states’. The
Australian Industry Group has described the budget
today as prudent and ‘a budget for the times’.
On top of all that, what I was most pleased about in this
budget — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the members
for Hastings and Ferntree Gully that, if they wish to
stand in their places at the appropriate time, I will give
them the call to ask a question. To ask questions while
the Premier is addressing a question that has already
been asked is inappropriate. I warn the members for
Hastings and Ferntree Gully.
Mr BRUMBY — What I was most pleased about
with this budget, which, as I have said, was constructed
in very challenging times, is that we have been able,
with the help obviously of the Rudd government, to
dramatically increase our spending on capital works
and generate jobs. We have been able to do that with
record low levels of debt, and we have been able to do
that in a strong AAA-budget-rated setting.
In difficult times one of the other tests for governments
is whether they look after those who are in need in our
community — not just those who can look after
themselves and not just the big end of town but those
who need the support, the help and the encouragement
of the state and who want that support. I was pleased in
that response to get such a strong endorsement of this
budget by the Victorian Council of Social Service. I am
proud of what we have done as a government through
our A Fairer Victoria plan. It is outlined in this budget. I
will be releasing more details about A Fairer Victoria
tomorrow, but I think the test of this budget is that it is a
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AAA budget, it is a budget which delivers an operating
surplus, it is a budget which delivers jobs and it is a
budget which looks after those in our community who
are in need.

Wednesday, 6 May 2009

debt 10 times higher than today. He seems to have
turned out all right.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question.

Questions interrupted.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling the
Leader of the Opposition, I apologise to the house,
because I failed to inform it of the absence of the
Leader of the House from question time today. The
Minister for Mental Health will address any questions
on community development and the Minister for
Agriculture will address any questions on energy and
resources. I also inform the house that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services will be the acting
Leader of the House.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Budget: debt
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Will the Premier rule out
going further into debt in next year’s budget, or does
the government plan to increase debt even further as
this house-of-cards budget collapses and Victorians are
condemned to repay Labor debt for the next 50 years?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for his question. The question was about debt.
I just make this observation about debt. The Leader of
the Opposition was born in the 1950s — I think it was
1952, 1953, 1954 or thereabouts.
An honourable member — He doesn’t know!
Mr BRUMBY — What year was it?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier!
Mr BRUMBY — During that period, running from
the Bolte era and then of course into the Hamer era,
government debt as a share of the state’s economy — I
know you do not like the answer — was almost 60 per
cent. Our gross domestic product today is $260 billion
or thereabouts. If you did 60 per cent of $260 billion, it
is around $160 billion worth of debt. When the Leader
of the Opposition was born as part of that great,
glorious Liberal era, he was shackled with a level of

Mr BRUMBY — We as a government are
generating significant cash from our operating
activities. For our capital works program going
forward, we are financing that, basically dollar for
dollar, from cash from operating activities and
borrowings. That is going into projects around the state,
like schools, hospitals and transport. The question for
the Leader of the Opposition is: which projects would
he scrap?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will address
the question. It is not an opportunity for the Premier to
ask questions of the opposition.
Mr BRUMBY — A policy has been brought to my
attention that says in relation to spending on capital
works — —
Mr Wells — Answer the question!
Mr BRUMBY — I am answering the question. In
relation to expenditure on capital works:
… there must be a rate of return over the life of the project
which is realistic and benchmarked against other private and
government infrastructure projects;

Mr Stensholt interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is warned.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating this question once again. He was
asked to rule out further increases in debt. All he has
done is seek to increase debt and licence himself to
increase debt in the future. If he is going to be — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition. I rule that the Premier was debating the
question. I also rule that the point of order was
outrageous. If the Leader of the Opposition wishes to
continue to be heard on points of order, he will curtail
his behaviour. The Premier has been speaking for in
excess of 5 minutes. I ask him to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — If the Leader of the Opposition
examines the budget papers, he will see that there is
significant forward unallocated capital, which is
provided to pay for capital works in the future. I just
reiterate that in our program we have got schools,
hospitals and transport infrastructure. I do not know
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how you can get a rate of return for a government
school. How do you get a rate of return for a
government school apart from — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
concluded his answer.

Budget: first home owner grant
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
question is for the Premier. I refer to the government’s
jobs-building budget, which will secure 35 000 jobs for
Victorians, and I ask: could the Premier outline for the
house how the Brumby government is making it easier
for young Victorians to buy their first home and support
Victorian jobs?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the honourable
member for her question. Earlier this morning I was
delighted to announce, along with the Treasurer and the
Housing Industry Association (HIA) and local builders,
the extension of our first home owner scheme. As
honourable members would know, the Victorian
government pays the $7000 first home owner grant. In
addition to that over recent years we have been paying
a further bonus on top of that to stimulate the housing
market. That grant was scheduled to conclude on
30 June this year. I am delighted to say that in this
budget we decided to extend funding for the first home
bonus for a further 12 months, given the circumstances
of the housing market and the need to encourage young
Victorians to buy their first home.
I am delighted to announce today that with the
$125 million of additional funding which has been put
aside for the next year, from 1 July this year first home
buyers will receive a bonus of $11 000, up from $5000,
for newly constructed homes. What that means is that if
you are buying a newly constructed home and you are a
first home buyer, providing the value of the home is
below $600 000, you will receive from the state
government a grant of $18 000. If you live in country
Victoria, you will receive a grant of up to $22 500; we
have increased the regional bonus by 50 per cent. If you
are buying an existing home, you will receive a grant of
$9000. Of course the benefit of this is that it will
provide significant encouragement for first home
buyers in our state. I am proud of the fact that we have
one of the highest levels of home ownership anywhere
in the developed world. We need to do what we can to
help first home buyers.
I mentioned yesterday’s ABS (Australian Bureau of
Statistics) building approval figures, which showed that
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in the last month 33.7 per cent of all new homes
approved for construction in Australia were in Victoria,
and in fact over the last year dwelling approvals have
risen by 15.3 per cent in Victoria compared to a
16.5 per cent fall across the rest of Australia.
In putting together this plan we worked very closely
with the HIA. It has done its modelling on what it
believes the new first home owner bonus is worth. The
HIA estimates that the bonus will stimulate an extra
4344 homes being built in Victoria; it will create
directly almost 4000 additional new jobs in our
economy; and it will generate $1.3 billion in additional
housing activity. The HIA said today that the boost to
the first home owner grant for new homes lifts business
confidence in the industry and assists thousands of
aspiring first home buyers looking at purchasing a
dwelling. The Real Estate Institute of Victoria
welcomed the decision to extend the first home bonus
and the state government’s prudent budget saying that it
will minimise the impact of the global recession here in
Victoria. I think this is a very positive announcement.
On top of this very positive announcement and the ABS
data yesterday, retail trade figures for the month of
March, which came in today, show that Victoria is up
2.7 per cent in the month, which is a fantastic result.
Australia is up 2.2 per cent. Over the year Australia is
up 6.3 per cent, but the strongest mainland state of all is
the state of Victoria, which is 7.9 per cent higher.

Budget: employment
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to his statement on ABC
radio this morning when he said that we will be the
envy of the world, and I ask: will the Premier ask the
200 000 Victorians who will be left unemployed under
his budget whether they share his view?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I have said, this is a
budget which has been brought down in the most
difficult circumstances which have existed in our state
and across the Australian states since the Great
Depression of 1929 and the early 1930s. For the first
time since the Great Depression the world economy is
actually shrinking this year. That is why I have said
consistently — just about every day when the
Parliament has sat this year — that as the global
recession breaks over Australia it will mean slower
growth and it will mean higher unemployment. The
question then is: how do you respond to that as a
government? As a government what you have to do is
to bring down a budget which maximises jobs growth
in our state. That is exactly what we did yesterday, and
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that is what the commentators say is exactly what we
did yesterday.
Through our capital programs and through the
escalation of those capital programs in this budget we
will generate something like 35 000 direct new jobs. In
addition, according to the HIA’s modelling, the first
home owner bonus that we announced today will
generate an additional 3609 jobs. In addition to that, in
our health system we will see close to 1000 new jobs
for health professionals, for nurses, for doctors and for
others who support it. In our training system there will
be 33 200 new training places this year, which is more
new and guaranteed training places than anywhere else
in Australia. It is the same in mental health, where there
are increased resources. Right across our state in all the
areas for which we have got responsibility, we are
increasing jobs.
And I will make another point: if you care to look
across the rest of the world, look across developed
economies and look on the internet to see what is
happening there, you will find that in just about every
other developed economy across the world
governments are shedding jobs, governments are
cutting jobs and governments are reducing the size of
their workforce. We are not. We have continued to
guarantee our jobs in our hospitals, in our schools, in
our preschools and in our public sector because at this
time and with this challenge it is exactly the right thing
to do. The only threat to the jobs generated in our
budget are the alternative proposals being espoused by
the member for Scoresby, who would slash capital
works spending and put at risk the 35 000 jobs that we
are generating.

Budget: education
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I refer to the
government’s jobs-building budget, which will secure
35 000 jobs for Victorians, and I ask: can the Minister
for Education inform the house how the Brumby
government is building a better education system to
give every child every opportunity while securing jobs
for Victorian families?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Education) — I thank the
Member for Eltham for his question. I note of course
that the member for Eltham was very pleased to be with
the principal of his local school, which received
additional funding for capital works in this budget.
We have said many times, and we will continue to say,
that education is our government’s no. 1 priority. This
budget will continue to build better schools, deliver
jobs and support Victorian families in these tough
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economic times. We are laying the foundations for the
future. Every single classroom right across the state will
benefit from the increased investment not just in capital
works but in improved teaching and learning
opportunities. Together with the Rudd federal
government, the Brumby government is delivering the
biggest investment in this state’s history to strengthen
and build education.
We are proud and pleased to be working shoulder to
shoulder with the federal government. We are pleased
to be in an environment where there is cooperation and
collaboration. I think this is a good thing for Victorians.
Victorians welcome this new climate of cooperation;
they welcome the resources and investment that the
federal government is providing; and they welcome the
partnership.
It is unfortunate that not everyone is positive about that.
As recently as today one commentator slammed the
collaborative approach and described it as litter or
rubbish, making the comment that our budget is littered
with tables of federal education spending. I do not think
members have to look too far to guess who made those
naive and pejorative comments, the kinds of comments
that are completely out of touch and out of step with
where Victorians really are and where their thinking
really is.
I cannot stress enough that this investment is very
important at this time, as the Premier has said. Our
$402 million investment, which is the third instalment
in our plan to rebuild, renovate or extend every
government school in this state, when coupled with the
investment by the federal government — which we
welcome, of course — will secure around
5000 construction jobs around the state. Because this
program is universally applied, every community
around Victoria will have increased construction and
more jobs, all created because of what is happening in
education. As I said, the budget continues the Victorian
schools plan and brings us three-quarters of the way
through the commitment we made to the Victorian
people to upgrade, rebuild and modernise every school
in the community.
The budget also provides a further investment to lift
teacher quality, with our teachers now the highest paid
in Australia. That extra funding will provide support in
all classrooms so that students can have quality learning
environments in quality facilities. We are also
increasing the funding we are providing to schools so
that students can undertake vocational education
courses within the school community. A sum of
$15 million will help schools roll out those programs.
There will also be a $57 million grant to allow
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250 teaching and learning coaches to work within our
schools.
We are taking action in education to support families
and create the kinds of environments where good
teaching and learning takes place; — the physical
environment, the professional development and the
programs to support young people in our community.
We are making sure that our children of the
21st century have 21st century learning environments
so that they are equipped to take on 21st century jobs.
In the meantime this substantial, revolutionary
investment also provides much-needed employment
opportunities and stimulation to the Victorian economy
in this difficult context.
Some would say the only reason that justifies extra
expenditure in capital works is to generate a rate of
return. We all know that if those opposite were in
government the rate of return they would get in the
education portfolio would be from closing and selling
schools to the highest bidder.
The SPEAKER — Order! I call the member for
Mill Park.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have called the member
for Mill Park. I apologise to the member for Mill Park. I
will give the call to the member for Polwarth. I remind
the member for Polwarth that he needs to stand in his
place to have the call.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members for their
cooperation.

Budget: roads
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — Thank you for your
understanding, Speaker. My question is to the Minister
for Roads and Ports. I refer the minister to the
$1.9 billion promised in the fifth transport plan for the
outer suburban arterial roads program and to the 1.5 per
cent of this figure — or $29 million — allocated over
four years in yesterday’s budget, and I ask: can the
minister confirm that at this rate it will only take
262 years to complete this program?
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
thank the member for Polwarth for his question,
although I wish I had been asked a question by the
member for Mill Park!
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This government is making a substantial contribution in
terms of Melbourne metropolitan roads. So that it is
clear, I point out that since coming to government our
contribution in terms of Melbourne metropolitan roads
has been $3.9 billion. If you look at the 2009 budget,
you will see it contains $579.6 million for metropolitan
roads, which includes outer metropolitan arterial roads
and commonwealth-contributed roads.
But of course let us not dwell on the overall aspect, let
us look at the individual projects that are actually
delivering connectivity for Victorians.
Mr Brumby — Connectivity.
Mr PALLAS — Connectivity and jobs — let us not
forget jobs, Premier! We know that as a government we
are making a very substantial contribution to the
Peninsula Link — $354.3 million has been allocated to
it. That will ensure that this 25-kilometre stretch of road
will be toll free and will be essentially delivered by way
of an availability charge. It will ensure that the people
of Frankston, connecting all the way to down to Mount
Martha, will be able to travel effectively without
coming across a traffic light all the way from the
Mornington Peninsula right up to metropolitan
Melbourne.
With the total Victorian metropolitan capital spend,
when you look at things like cycling, our commitment
to noise walls and our commitment to the Springvale
Road grade separation, you see there is $879.9 million
of new capital spend. The total new state contributions
to metropolitan commonwealth partnership projects —
slightly less than that of course — is at $743.8 million.
In terms of the totality of this budget, we are making a
contribution of around $1 billion right across the state.
This is an enormous contribution in terms of road
capital spending.
Let us not forget that we are in partnership with the
federal government, and that partnership is making
considerable inroads. Think about this: we are putting
in place a contribution, essentially in cooperation with
the federal government, on regional roads. Of course I
know the member for Gippsland South, the Leader of
The Nationals, will be pleased to know that work on
Cox’s Bridge is going ahead as a part of this
government’s commitment to regional roads. With the
$2.4 billion in this budget, committed both by ourselves
and by the federal government, we are moving forward.
This is a budget that all Victorians can be proud of, and
this is a budget that will deliver very substantial
upgrades.
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Let me say in respect of the 59 major projects that have
been completed in outer metropolitan Melbourne on
this government’s watch that we are not resting on our
laurels. We are building or preparing to build a further
17 outer metropolitan roads at a cost of $1.7 billion.
Only today I had the pleasure of being in the company
of the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the
Transport Accident Commission, who is also the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events — —
Mr Hulls — And water!
Mr PALLAS — And water! We had the great
pleasure of announcing that the government would be
proceeding with its $74.6 million contribution to the
Dingley arterial. Effectively that contribution — and I
know you, Speaker, would see that as something of
considerable value to the people of the outer
metropolitan areas of Melbourne, particularly of the
eastern suburbs — and commitment will ensure that
there will be a greater ability for access into
Dandenong. It will complete 11 kilometres of the
19-kilometre ultimate commitment to the Dingley
arterial, and it will reduce traffic pressure on
Cheltenham Road. That is just part of the work that
goes on under this government, delivering substantial
projects to metropolitan Melbourne and to all of
Victoria.

Budget: public transport
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My question is
for the Minister for Public Transport. I refer to the
government’s jobs-building budget, which will ensure
35 000 jobs for Victorians, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house of how the Brumby government is
delivering on public transport and jobs for Victorians?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Public Transport) — I
thank the member for Mill Park for her question and for
her strong interest in public transport in this state. This
is a fantastic budget for delivering on public transport,
with $2 billion for public transport. It was only six
months ago that I went along with the Premier and the
Minister for Roads and Ports and this government
delivered — we delivered — the Victorian transport
plan, which is a 12-year, $38 billion plan to deliver on
transport right across Victoria. That includes public
transport, with trains, trams and bus networks being
improved, delivering more services to more people
more often and with more jobs being created right
around the state. This budget, the first budget since the
announcement of the Victorian transport plan, has
delivered what we committed to through that plan.
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We have $650 million for 20 new trains to cater for the
increasing demand on the metropolitan rail service,
19 of which will be assembled in Ballarat, which will
create 50 new jobs. We have $562 million in this
budget to duplicate the single track between Keon Park
and Epping and extend the Epping line through to
South Morang, securing up to 460 jobs. This project
includes duplication of the line — grade separations are
included — and a new station as well as works at
existing stations. There is also in this budget
$204 million to electrify the Sydenham line from
Watergardens to the growth suburb of Sunbury. That
will secure 240 jobs in construction. We also have
$152 million in this budget to build four new train
stations — Williams Landing, Lynbrook, Caroline
Springs and Cardinia Road — securing up to 210 jobs
in construction.
There is $198 million in bus service improvements,
which will provide up to 280 jobs in construction and
90 new bus drivers. There is $140 million in
partnership with the commonwealth to eliminate the
level crossing at Springvale Road in Nunawading,
which will provide 220 jobs in construction. There is
$27 million to reopen train services to Maryborough in
2010. This will offer 14 weekly trips between
Maryborough and Ballarat with onward connections to
Melbourne and will result in 35 jobs in construction.
We are proud that this is the third line we have
reopened since coming to government. We do not close
train lines, we reopen them, and we invest.
I have referred to just some of the public transport
announcements in this budget. This budget delivers on
transport initiatives to connect our suburbs, our regions
and our state. In tough economic times this budget, in
delivering on transport, delivers on jobs, jobs, jobs.
This is a jobs budget, and it is incredibly important in
these difficult economic times that we deliver on jobs
right across the state. These projects and these jobs will
deliver much-needed infrastructure right across our
state that will improve transport services — they will
not close them, but will improve them and reopen them.
We are getting on with the job of creating jobs and
delivering more services for more people to travel to
more places more often.

Budget: drought
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. I refer to the
budget papers, which reveal that 10 of the 13 drought
response programs will have their funding completely
cut out after June this year, and I ask: is the drought
over?
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Mr HELPER (Minister for Agriculture) — I thank
the Leader of The Nationals for his predictable
question. Every year we go through the same farce, and
then we have to go through the same explanations of
how we fund our drought response.
Mr Hodgett interjected.
Mr HELPER — I have not shortened my answer. I
need to explain it in an enormous amount of detail so
that maybe next year the Leader of The Nationals will
possibly understand.
Let us start at chapter 1 of drought budgeting. Firstly,
let us set the historical context. It is this government
that has committed over the last three seasons in excess
of $400 million in support of our farmers. Secondly, in
the last season in the current financial year we
committed $115 million in drought response. The third
lesson is that the community of Victoria, the farmers of
Victoria and the agricultural sector of Victoria can rely
on this government making an appropriate response to
the season that lies ahead.
Let me go to lesson 4 from drought policy and drought
response. We have a look and wait to see the evidence
before us as to how a season plays out. Is it going to be
a drought season? Is it going to be a recovery season?
How do we respond to the needs of our agricultural
sector as we move into that?
The final lesson in drought budgeting for the Leader of
The Nationals is that in around about October, when we
know what the season is going to be — refer to
lesson 4 — we will determine what our response to the
drought will be.
Let me say further that the budget contains the massive
funding commitment that we made to agriculture in
April last year when the Premier and I together
announced the Future Farming strategy providing
$205 million for agriculture in this state, to take
agriculture forward and to develop agricultural
opportunities into the future.
The Leader of The Nationals has again this year, as he
did last year — and as the member for Swan Hill and
every member of The Nationals did last year with
media releases throughout this state — said that we are
not supporting farmers through the drought. That was
not proven last season, and hopefully we will not have
to disprove it this season because hopefully we will not
have a drought.
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Budget: health
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — My question is to
the Minister for Health. I refer to the government’s
jobs-building budget which will secure 35 000 jobs for
Victorians, and I ask: could the minister outline how the
Brumby government is taking action to secure jobs
while continuing to deliver world-class health facilities
for all Victorians.
Mr ANDREWS (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Ballarat East for his question and his
long-term commitment to better health services in his
local community.
Yesterday’s budget extended this government’s history
of continuing to invest in the health services that are so
important to communities right across our state — in
metropolitan Melbourne, in the outer suburbs and in
rural and regional communities. In terms of ongoing
funding, again there is record funding in this budget to
treat the record number of patients coming forward for
the care they need. What is more, it is also a budget that
builds on our investment in the best capital works
program ever. It is the biggest capital works program
this state has seen in the life of our government, and
this budget builds on that. That is important, both for
patients and for our dedicated staff, because after all
that is their workplace.
A number of key projects were funded in the budget
yesterday, and if I can go to a few of those it will not
only provide the member for Ballarat East with some
comfort about the prospects for health service provision
in his local community but also give the house a sense
of our ongoing commitment to the very best capital
works and the best fabric across our health system.
The Ballarat base hospital will receive $20 million to
redevelop facilities, including a new and expanded
special-care nursery for mothers and babies in that local
region and a new — that is, for the first time —
coronary catheterisation laboratory service, which is
very important. It will mean that 800 people from the
Grampians region will be able to get the coronary care
they need in Ballarat rather than having to travel to
Melbourne. By any measure that is a great outcome for
families in Ballarat and the Grampians.
In terms of the Bendigo Hospital — we have already
heard a bit about this today — there is a $55 million
boost. We were the only party in 2006 to commit to a
new hospital for Bendigo. We committed to fund the
planning, and we did that. We committed to support the
hospital in terms of new emergency department, and we
did that. Now, in this budget, there is further support for
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a new hospital for Bendigo. It is very important for
people right throughout that region.
In terms of the Alexandra District Hospital, a
fire-affected community, we are absolutely proud to be
able to provide that community with the $19 million
required to build a new hospital, together with a
co-located ambulance station.
In terms of the Warrnambool hospital, stage 1C for that
important project has $26.2 million to continue our
government’s record support for Warrnambool. It is not
hot air that builds a new hospital in Warrnambool; it is
this government’s commitment to that project and so
many more right across rural and regional Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to take
a seat for one moment. I have asked members of the
opposition to stand at an appropriate time to ask
questions of the minister. To throw questions across the
chamber about every different locality within Victoria
while the minister is addressing a question already
asked of him shows a degree of rudeness and disrespect
that should not enter this chamber. I seek members’
cooperation.
Mr ANDREWS — What those projects and many
more show is that this government remains absolutely
committed to ensuring that the quality of the facilities
across our health system matches the quality of the care
provided by our dedicated staff. That is what we have
done, and that is what we will continue to do. I do not
know what the rate of return on these capital programs
is, but I am proud of them, and so is every member on
this side of the house. We will continue to ensure that
our dedicated staff and the patients they care for have
access to the facilities they need.

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — As I was pointing out
prior to lunch, the Planning Legislation Amendment
Bill, particularly the provisions that relate to the
establishment of development assessment committees,
will help the government to implement the objectives of
Melbourne 2030, the principal planning blueprint for
Melbourne, right across Melbourne’s 26 principal
activity centres and will help to ensure that we have
focus not just on local policy in decisions that affect
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principal activity centres and particularly large projects
but also that those considerations include regional and
state interests.
As I mentioned earlier, the Melbourne 2030 document
has some broad objectives about directing growth
around activity centres and into key growth corridors
while protecting local neighbourhoods from
overdevelopment and protecting Melbourne’s green
wedges. Members opposite have criticised the
Melbourne 2030 planning blueprint but will not say
which one of those objectives they disagree with. We
have heard comments from members of the opposition
about their desire to move in on the green wedge zones
of Melbourne, and I am sure that many residents who
live in the green wedges of Melbourne and who value
living in that environment would be very concerned
about some of the moves in destroying those green
wedges the opposition would doubtless make if it were
ever to take government.
It is very difficult for the opposition to form a position
on issues around development in activity centres,
principally because its members do not have a policy in
this area — or in any other area for that matter — but
they particularly fall short in the area of planning for
major housing developments around major activity
centres. During the debate on this bill we have heard
that members of the opposition oppose the bill because
they say it is an attack on democracy and takes powers
away from local government. Only last month we heard
the shadow Minister for Planning saying that the
minister calling in five key projects was too slow and
that he should have acted faster. He urged the minister
to hurry up and make key decisions. Surely this is an
example of the opposition trying to straddle the policy
fence, and as we all know, that can be a very
uncomfortable position to be in, particularly as we get
closer to an election.
The principal activity centre at Greensborough in my
electorate is a good example of local government
working together with state government. The
Greensborough principal activity plan has been
supported by both the local council, which is the
Banyule council, and by this government. Comments
have been made in the other place saying this
government did not support the redevelopment of
Greensborough, but the facts show that it was this
government, after a request from the council for
funding support for that redevelopment, which includes
a new aquatic centre, that committed $7.5 million to the
project. A request was made to the then Howard federal
coalition government, which fell on deaf ears. The
council subsequently approached the Rudd federal
Labor government.
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This week representatives of the federal government
were out in Greensborough to formally announce
$5 million of federal money for the project. Now some
$12.5 million of Labor state and federal money is going
into that project. The current situation is that the local
council, in concert with the state government, has
helped to progress that proposal in partnership with
Lend Lease, the private sector partner, to have a
development that is ready to go within the next six
months. Not only will that be good for the local
residents who will use those civic facilities, it will also
be good for the people involved in building those
facilities.
In terms of development assessment committees, surely
part of the thinking is to ensure certainty around the
reasoning for decisions being made about key activity
centres and certainty for the people who will put up the
money to get these projects developed, which will
mean that people will have employment. Even
members of the opposition talk about jobs when they
talk about the minister calling in key developments.
Surely providing certainty around principal activity
centres through development assessment committees is
all about providing certainty for people who want to
develop appropriate projects in those principal activity
centres.
The bill will help to ensure that we have a clear policy
framework for applications in activity centres. I think
that is the best way forward, and it will ensure that the
people who want to develop large projects have the
certainty they need. That is very important for jobs. I
am very happy to support this bill.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I am pleased to
speak on the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill
2009. The purpose clause of this bill is fairly detailed;
the bill amends a number of acts. It amends the
Planning and Environment Act 1987, the Local
Government Act 1989 and a number of other acts. It
also enables applications for planning permits or
amendments to planning permits to be decided by
development assessment committees (DACs). This bill
establishes those new committees and also allows the
Victorian government to deem any area in Victoria to
be a growth area. It increases the penalties in the
Heritage Act 1995 and it amends the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Trust Act 1996 and the
Docklands Act 1991.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition opposes this legislation.
It is interesting to note the presence of the Minister for
Local Government at the table, and I urge him to also
have a look at what this legislation does. It removes the
planning powers from local government. I would like to
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focus my comments on the impact on local
governments because as a former councillor and
commissioner I have always been a strong supporter of
local government.
The bill establishes DACs. The first five DACs will be
in the activity centres of Camberwell, Doncaster,
Geelong, Preston and Coburg, but there is also the
potential for DACs to be established in any growth
areas right across Victoria, not just in Melbourne but
also in country Victoria. The new DACs will become
the responsible authority for all developments within
the area that is determined by the minister. The minister
can determine any class of development, whether that
be residential or commercial, and can take away those
powers from local government. There is a budget
allocation for the DACs this year and next year. I note
there is no further planning for money, so we have to be
concerned that there could be further cost shifting onto
local government after that for the establishment and
maintenance of those committees.
The development assessment committees will have five
members. Three of those members will be appointed by
the Minister for Planning. The second-reading speech
states that the chair of the committee is meant to be
independent, and yet the bill says the chairperson will
be nominated by the minister. The other members are to
be people nominated by the minister and the municipal
council. They do not have to be councillors. They can
be councillors, but they can also be council officers.
As other members have said, the reason we oppose this
bill is that it removes the powers from local
government, and we believe it is doing this by stealth. It
is another broken promise by this Labor government.
This government has continually said it will not remove
planning powers from local government. I would like to
put on record a number of questions that the Leader of
the Opposition asked the former Premier.
On 20 December 2006 the Leader of the Opposition
asked the following question:
My question is to the Premier. Does the Premier stand by his
comments of 23 November on 3AW that under a re-elected
Labor government the planning powers of local councils and
councillors would not be reduced and would remain as they
are now?

The response from the former Premier was:
Yes, we have set out all our policies in the election campaign.
Those policies will be adopted by our government over the
next four years.
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The Leader of the Opposition asked a further question
on 18 July 2007:
I refer to the Premier’s answer to this house on 20 December
2006, when he confirmed that the planning powers of local
councils and councillors would not be reduced, and to his
pre-election comments on 3AW on 23 November 2006, when
he emphatically denied that the planning powers of councils
would be stripped, and I ask: does the Premier stand by these
comments, or was it all just another Labor lie?

The former Premier’s response is reported as follows:
I assume the opposition leader is referring to the matters
which are raised on the front page of the Age today in relation
to a South Australian planning system which has an expert
panel in place on some projects in place of councils.
Obviously, like all governments, we examine things right
around the country. It does not mean we adopt them though,
and the government does not have a proposal …
It does not mean we adopt those proposals. We are very
proud of what we have done in planning. We are very proud
of the fact that we have third-party rights. We are very proud
that councils have a clear and unequivocal say in what is
happening in planning.

I asked the Minister for Local Government a question
on 6 May 2008:
Does the minister stand by the comments of the previous
Premier on 20 December 2006 and 18 July 2007 in this house
that the planning powers of local government councils and
councillors will not be reduced?

The Minister for Local Government is reported as
saying, in part:
In relation to planning matters, they are handled at two levels.
One is as a strategic role for government in undertaking the
broader overview of planning. In relation to local planning
decisions, they are matters for local government, and that is
where they belong.

I totally agree. That is where local planning decisions
are made — at the local council.
The government already has enough powers in relation
to planning issues. It already has enough call-in powers.
It is now going further to remove council democracy.
Many councils I have spoken to totally oppose DACs.
The member for Mornington and I have visited quite a
number of councils across the state. Those we spoke to
at Glen Eira council said they strongly oppose the
establishment of the DACs. They said they have a
whole council plan which was approved by the
community and which has held up as one of the great
planning schemes because of the work done in
preparing it, putting it before the community to be
endorsed and then moving along and implementing it.
Boroondara council strongly opposes it as well. Greater
Dandenong and Whitehorse councils said there was not
enough detail for councillors to discuss the DACs.
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They did not know enough about them, as there has
been very little consultation.
The Municipal Association of Victoria has received
mixed indications from councils because not very many
have responded. Obviously many councils are not even
aware that a DAC could be established in their area.
Moreland City Council was originally happy with the
concept, but it had a change of heart after the
government called in projects such as the Pentridge site
and the Kodak site in Coburg.
The Victorian Local Governance Association (VLGA)
has a number of concerns, including concern that the
establishment of DACs will mean that local
government will lose its decision-making control and
still bear the costs. There is a concern that the
consultation process with the councils was hurried and
the details were unclear, and the VLGA questions the
government’s commitment to genuine partnership with
local government.
The government has said that it is establishing DACs to
speed up development, but delays are not always the
fault of councils. There are many reasons. A developer
may decide to make changes to the project because of
funding blow-outs or financial constraints. There might
be many objectors. Those objections need to be dealt
with and it is appropriate that they are. The council may
be seeking further information from a developer or
from a referral authority, and that is an important issue.
Often the referral authorities are the ones that have to
look at the information and provide further information,
and that could cause a delay. The minister himself
could be holding up the project. Developers have often
told me they have spoken to their councils about a
development hold-up only to be advised that it was on
the minister’s desk. Again we are finding that often it is
not local government that is holding up developments
but the state government itself.
The DAC members are not allowed to criticise
decisions made about the DAC or they will be fined.
There is a concern that the members of a DAC who
make decisions may have no connection to their local
community. There is uncertainty about the
conflict-of-interest provisions. I have had a look at
them, and they are fairly onerous. I urge the
government, instead of removing planning powers from
councils, to ensure that the Department of Planning and
Community Development does everything it can to
assist local councils, which make decisions in the best
interests of their communities.
Establishing another layer of bureaucracy to make
planning decisions will not reduce delays. This
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government is continuing to remove the voices of local
communities. We as an opposition will stand up for the
voices of communities, we will stand up for local
governments in a democracy, as this government
should do. We oppose this legislation.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise — in some
surprise! — to support the Planning Legislation
Amendment Bill. I have heard some of the discussion
in the house, much of it from former councillors, so I
would like to declare an interest: I too am a former
councillor in a local government area, and therefore I
am keen to support the rights of local councils.
However, there are occasions when the greater good of
the state has to be taken into account. And I think this is
one occasion where councils — and some councils
welcome the establishment of development assessment
committees — have to work together with the state to
achieve an outcome that is reasonable for the whole
population of Victoria.
Some very strange comments have been made about
the population of Victoria and about
Melbourne @ 5 Million. The other day I was reading
an interesting article which said the city of Paris is
planning for a population of 35 million, which would
be a much harder task than planning for 5 million. Yet I
have heard people suggest that the state government is
somehow bringing people to Victoria from some
undisclosed source to make up a population of
5 million. It was not the state government that said there
will be 5 million people living here in the future; that
was taken from the bureau of statistics figures.
Accordingly any responsible government must take
steps to ensure that we have the infrastructure in place
to accommodate this growing population.
I find it odd that there is a belief that somehow the state
government is out there revving people up and saying,
‘Come and live in Victoria’. People come to live in
Victoria, and particularly in Melbourne, because it is
actually a very nice city to live in, as I am sure all the
members representing metropolitan Melbourne would
agree. But if we want to keep it a nice city to live in, it
is essential that we look forward and make planning
decisions which ensure that we will have the capacity to
house people in the manner they wish to be housed and
that we work in a way which makes that possible.
The reality is that some of Melbourne’s urban areas are
extremely well serviced by public transport. There are
some that have major activity centres and main
shopping centres and there are areas that can obviously
sustain a larger population growth than others. Many
councils have been really proactive in working with the
state government to ensure that they follow state
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government planning policies and work with the
government to ensure that there is greater development
in areas which can sustain it while at the same time
protecting residential areas. There are some councils
that have done this extremely well. Unfortunately other
councils have been unwilling to work with the state
government in meeting the aims necessary to
accommodate the growing population. It is necessary
for the state government to work with these councils to
ensure that we can put the infrastructure in place to
support the growing population of Victoria.
I am sure all members here know that not all councils
address their planning matters in the way we might like
to see them addressed. I am certainly aware of
councillors who vote against their own councils’
planning policies. I am certainly aware of councils that,
rather than making a decision themselves, prefer to
allow planning decisions to go to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal, which puts VCAT in an
unfortunate position because it is not a planning
authority and should only operate as an authority to
ensure that council planning policies are implemented
properly. If councils do not have proper planning
policies — and unfortunately that is the case for some
councils — it means that VCAT ends up being the
planning authority.
The processes that will be put in place by one of the
provisions of this bill — the one that most people have
spoken of, even though there are a number of other
provisions I have referred to previously — will try to
ensure that quality decisions are made to balance both
local and state government priorities. That is why it is
proposed that the committees will have representatives
from both those levels of government. Having heard the
comments made in the house today, one would think
there is to be no council representation on these
committees at all.
The member for Shepparton mentioned some councils
she has spoken to. I have certainly spoken to
councillors at my municipality, the City of Moonee
Valley, and they have actually welcomed this
legislation, because they see that having access to state
government officials will make life much easier for
them in determining their planning policies so they will
not end up having some terrible argument with the state
government or come to grief as a result of there being
disagreement. They will also find it useful to be able to
use the planning expertise of the Minister for Planning
in determining some of their planning decisions.
There can be some quite significant benefits for
councils. According to information the government has,
a number of councils warmly regard the development
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assessment committees, as do local government peak
bodies and the development and planning industries.
There is quite broad support across the community for
this process to go ahead. We have to be realistic about
it. I once heard the member for Scoresby say in this
house, ‘Development is all right, but not where I live’
or ‘not in my area’ — words to that effect. The reality is
that the growth of population in Victoria is not going to
be isolated in one area. It will be spread across the
community, as it should be.
All councils have to be prepared to work in a sensible
and realistic way with governments to ensure they are
providing the sort of infrastructure and they are making
the sorts of decisions that will allow people to live
where they want to live. I have heard rather unfortunate
views expressed by some people in the community who
seem to work on the theory, ‘Because I got to live here
first, I have the right to say who else can live in my
community’. None of us owns communities. We might
own our own dwelling, but none of us owns
communities and none of us has the right to say that
other people cannot come and live in those
communities.
My electorate of Essendon has excellent infrastructure,
excellent train services, excellent tram services and
excellent bus services, it has a substantial number of
child-care centres and infant welfare centres, and it has
a significant number of schools. Obviously there is
some capacity in my electorate for there to be greater
development in areas which are appropriate, like the
Moonee Ponds business district. I know it is not one of
the first five districts that have been identified by the
government, but it will come online at some later stage.
I think there is a great capacity through this process for
my council, for example, to work with the state
planning officers to ensure that we get the best
development — the one which best fits the community
and which will ensure that people who live there
already in strictly residential areas will not have their
lives affected in a way which is detrimental to them but
which will allow development around the railway line
and the tram line where there is greater capacity for it.
Having access to DACs will make that process that
much easier, and it will not cut out council from having
a significant say in planning decisions.
I am not quite sure how people think the development
assessment committees will work, but they will work
on the basis of coming together and reaching an agreed
position. I do not think they will be seen as drawing
some sort of battle lines with council on one side and
the state government on the other. They will be
comprised of informed people who have planning
expertise and who can work together to ensure that we
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have both the best planning policies for the councils
involved and also policies that follow the state
government planning guidelines. Councils will now
have the opportunity to tailor their planning schemes in
a way that will protect those areas in their communities
that they want protected from larger scale
development — and they will still have the rights to
have a significant say in relation to that.
I think that part of the Planning Legislation
Amendment Bill will be very worthwhile, but of course
that is only part of it. There are a number of clauses in
the bill, and I am glad to say they were outlined in the
statement of government intentions that was read by the
Premier earlier this year. This legislation shows once
again that the government is serious about following its
plans for legislative change as outlined in the statement
of government intentions. I congratulate the officers
who have worked on this bill, and I look forward to its
being passed through the house.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — I rise to
oppose the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill,
which I believe is an attempt to lessen community
participation in planning issues which directly affect the
community. This bill will take away local planning
powers from our community and entrust them to an
unelected authority. It is a sneaky attack on local
councils, and it will dilute considerably the ability of
local residents to be heard and to change matters which
directly concern them and which are likely to have a
major impact on their way of life. This completely
contradicts the Premier’s commitment that he would
not be reducing the powers of councils, which we heard
the member for Shepparton make reference to. What
we are seeing in this bill is quite the opposite, and
clearly it represents a significant change in approach by
the Brumby government. It is symptomatic of the way
this government works — reducing the rights of
communities and focusing authority and decision
making in the hands of a few hand-picked members.
I want to focus on two areas of concern: the creation of
the development assessment committees, or the DACs
as everyone is calling them, and the appointment of
growth areas. The creation of these DACs, one of
which will be set up in my Doncaster electorate, will
strip the Manningham City Council of the ability to
decide planning matters for its own community. There
will be a lack of genuine engagement of the
communities and the councils in this process, and I
think that is evidenced by the fact that when I
approached Manningham council to talk to it about the
legislation it had not even seen the final bill. It had been
talked to along the way, but the final bill was
significantly different from what had been discussed,
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and the council had not even been consulted or given
the opportunity to comment on it. That is a clear sign of
what is to come.
Instead, the role of making planning decisions will be
given over to a new five-member board dominated by
ministerial appointments. Its decisions will be binding,
and although there will be recourse to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal, the local authority
cannot appeal the decision. Two members of the DACs
will be local government representatives and three will
be appointed by the minister. However, these
ministerial mates will clearly be unelected. The
appointed members will have to fill out a
disclosure-of-conflict-of-interest register, but to view it
one will need an appointment with the departmental
secretary — a system designed to make it awkward to
find out about those who are making major decisions in
our community.
Unlike the council representatives, who will be
community members and who will hear directly from
the community, the appointed members on the
Doncaster DAC will not be required to have any
geographical link with or interest in Doncaster, its
community or any other areas to which their
appointment may apply. Indeed the local
representatives on these boards could be prevented
from voting on an issue simply because it concerns the
ward in which they live. Having a quorum of three will
mean that decisions could be made without any local
input. How is this going to serve the needs and the
interests of our Doncaster community and communities
across the state? There are also sections of this
legislation which will gag any criticism of a DAC by its
members — a move designed to further restrict the
voice of the two local government representatives.
Not only will the Manningham City Council lose its
planning authority, it will be lumbered with the not yet
detailed costs of servicing this new body. It will be
required to provide briefing material, secretarial support
and technical advice, and to pay any reasonable costs
and expenses of the DAC. This legislation will not
speed up planning approvals. It will just add a further
layer of bureaucracy while removing local control of
important local planning developments. It is little
wonder this legislation is being viewed with significant
suspicion and distrust by the residents of Doncaster.
Planning issues are of great interest to many residents,
and they are often the subject of much controversy. In
recent years there has been considerable debate about
the Manningham council’s Doncaster Hill strategy — a
20-year strategy which plans to attract 4000 new
residential apartments. Proposals have come up before

1201

the council, and they have often received considerable
local publicity and comment. Residents have been very
vocal in expressing their views. The council has
attempted to listen to the concerns, and it has held
issues forums on the implementation of the
development.
The council is currently calling for submissions on the
precinct 1 master plan. This has meant that residents
have had some input and have been able to talk to their
local elected representatives and council officers face to
face on related matters such as the developments,
public transport and traffic. When the council makes a
decision on these proposals it does so with a solid
background of what the community feels about these
issues, not simply based on directives signed by a
minister a dozen kilometres away and carried out by his
buddies.
It is quite ironic, because many residents would say that
the Manningham council is too wedded to the
government’s Melbourne 2030 vision in terms of its
approval of high-rise projects that concentrate and grow
the population in the area. What we hear from the
government is that for the greater good it is removing
these planning processes, when in fact council has been
supporting and making decisions consistent with the
2030 strategy. Nine significant developments approved
by council have not yet proceeded. That is not because
of a planning process or slow time lines for decision
making; it is because of the financial conditions and a
lack of demand in the area that so many developments
that have been approved have not yet proceeded.
A second major planning issue in Doncaster concerns
the proposed sale of the Eastern Golf Club despite the
opposition of many residents. The site comprises
47 hectares of prime land which the club hopes to sell
for $90 million. The land is currently zoned
residential 3 and has height restrictions placed on it
with buildings to be no higher than 9 metres. This land
directly abuts the Doncaster Hill development, and
there is considerable disquiet about whether the
developer, in seeking to maximise his returns, will
move to have the planning controls amended to allow a
greater height, especially on the land along Doncaster
Road. Last week the Manningham council publicly
outlined draft principles to guide the development of
this site. It has agreed on a two-week time frame to
allow the community to make submissions on these
important issues.
There is grave disquiet about residents being unable
under this legislation to have any real impact on the
make-up of developments such as this if an outside
body has the final say on what is approved. Residents
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believe their concerns could be glossed over in the
interests of developers, with little thought being given
to things like the impact such intensive development
will have on the local community.
Of further concern in this bill is the move by the
Brumby government to deem growth areas in any part
of Victoria. A growth area will be subject to the
planned growth areas infrastructure contribution —
another form of revenue raising for this tax-hungry
government. While it may top up the government’s
coffers, it is likely to add considerably to the cost of
building a new home and will badly affect developers
and land-holders in these areas.
This legislation shows that the government does not
want to listen to voters. It merely wants a mechanism
whereby it can easily approve developments it wants to
have in place with scant involvement from the
community and scant opportunity for community
opposition. It is for these reasons that I will be opposing
the bill.
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North) — It is
an honour to be speaking today on the Planning
Legislation Amendment Bill. Having looked at the
various notes and so forth, I think the bill is a worthy
way to assist local government in dealing with major
projects that go well beyond their borders. I know local
government has often had difficulty in getting enough
staff to deal with planning matters, and that has been so
for my local council. The City of Casey has great
difficulty in meeting the needs of local developers who
put applications before it. This is no criticism of the
current planning officers there; it is a simple fact of life
that the council does not have enough planning officers
to deal with these issues. Consequently major decisions
in Casey, which impact on Cardinia and Dandenong
and surrounding councils, need to be looked at through
the prism of a whole-of-government planning exercise.
I can go back to examples just down the road from my
electorate, such as the estate in Lynbrook. At the time
the state government and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, which was probably
then the planning department, indicated to the local
council that that was not a preferred area for
development in terms of planning for transport and the
like. The council, in its wisdom, decided to go ahead,
and for many years there was no train station in the
development. The council pushed for a train station,
even though it had been told by the state government
that it was not an appropriate spot for a major
subdivision. If we are going to have development
assessment committees, the state government’s
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planning in transport, infrastructure and the like can be
brought into line with council expectations.
The way the committees are going to be set up looks to
be representative of the needs of both local government
and the state government. There is a suggestion that
somehow or other these committees will be
unrepresentative. Most planning decisions are made by
council planning officers. Usually recommendations go
to the councillors and the councillors either approve or
reject them, but most of the work is still done by those
unelected, dangerous planning officers. The Liberal
Party is trying to suggest that we are removing
democracy from the people, which is a load of absolute
rubbish.
The development assessment committees will
necessarily include an independent chair whose
appointment must be jointly agreed by the council and
the state government. At the end of the day if it is not
jointly agreed, there will not be an independent chair,
the chair will not be there, so we will not be able to set
up a development assessment committee. There will be
two standing state government nominees and an
alternative for each member who shall be nominated by
the Minister for Planning. Our planning officers will be
involved in that process. They are the people who look
across the whole of Melbourne and work with the
Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development to plan well. Last of all we will have two
local government nominees who will be nominated by
the council. They have to be elected councillors or
members of staff of the municipality. There will be
three alternative members who can be elected
councillors or members of staff nominated by the
council. These people can be elected representatives or
officers of the council, but at the end of the day they are
representative of the local area and its needs. All these
members will be appointed by the Governor in Council.
There is an idea that somehow or other this will be a
secretive group which will make these decisions
without any recourse and so forth. That is again a load
of rubbish. Development assessment committee
meetings will be public, so the public has a right to go
along and listen. The agendas for these meetings will be
put out beforehand so that the public is well aware of
what is going on with these major developments. Last
of all, the legislation requires evidence of minutes in the
same way the Planning and Environment Act 1987
currently does. There will be minutes of these meetings.
They will not be secret. There will not be
recommendations that are not open for the public to
listen to and know what their council representatives
are doing.
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At the end of the day it is important that the state
government and local councils work together to look at
the future housing needs of this great state. We know in
terms of housing approvals and the like that Victoria is
moving ahead faster than any other state in Australia.
We are doing a mighty job of pushing this along. If we
want to make housing affordable for people in the
future, the first home owner grant and bonus may assist
but generally we need to provide alternative options in
terms of housing. In my area in the city of Casey there
is very little one-bedroom accommodation. It is all one
type of housing, and it is focused on the family. That
suits the majority of people in my electorate, but there
are people who might need one or two-bedroom
apartments or units, and they cannot get them at the
moment because that sort of accommodation is very
limited.
We as a state government need to work with councils to
ensure they deliver this sort of accommodation in the
same way as we are working with the City of Casey to
ensure it provides some industrial land within its
boundaries. The City of Casey has failed
comprehensively to provide any employment
opportunities in my area, unlike the City of Cardinia,
which has zoned substantial land for employment
opportunity. At the end of the day we as a state
government will work with councils on these things to
ensure that there is diversity, that there are employment
opportunities and that areas are well planned so that
they do not become, like the city of Casey, areas that
everybody evacuates every day because all the
employment opportunities exist outside the
municipality.
These development assessment committees will look at
all types of planning decisions — retail, commercial
and residential. These developments have major
impacts not only on the communities directly affected
in a city council area but also outside that city. Major
shopping centre developments and so forth, such as I
guess the Fountain Gate shopping centre, obviously
have impacts upon catchment areas well beyond the
boundaries. It is important that these things are planned
well. At the time Fountain Gate was being put up as a
proposal the suggestion of the state government at the
time, which the council rejected, was that it be put
directly above the railway line. It would have been a bit
like Box Hill shopping centre, and you would have had
trains and buses coming directly in and a major service
centre, all in one. In its wisdom the City of Casey
decided to reject the proposal; it knew better than all the
state government authorities and the Department of
Infrastructure. It did the wrong thing. That is pretty
much the story.
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In many ways it really is incumbent upon the state
government to have a full and healthy involvement in
the planning decisions of councils. As a government we
cannot abrogate our responsibilities to the public to
ensure it has good public transport, good employment
opportunities, local services and the like. I understand
that if councils are not supportive of the development
assessment committee decisions, at the end of the day
there are still opportunities for the minister to call the
decisions in or for people to look at appealing to VCAT
(Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal).
For this legislation to work it will depend above all else
on the choice of the independent chair who will work
with the council and the state government. Chairs who
will move things along will work incredibly well, so the
choices of the minister will be vital in ensuring that all
parties to the exercise work together. Without that trust
between the two groups, these development assessment
committees will never work well.
This bill is a substantial movement forward in the
planning of major sites around Victoria. It provides
good representation for both the local community
through either councillors or council-appointed
representatives, and it gives the state government the
ability to look over these decisions and plan in a wise
and careful manner. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
stand briefly and participate in the debate on this bill. I
state from the outset that I will be opposing this bad
legislation. It is bad because it is misleading. When the
Labor Party came to government it promised it would
not take away any planning powers from local councils.
That was its promise, and it has been saying it for the
last 10 years. However, this bill does exactly the
opposite; it takes away planning powers from local
councils.
The bill does absolutely nothing to speed up planning
applications. The excuse that this bill will speed up
planning applications simply highlights that this
government’s policies of the last 10 years have failed.
Why else would there be a backlog of planning
applications if its policies had not failed? This
legislation does nothing more than take away the
planning powers of councils and the voices of residents.
This bill is also about gagging critics. This government
hates it when it is criticised and when it receives bad
publicity, and it will do anything it can to ensure that
those critics are gagged to ensure it stays in
government.
This bill does a number of things, but I will say a few
words about two of them. The first is the proposed
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amendments to the Planning and Environment Act
1987 that provide that any area of Victoria may be
deemed to be a growth area. The second matter is the
establishment of new development assessment
committees (DACs). In relation to the growth areas,
this bill allows any new area in Victoria to be deemed a
growth area, as opposed to the current six listed local
government areas. Thus a growth area could now be
1 hectare in Warrandyte or a former commercial site in
Manningham. There will be five DACs: one each in
Camberwell, Doncaster, Geelong, Preston and Coburg.
The one in Manningham — in the Doncaster area —
concerns me. Currently Manningham residents are
concerned and anxious about this government’s
planning procedures. Melbourne 2030 has failed. We
said it was a disastrous policy when it was introduced,
but this government refused to listen to us, and
residents are now nervous and anxious about what this
government will do in the future. There is not a day
when I do not get a telephone call from a local resident
complaining about what this government has done to
their rights as residents living in an area into which they
have moved and in which they enjoy living. This
government is destroying the lifestyle that they are
accustomed to.
I received a copy of a letter that was sent to the Minister
for Planning by a local constituent. This letter is dated
19 March, and it states:
We have been told by Manningham’s director planning and
environment that the council has no control as to the type of
houses built in its municipality — surely part of the function
of local government is to maintain livability for all residents
within their municipality?

Another resident wrote to the minister on 28 December
2008, and he too was opposed to the policies of this
government. This resident wrote:
The current building permit system is being exploited to the
detriment of existing property owners.
…
There are illogical inconsistencies between the building
permit system and the planning permit system.
…
The building regulations defined and referenced in the act do
not adequately protect the interests of adjoining property
owners in all construction environments.
…
The current building permit system is counterproductive to
your stated intent to have a planning system that provides
fairness.
…

Wednesday, 6 May 2009

The current building permit system is counterproductive to
your stated intent to have a planning system that provides
transparency.
…
The current building permit system is counterproductive to
your stated intent to have a planning system that provides
certainty.

It is no wonder residents in Manningham are
concerned. They are concerned because they do not
trust this government. They do not trust this
government because when in opposition the Labor
Party said one thing but now in government it does
something else. In this particular case it is taking away
the planning powers of local councils.
Why are we are opposed to this legislation? The
establishment of development assessment committees
shows that this government once again is targeting local
councils. The loser will be community input. Local
residents will not be able to have an input, and their
views will not be heard. Instead decisions will be made
by unelected, ministerially appointed mates. We know
this government has a history of appointing supporters
of the Labor Party into key positions. There is no
requirement for the appointed members to have any
link to the area. Some members could live in Geelong
and sit on this committee in Manningham. Where is the
fairness in that?
The minister may also determine the boundary of a
DAC without any feedback from the relevant local
council. Local councils may also be required to pay a
large amount in operational expenses as well as staff
resources to fund a DAC. The level of payment of DAC
members is yet to be advised, and it is only for the
ministerially appointed representatives. The minister’s
previous promise on the independence of the
chairperson is not part of this bill. A quorum on a
development assessment committee is three members,
therefore a decision could be made without local
government input. It remains unclear whether a DAC
will still have a quorum if a member or members absent
themselves from the decisions.
There are many parts of this legislation that gag critics.
Any criticism of DACs and its members is punishable
by a 100 penalty unit fine and/or removal from the
DAC. What happens if a local government
representative has a conflict of interest? I hope the
minister in his summing up can explain what happens
when there is a conflict of interest.
The establishment of the DACs will not speed up
planning in Victoria. It is just another level of
bureaucracy. The state government has all the powers
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of call-ins today, and this legislation will do absolutely
nothing to decrease the number of applications. This is
just another way for this government to ensure it gags
the residents and gags critics of the policies it has
implemented over the last 10 years. One has to question
why the government would prefer to look after the
developers and their supporters and not the residents.
One has only to look at the number of financial
supporters of the Labor Party and ask: will these people
receive preferential treatment from this government to
ensure their support continues at the next election?
This is poor legislation. It does not demonstrate that this
government cares about local residents. It does not
allow local residents to have a say. It gags local
councils. It takes away their power and gives it to mates
of this government — mates who will be appointed on
the committee and mates who will be influenced by
financial supporters. I ask the government to withdraw
this legislation, because it is poor legislation. Every
single member on the government side represents all
the constituents of their electorate. This legislation does
nothing to support constituents. I call on this
government to withdraw this legislation and throw it in
the bin, where it belongs.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to support the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. I do so as the
member who represents Footscray, which is an area
that has been designated a central activity district. I can
talk about the collaboration that already exists between
the Maribyrnong City Council and the state government
in relation to development and the agreements on the
areas which will be designated for the minister’s direct
planning control. I can talk about the work that has
been done to ensure that the development of Footscray
into the future will create in the area jobs, livability,
living standards, activities, entertainment, quality of life
and its multicultural nature so that Footscray will
develop and grow in a way that not just complements
what happens in the city of Maribyrnong but also
complements the broader Melbourne community.
I think this is a very good example of the way we could
see the development assessment committees (DACs)
working in the future. It is the concept of taking a
potential development that is significant not just to a
municipality but to the communities around it and to
the broader Melbourne community and ensuring that
collaborative work is being done to see the
development through in a way that meets the needs of
the local community and meets the needs of the broader
community. We are doing that now in partnership with
the activity centre in Footscray, and I am sure that is
what is going to happen with the development
assessment committees. The notion that the committee
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is balanced is very important to understand. There will
be an independent chair, representatives from the
minister and the department and representatives from
council.
At this point I want to cover the issue of conflicts of
interest, because I think it is important to get it right.
There is a capacity for alternative members to be put in
place. Where there is a conflict of interest there will be
an expectation that a person will remove themselves
and ensure that they do not participate in any decision
making or consideration of the issue and that an
alternate member is put in place. To say that the
community will not be heard is in fact not true. The
process will ensure that the state government
representatives, the independent chair and the council
representatives hear the concerns of the locals;
everyone gets to hear them. The meetings will be open,
and people will be able to make submissions and see
their councillors in much the same way as they can in
existing council meetings. Their interests will be heard.
Ultimately, if they do not like a decision, they can go to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
We understand that the population of Melbourne and
Victoria is growing. We also understand the need for
sensitive development of our environment — both the
existing environment and what it can be in the future —
and the need for jobs and job opportunities, while
making sure that people have access to work without
having to travel long distances. We need to take into
account the environment and our responsibilities to it.
The best way to do that is to take the decision-makers
and put them all in one room, rather than going through
different processes which may result in not getting it
right.
As a government and as a Parliament we have a
responsibility to ensure that as we develop Melbourne
beyond today, we bring our communities together and
our developments are planned and strategic and are not
ad hoc, where we allow one development to go ahead
because there are no objections but do not allow
another to go ahead because there is one objection, or
we tie up a development because there is one objection.
It is about time we understood that we have to have a
larger framework under which we allow these
developments to occur. We need to be consistent in our
decision making.
As we grow we need to understand the importance of
looking after the inner and middle areas and to make
sure that developments are sensitive to the needs of the
local community. We also need to understand that there
is greater significance to the broader community. We
have to understand that just because in the past people
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have thought of land as being their patch of greenery, or
their home or their territory, it does not mean they
should exclude other people from having that patch or a
share in it.
My electorate includes the 128 hectare defence site in
Maribyrnong which, thanks to the collaborative
approach with the federal government, will now be
handled and developed by VicUrban and will see a
development close to metropolitan Melbourne which is
sensitive to the local communities, sensitive to the
Maribyrnong River, and will provide services and
business activity as well as residential and recreational
activities. For the first time in 100 years it will open up
the river to people who want to enjoy it but who have
not had access to it before. This is a sensible approach
and a sensible development. It is what we should be
seeing right across Melbourne as we move forward,
taking into account local concerns but not stopping
other people from enjoying living close to Melbourne
or living close to a railway line or living close to their
workplace. They should have the opportunity to live in
an environment that is affordable and which provides
them with the necessities for living a comfortable and
enjoyable life with their families.
This should not be exclusive. It is about allowing others
to enjoy the benefits of living closer to Melbourne than
they might otherwise be able to do. It is about balanced
development. It is about saying that it is not just one or
the other. It is about collaboration. In the budget that
was brought down yesterday we saw the collaboration
between the federal Rudd government and the Brumby
government which will ensure that the money that
comes from the commonwealth and the money that is
available from the state is brought together to result in
optimum funding. That is what we are doing with the
development assessment committees. It is about
ensuring that the developments are at their optimum,
that they are the best we can possibly do for local
communities, but that they are also the best we can do
for the people who might live there, work there or play
there and enjoy the community environment as it
develops.
That is what we see happening with this legislation. We
want to see a planned and staged development across
Melbourne that meets all those needs but still balances
them out. Yes, there will be areas of difference; there
always are. But at the end of the day it is about getting
the balance right. It has to be about taking the interests
of locals and the broader interest and trying to find the
best outcomes for all. That is what this government is
doing well. It is saying, ‘This is about partnerships
between local government and the state government’. If
what has occurred between the Maribyrnong City
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Council and the state government in relation to the
Footscray renewal project is an indication, then I have
every confidence that it will be a huge success and
Melbourne will develop in a balanced way, meeting all
the needs of Melburnians and Victorians now and into
the future.
Someone has to be prepared to take up the challenge
and meet that need. This legislation does it in a way
which will ensure that local communities will have
their say, but it also takes into account the fact that the
people who may come to live there will also be
considered. Existing infrastructure and services are
taken into account to make sure that they are utilised to
their full capacity, and that we are servicing the people
who live in our suburbs.
I commend the bill to the house. I look forward to the
success of the Footscray renewal project. I welcome the
cooperation of the Maribyrnong City Council. It is
more than cooperation, it is a genuine partnership. That
is what this legislation seeks; a genuine partnership
with local government and the state government to
ensure that the development of Melbourne and its
suburbs is the best for everyone concerned.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. The Nationals,
in coalition, are opposing this legislation. The purpose
of the bill is to amend the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 so that any area of Victoria can be deemed to
be a growth area, enable the establishment of new
development assessment committees (DACs), increase
penalties for offences under the Heritage Act 1995,
amend the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust
Act 1996 to remove the limitation on the trust to
operate only within the council areas of the city of Port
Phillip and the city of Melbourne, and amend the
Docklands Act 1991 to allow VicUrban to continue its
operations and projects beyond 31 December 2005.
I will focus on the planning aspect of this bill. The
provisions in this bill that deal with DACs are
extensive. We will discuss some of those concerns in
time. The section regarding growth areas — a small but
significant part of the bill — is also of concern. It
allows any part of Victoria to be deemed to be a growth
area and exposes every part of the state to the planned
growth areas infrastructure contribution. This appears
to be another means to raise revenue, and I will say
more about that later.
The Nationals are concerned about the DACs. The
Governor in Council may establish a DAC, while the
ministerial order determines the area and declares it a
growth area. At that point local government has
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effectively lost its planning powers over that area. That
loss destroys the links with local knowledge. Although
two councillors or council staff members will be on
each DAC, this change moves the process away from
the local community. Ratepayers, through local
councils, continue to pay for this exercise. What do
ratepayers get for their dollars? Will the DAC process
overcome the problems of the current planning system?
I do not think so. The problems will still exist. There
have been delays, and I do not think the DAC process
will overcome them. It is just a new decision-making
body that has been brought into being. The problems it
will need to deal with — that is, zoning, the planning
scheme definitions and skills shortages, whether among
staff or councillors — will remain.
Let us look at how the DACs will be composed. They
will have an independent chair, yet the independence of
the chair is not discussed in the legislation. I think that
is significant. One of the deficiencies in the
understanding of this legislation relates to the difference
between what people expect of an independent chair
and what is likely to occur. A DAC will have five
members, which would appear to mean that the quorum
would be three members. If there are two government
members and the chair, who will almost certainly be the
government’s choice, then the government will have
the majority. Why then are we even bothering with any
local representation? You might as well have a DAC of
three members with the universal powers.
At the end of the day, if a council is unhappy as a
council and representative of the people, it will not be
able to appeal a decision. The conflict-of-interest
provisions will gag those councillors who are on the
DAC, as they will be prevented from assisting in any
way any group or anyone else who may wish to lodge
an appeal with the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT). That is how the bill reads to me. The
penalty for criticism — up to 100 penalty units — is
considerable, so councillors or council representatives
on DACs will be very quiet. That will leave the
councillors or council staff members in a position
where they will not be able to defend themselves.
Councils will not be able to go to VCAT, and residents
will be confused, stressed and angry. Residents will be
able to go to VCAT, but they will not be able to enlist
any support from councils. The bill undermines the role
of local government.
I agree with what the member for Box Hill said in his
contribution — that is, that the government is seeking
an extraordinarily broad grant of discretionary powers
from the Parliament. That is what it is, and it will be
seen by the community as a power grab. These powers
can be applied anywhere in Victoria. The legislation
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only marks out a small number of councils at this stage,
but we are passing legislation that can be universally
applied. How long will it be before it is applied
elsewhere?
The bill also allows for the collection of growth area
infrastructure contributions. These are extensive, and I
am curious about who will get the money if this is
extended to country Victoria. At $95 000 a hectare it is
a significant amount of money. Does that go back to
state coffers? It is listed in the budget revenue estimates
as $84.7 million going forward for this year. If that
money comes out of local government and if the
collection is extended to country areas, it will not
achieve what the government wants to do. Local
governments already seek developer contributions to
cover a number of issues with development. I hope that
the minister will in his summing up sort out where this
$95 000 per hectare fits, particularly if this is extended
beyond the five councils listed in the bill.
The extra charges quickly cancel out the generosity of
the budget’s extension of the first home buyer grant for
rural areas. The budget allocates $1500 more to first
home buyers in country areas, but the addition of
$96 000 per hectare to the cost of land washes that
away and much more. The approach is very much that
of giving with one hand and taking away much more
with the other.
What residents and developers really want out of the
planning scheme and councils is consistency and
certainty in planning. What will anger residents and
developers is for the government to appear to be
picking winners or for the DAC to be accused of bias,
allowing queue jumping or even the granting of
favours. This would conflict with the bill. The lovely
new section 97MX(f), inserted by clause 6 of the bill,
requires a DAC member to:
… treat all persons with respect and have due regard to the
opinions, beliefs, rights and responsibilities of other members
of the DAC, employees of a responsible authority providing
services to the DAC and other persons …

This is a statement of how the DACs expect to be
treated. The government and DACs will need to take
heed of those words and treat those involved
accordingly.
Also government really does not need to do this. If
there is a project that is that important, that is bogged
down or in that much difficulty, then it can call in the
powers that already exist. Country people want local
decisions for local issues, but if it is too hard there
already is a provision there to call it in, and the minister
can do it. I think what is required and what country
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people expect in order to get that consistency and
certainty is to have the current planning system fixed.
This is treating the symptoms of the problems with our
current planning system not the causes of them. Local
governments find planning very difficult and so do
residents. I do not think this is going to alleviate the
difficulties.
What we need to do is to address the resource issues
that are required out there to overcome those problems
so local people can make local decisions about their
future. I believe this bill gives the power to attack local
democracy. It is a threat to decentralisation, and it is a
threat to communities. The bill is being opposed by the
coalition. This is bad legislation for communities in
country areas.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in the debate on the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. This is a
bill that will ensure that local councils and the state
government alike will be able to balance local and
statewide interests and make certain that essential
infrastructure can manage the increasing growth of
Melbourne over the next 20 to 30 years. It is terrific to
see the government’s response to the recommendations
identified in the five-year audit of Melbourne 2030,
which outlined this government’s intentions in the
following areas: transport and congestion management,
sustainability, climate change and managing urban
growth.
The bill’s primary focus is to allow for the
establishment and implementation of development
assessment committees, or DACs, to make
amendments to the Local Government Act 1989 and to
make unrelated amendments to the Docklands Act
1991, the Heritage Act 1995 and the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Trust Act 1996. DACs will
be empowered to make decisions on certain planning
application matters such as permit planning decisions
for areas and matters of metropolitan significance. They
will comprise state and local government
representatives, who will need to adhere to the effective
and transparent probity provisions set out in the
legislation.
Currently planning decisions can be made only by local
councils and the Minister for Planning. The Minister for
Planning has reiterated the fact that councils have been
making planning decisions that impact well beyond
their municipalities. Melbourne is a large, complex and
interconnected urban region where decisions made in
one part of the city can generate demands and have
impacts in others, requiring a greater focus on state
planning policy in certain circumstances. That is
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precisely what the forming of DACs aims to do. The
formation of these committees will strengthen
partnerships between state and local governments on
projects of significance to both parties and make certain
that decisions relating to such projects are looked at
from both a local and a broader perspectives. I embrace
the chance for shared responsibility between state and
local governments that this bill brings, providing for
better decisions on planning permits.
The Local Government Act 1989 will be amended to
provide an exception from conflict-of-interest
provisions resulting from a councillor being a member
of a DAC. The minister has commended the
participation of local councils in the consultation
process on this bill, and I join with him in his praise. In
forming DACs the legislation seeks not to intrude on
local communities and diminish the voice of residents
in those communities but to bring about a better and
more balanced decision-making framework. In order to
avoid confusion the date referred to in section 9(1) of
the Docklands Act will be removed by this bill,
allowing the Victorian Urban Development Authority
to continue its involvement with the development of the
Docklands.
I welcome the amendment to the Planning and
Environment Act, which is yet to come before this
house and which will broaden the definition of ‘growth
areas’ as in section 46AP of the Planning and
Environment Act. Allowing the minister to declare an
area as a growth area is advantageous as it allows local
councils to deal with growth pressures more readily by
allowing the state to direct resources to those areas.
This bill is just one example of the Brumby Labor
government’s desire to continue to improve the
planning system. It clearly demonstrates this
government’s willingness to work with local councils.
It also shows that the Brumby government is looking
towards the future to ensure that Melbourne will
continue to be the best place to work, live and raise a
family. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HODGETT (Kilsyth) — I rise to speak on the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. I oppose
the bill because it is taking planning powers away from
local government, because it overrides local
communities, because it will cost jobs, because it will
not speed up the planning process and because it will
add costs to development. We have all heard that the
purpose of the bill is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 so that any area of Victoria may
be deemed a growth area. It establishes the new
development assessment committees (DACs), it
increases penalties in the Heritage Act 1995 and it
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amends the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition
Trust Act 1996 to remove the limitation on the trust to
operate only within the council areas of Port Philip and
the city of Melbourne. It amends the Docklands Act
1991 to allow VicUrban to continue operation in
projects beyond 31 December 2005.
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allow any area of Victoria to be deemed a growth area,
which will then expose every part of the state to the
growth areas infrastructure contribution. This appears
to be another means for the greedy Brumby
government to raise revenue.
Mr Nardella — Greedy?

I intend to run through the main provisions of the bill
and then outline my concerns with the legislation. We
have heard the main provisions in relation to growth
areas. This bill allows any area of Victoria to be
deemed a growth area as opposed to the current six
listed local government areas. Therefore a growth area
could now be 1 hectare in Mildura, it could be
100 hectares in Sale, it could be a former commercial
site in Bayswater North, a former commercial site in
Kilsyth, or for that matter any part of the Maroondah
City Council area or the Yarra Ranges Shire Council
area, which form part of my electorate of Kilsyth.
The bill establishes the development assessment
committees. These new DACs, as they have been
called, will become the responsible authority for all
developments within the deemed operational area as
determined by ministerial order. The ministerial order
will specify the class of development — for example,
residential or commercial et cetera. A DAC will consist
of five members, three of whom, including the chair,
will be appointed by the Minister for Planning and two
of whom will be nominees of the relevant local
government area. We should not forget that the local
government representatives will need to be ratified by
the Minister for Planning.
A quorum for each DAC will be three; that might be
any of the three members. Local government may not
even get a look in; it might not be at the table or
represented at all. The DACs will have the powers of
the responsible authority. The DACs decisions are
taken as being made by the responsible authority,
including the failure to make a timely decision.
Councils from which the DAC is removing the power
of the responsible authority will have to provide all
operational support to the DAC. The local government
area still has to pay for the operational costs, but it is
having its decision-making powers taken away. If you
ask me that is a form of cost shifting. Once a DAC
decision is made, it is to be considered the decision of
the responsible authority and thus as binding as a
decision from the local council.
I move to express my concerns about some of the
provisions contained in the legislation. I am concerned
about the establishment of the growth areas. This
section is a small but significant part of the bill; it will

Mr HODGETT — The member for Melton has got
two ears and one mouth, and he should use them in
those proportions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stensholt) —
Order! The member for Kilsyth without assistance, and
on the bill.
Mr HODGETT — Local government planning
powers are yet again being targeted by the Brumby
government. Former Premier Steve Bracks was asked
prior to the last election if he would be taking away the
planning powers from local government. He replied
that he would never do that. Former Premier Bracks
was asked after the last election if he would be taking
away planning powers from local government; again he
replied that he would never do that. Even the Minister
for Local Government is on record as saying that the
government would not be taking away planning powers
from local government.
This shows the arrogance of the Labor government.
This is another ‘no tolls’ — members would remember
that story. We were told that of course there would not
be any tolls on the freeway. Then after the election,
within three months or six months, the government did
the backflip and we were told there would be tolls. The
government said there would not be any tolls, that it
would be a freeway. We now know that the Scoresby
freeway is a tollway, so do not trust this lazy, arrogant
Labor government because this is well and truly — —
Mr Walsh interjected.
Mr HODGETT — The member says, ‘feeway’; it
became a feeway and not a freeway.
We should not trust this lazy, arrogant Labor
government because local government planning powers
are well and truly being targeted by the Brumby
government. The loser will be community input as the
majority of DAC members will be the unelected
ministerially appointed Labor mates.
There is no requirement for the majority of the
members who are appointed to the DACs to have any
links to the geographic area in which the DAC is
operational. The minister may determine the boundary
of the DAC without any feedback from the relevant
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local council; therefore the same DAC might be
responsible for Camberwell, Prahran, Dandenong,
Kilsyth, Bayswater North — any area minus local
government representatives.

house have said, we are opposing the bill and asking for
it to be withdrawn and amended, and for adequate
consultation to take place with local government
authorities.

Local councils will be required to pay a large amount in
operational expenses as well as staff resources to fund
the DAC. That will remove their responsible authority
powers. However, the local government that provides
the support may not appeal against a DAC decision as
its decision is considered the decision of the council.

The mayor of the Maroondah City Council goes on to
state:

The minister’s previous promise of an independent
chair is not part of this bill. As has been stated, a
quorum is three members; therefore a decision could be
made with no local government input at all. There are
many sections of the bill which gag any criticism of a
DAC by its members. The penalty for that is a
100 penalty unit fine and/or removal from the DAC,
which is specifically aimed at the local government
representatives. The minister alone may remove a
person from the DAC.
Finally, we are concerned that the operational
procedures are yet to be determined by a ministerial
departmental note, or the DAC itself, and therefore they
can make it up as they go along. There are no DAC
operating procedures; they are yet to be drawn up or
made public.
In the remainder of the time I have available I draw
attention to a letter I received from the mayor of
Maroondah City Council, which is one of the local
municipalities in my electorate. The letter was written
to the Minister for Planning, the Honourable Justin
Madden, MLC. The letter raises some concerns which
have been discussed with me by a lot of local
governments since this bill was introduced into the
house.
Firstly, the bill has been introduced into Parliament
without adequate consultation with local government. It
is significant that this council has only become aware of
the bill through local residents or local representatives.
The councils have not been consulted at all. The letter
states:

The approach set out in the bill triplicates existing planning
decision-making systems … As you would be aware, the vast
majority of planning applications in the Ringwood activity
centre, indeed throughout Maroondah, are dealt with under
delegation and within statutory time limits.
…
Maroondah currently operates with the vast majority of
planning applications determined under delegation. The bill
requires planning decisions in the DAC area to be made only
by the DAC …

I am told that in the last five or six years most planning
applications in the Maroondah City Council have been
determined under delegation. I am not casting any
judgement on how local government sets up its
planning process and how it goes about that. The point I
am making is that it will only add steps and slow down
the planning process, which has been shown in the
example I have referred to from the Maroondah City
Council.
Also, as I have said, the bill requires planning decisions
in the DAC area to be made only by the DAC, but as
the majority — that is, three out of the five positions —
are Labor-appointed mates, they will be on holiday in
December and January and will not be around for two
months. Who is going to make those decisions? The
creation of the DAC in effect means that any planning
application in that operational area can no longer be
dealt with under delegation. This can only extend the
time taken to consider the majority of planning permit
applications.
Finally, the Maroondah City Council mayor’s letter
goes on to talk about the composition of the DAC. It
states:

As mentioned earlier, council had no direct knowledge of the
introduction of this bill from the government. Council has
been in contact with a number of the five councils earmarked
for the first round of development assessment committees …
and none of them were aware of the introduction of the bill or
in fact that the bill was imminent. Nor were any aware of the
detail of the bill which has many implications for councils.

The quorum for the meeting is three … but does not include a
minimum number of members from the council. In addition,
the minister’s powers to suspend a member of a DAC seem
unclear and could be indiscriminately used, given that one of
the clauses triggering suspension includes ‘acting in a way
that is not in the best interests of the DAC’. In addition, it
appears that the minister has the final say on which of the
nominated council representatives are part of the DAC. The
chairperson is also appointed by the minister and the council
does not seem to have any input into this process.

There you have a local municipality upon which this
bill impacts significantly and which has not been
adequately consulted. As members from this side of the

That sums up the views of local government. As I said
at the outset, we oppose this bill. I oppose this bill
because it is taking planning powers away from local
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government, it overrides local communities in the
planning process, it will cost jobs, it will not speed up
the planning process and it will add costs to
development.
Mr EREN (Lara) — I am pleased to speak on the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. Because many
members wish to speak on this very important bill my
contribution will be brief so that they can take the
opportunity to have their say. The purpose of the bill is
to establish development assessment committees
(DACs), the members of which will make decisions on
applications for planning permits. The amendments
contained in this bill show our government’s
commitment to partnering with local government to
achieve better outcomes for communities across the
state.
As members will know — including you, Acting
Speaker — Geelong is strategically a very important
regional city that is continually growing. Obviously
Geelong has a lot of potential and is of enormous
benefit to the whole state. Avalon Airport, the port of
Geelong and the $600 million Geelong Ring Road all
contribute to making Geelong very important in the
scheme of things in Victoria. Accordingly the
establishment of development assessment committees
is a good way of dealing with all of the complexities
that exist for varying reasons when it is left to local
councils to deal with making major decisions on
matters of state significance or the making of other
major planning decisions.
Development assessment committees will be
established by an order of the Governor in Council
made on the recommendation of the Minister for
Planning and will have authority to decided on a
planning application and planning application
amendments. Councils will retain their role of being the
responsible authority and will process applications both
before and after a decision is made. Currently councils
are making decisions that have major effects throughout
the whole state and not just in their own municipalities.
This legislation will ensure that decisions are made in
partnership to make certain the challenging task of
providing for the future of Victoria’s growth and
development is shared responsibly.
Development assessment committees will not remove
third-party appeal rights or affect the powers provided
by the Planning and Environment Act 1987. When
making decisions they will apply the policies set out by
the local council and the state. The government has not
made this decision lightly. In July last year a technical
working group was established with the help of local
governments to provide input into the development of
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this amendment. The establishment of these committees
will see an improved standard of decision making and
effective partnership will benefit the whole of Victoria.
Last Friday in my electorate the minister made a terrific
announcement that he would fast-track some key
planning projects to the tune of $862 million and
4939 jobs. These projects vary from the proposed
development of the Kodak site in Coburg, which was
called in from the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, the 568 St Kilda Road development, which
was also called in from VCAT, and the development of
69 to 77 River Street, South Yarra. These projects are
worth millions. The Minister for Planning will also
appoint an advisory committee for a residential
development at Chirnside Park golf course. Last, but
not least, came the announcement of streamlining the
planning approval process for airport-related
development at Avalon Airport, which is in my
electorate and which is very important not only for
Geelong but also for Victoria. Fast-tracking the
planning processes for Avalon Airport is worth
$40 million and 420 jobs. Clearly Avalon Airport is
now in the second stage of the process of becoming an
international airport, a proposal which is obviously in
the realm of the federal government. As the state
government we understand the importance of the
airport, and the Minister for Planning has therefore
made this important decision. Obviously this will
enable improved retail facilities and accommodation to
be developed at the airport. As I have said, the project
will create employment for up to 420 people. This is a
very important bill and I commend it to the house.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I too rise to make
a contribution to the debate on the Planning Legislation
Amendment Bill. I will begin by outlining the purposes
of the bill and then go into a little more detail. The
purpose of the bill is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 so that any area in Victoria may
be designated a growth area. The bill also establishes
development assessment committees, to which some
people are referring as DACs, and also amends the
Docklands Act 1991 to allow VicUrban to continue
operation in projects beyond 31 December.
The bill contains some very troubling provisions, and I
will go through some that are particularly worrisome.
Currently only six local government areas are deemed
to be growth areas, but this legislation changes that so
that any part of the state will be able to be declared a
growth area. That worries me, because we all know
there are certain parts of the state that cannot possibly
be described as growth areas, especially if they are as
built up as some of the suburbs in my electorate of
Bayswater. The provisions in the bill will give
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development assessment committees incredibly
far-ranging and ridiculous scope for development. It
could be said that a DAC could be set up to preside
over a development as small as a 1-hectare
development in Heathmont or former commercial site
in Bayswater or Boronia.
Generally these sorts of planning decisions are made by
councils and councillors who live in their local areas
and who have the best interests of their local people at
heart. What worries me most about the establishment of
DACs is that, even though they will not be set up
initially in my electorate — they are being set up in
Camberwell, Doncaster, Geelong, Preston and
Coburg — they could be set up in any particular area
deemed to be a growth area, and the DAC will become
the responsible authority for all developments within
the boundary set out by the minister. If that is not bad
enough, the bill also specifies the kind of development
that can take place, including commercial or residential
developments.
Each DAC will comprise five members, but three of
those members will be ministerial appointments. If that
is not nepotism, I do not know what is. With only two
other members on each DAC, the balance of power will
always be in favour of those people who have been
appointed by the minister. Furthermore, the two people
who will be appointed to each DAC from the local
government area will have to be approved by the
minister as well. This provision puts in place some
strange powers of oversight in this area. I think it is
very scary that we give one person — the minister —
this amount of power.
As I said, the appointment of local representatives to
each DAC will have to be approved by the planning
minister, which is wrong. We live in a democratic
society — or it is supposed to be! DAC members will
be able to be removed from their positions for reasons
of probity, corruption or not acting in the DAC’s best
interests? How do you define what is in the best
interests of a DAC? Could it be those members who
constantly object or bring fresh ideas to the consultative
process? Could it be that they disrupt meetings? It
could be the case that they have some good reasons for
being disruptive, but who then will deem what is in a
DAC’s best interests? The bill provides that these
people can be fined for being disruptive or even
removed. Again, who has the power to do that? It is the
minister.
Local councils will have very little say in anything that
goes on, yet they are being asked to provide all the
operational and financial support and to provide the
submissions and information that comes in. Local
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councils are being asked to give up some of their
powers and pay for that privilege. I do not quite
understand the logic; there is no logic. What the
government is doing is an absolute abuse of power. The
briefing materials and the secretariat responsibilities
and all those sorts of things are going to come back to
councils, which will have lost power over DACs. Such
a measure does not make sense.
The bill provides that each DAC’s decisions will be
binding. I find this incredibly disappointing, for want of
a better word. A third party could come along and say,
‘I want to appeal that decision’. That is their right, and
they will be able to do that, but a council will not be
able to do that. A council may totally object to the
DAC’s decision in its own municipality, but it gets no
say in it. It gets no right to take this to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) or to ask to
have it heard and reversed. The government is taking
away all of the decision-making powers from councils.
That is wrong. That is the best way to put it. As I said,
the decision can be appealed at VCAT. The local
council can have a say in that as long as the action is
being brought by a third party, but it cannot bring that
action itself.
The members who are appointed by the minister may
not know the local government area, and that is
probably one of the greatest travesties here. You may
have people making decisions about an area they know
nothing about. They may know nothing about the
amenity of the area, the people who live there, what
people moved there for and why it is that they love that
area. An entirely inappropriate development might
come along to that area and any members of the DAC
who speak out against that — and that might only be
the two members from local government — will be
gagged. If they do speak out against it, they could be
fined 100 penalty units. That is an incredibly big misuse
of power.
What are the benefits? None; absolutely none. There is
not one benefit. Correspondence from the mayor of the
Maroondah City Council to the minister indicates that
the council has serious concerns. A letter dated 1 May
2009 states:
… the bill has been introduced into the Parliament without
adequate consultation with local government. It is significant
that council has only become aware of this bill through local
residents.

Would you not think that if this were going to affect
local councils, they would know about it? The letter
continues:
Council has been in contact with a number of the five
councils earmarked for the first round of development
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assessment committees (DAC) and none of them were aware
of the introduction of the bill …

Is that not significant? Further:
Council does not believe that the creation of yet another
decision-making body is a necessary or a workable long-term
solution … I do not expect that there are to be any efficiency
gains through this process.

What is it about this proposal that is offending so many
people? The letter continues:
A better solution to government perceived concerns about the
implementation of Melbourne @ 5 Million would be through
the introduction of strong and clear local policy that was
written in true partnership between state and local
government.

That is simply not happening.
At the moment the government has the right and the
ability to order call-ins. Why not continue to use that
system, if needed? This bill goes well and above all of
what is currently in place, and I believe it is truly an
offensive piece of legislation. The minister is being
terribly paranoid in the way that he is setting up these
DACs. Perhaps he should go and listen to a little bit of
Black Sabbath’s music; the band does a great musical
number called Paranoid; the minister would be doing
himself a bit of service to have a listen to that.
To quote another great piece of art, if you like, there is a
fabulous Australian movie called The Castle. In that
movie, which I am sure so many members in the
chamber have seen, there are numerous scenes where
people try to explain what it is about a piece of land and
their houses that cannot be replicated elsewhere.
Whether it was Dennis Denuto, Darryl Kerrigan or
Lawrence Hammill, QC, they all tried to express that it
was just not right to do this. The only thing to do to was
to keep people in an area they knew, that they loved
and that they chose to live in. The Federal Court judge
says in the movie, ‘And what law are you basing this
argument on?’. Darryl Kerrigan turns around and says,
‘The law of bloody common sense!’
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I am pleased to be speaking in support of this bill
because it highlights once again the fact that this
government, unlike the former Kennett government, as
you are well aware, Acting Speaker, seeks to work
effectively in partnership with local government,
including the City of Greater Geelong, the area of
which is effectively represented by the Acting Speaker,
the member for Lara, by me and by the member for
Bellarine.
Over the last nine years this government has established
an effective working relationship and partnership with
the City of Greater Geelong, and in fact with all
councils within the region under the banner of the G21.
This legislation introducing the DACs system is
another step in further developing our strong working
relationship with local government when it comes to
important local planning applications.
As the Acting Speaker is well aware, in regional centres
like Geelong where developers are interested in
investing in the city, they will shy away from such
investment if there is any uncertainty, any delay, and if
they are not confident of a predictable outcome. Hence
the importance of this legislation that we are debating
this afternoon.
It is important to me as a local member who works
closely with local councils that this legislation is fair
and that it promotes a true partnership in planning
decisions. Facts such as the committee being made up
of five members — including two council nominees,
two state government nominees and an independent
chair — shows that this legislation will promote an
open, transparent, strong and balanced partnership
between the state government and local councils.

Someone needs to tell me: what will VCAT say on
appeals? There is no common sense in this proposed
law.

It is important that centres like Geelong continue to
grow and prosper, and I have to say that such prosperity
will only emanate from the state government through
commitments such as those in yesterday’s budget. We
will see in cities like Geelong that prosperity and
growth will emanate from council commitment and
expenditure, and also from private sector commitment.
But above all, it will emanate from a partnership
between those three sectors: state government, local
government and private investors.

Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I am pleased to be
speaking on and in support of the Planning Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009. As previous speakers have
noted, this bill in part amends the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 in order to introduce the
initiative of development assessment committees
(DACs) which, amongst other centres, will apply in the
central activity area of my electorate of Geelong.

The establishment of DACs is one part of a raft of new
initiatives proposed to improve our planning system
across the state. These are planning decisions that are
important to my local community, the Acting Speaker’s
local community and to the electorate of the member
for Bellarine, who is the minister at the table. It is
important legislation, it is good legislation, and I
therefore wish it a speedy passage through the house.
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Mr WELLER (Rodney) — It gives me pleasure to
rise and speak on the Planning Legislation Amendment
Bill 2009. The bill seeks to amend the powers of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 so that any area of
Victoria may be deemed a growth area. It establishes
new development assessment committees (DACs),
increases the penalties in the Heritage Act 1995 and
amends the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition
Trust Act 1996 to remove the limitation of the trust to
only operate within the council areas of Port Phillip and
the city of Melbourne. It also amends the Docklands
Act 1991 to allow VicUrban to continue to be involved
in projects beyond 31 December 2005.
We have heard how this bill is going to lead to greater
cooperation between local governments and the state
government. In reality, this is a takeover. According to
my figures — and I would have thought members of
the other side would have understood numbers
reasonably well — three out of five rules. A chairman
appointed by the minister and two government
appointees makes three; therefore they rule. The bill
will result in a government takeover of planning in
local areas. Even worse than that, it will mean local
government will have to pay. State government will
take over planning issues; local government will then
be bound by those decisions and will have to pay for
them.
The member for Geelong made some interesting
comments about working in partnership. I also heard
the members for Narre Warren North and Footscray
talk about a partnership. I do not believe any of them
have actually read the bill, because new section 97MK
says:
(1) A DAC is to consist of the following members in
relation to DAC applications applying to land in a
particular municipal district —
(a) a Chairperson nominated by the Minister;
(b) 2 other members nominated by the Minister;

So that is three out of the five, and then:
(c) 2 other members, nominated by the municipal
council for the municipal district, who must be
drawn from a group of 5 persons who are
councillors or members of staff of that council and
who have been nominated by that council.

The council does not even appoint those people; the
minister makes a selection from those nominated
persons.
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I went back and read the second-reading speech; it
made interesting reading. It says:
In particular, the position of independent chair will be
developed and short-listed in consultation with the local
government sector.

The wording does not say in agreement with the local
government sector; it says ‘in consultation’. Prior to
coming to Parliament I was chairman of the Victorian
Farmers Federation.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WELLER — The Victorian Farmers Federation
is a great organisation. It should be remembered that in
that role I was part of a group which consisted of the
chairman of the Victorian Catchment Management
Council and the chairman of the Municipal Association
of Victoria. We nominated people for appointment to
the catchment management authorities. I do not believe
a lot of the people I recommended were appointed.
While I was involved in the process — —
Mr Nardella — You should have talked to Jeff
Kennett!
Mr WELLER — For the benefit of the member for
Melton, I was president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation from 2002 to 2005.
Mr Nardella — I knew that.
Mr WELLER — The point I am making is that
consulting does not mean that you — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr WELLER — I am actually on the bill. Having
consultation will not mean the local government will
end up with the person it would like as the chair. The
act says that the minister appoints, and that is what he
does. He consults, but he can choose to take no notice,
and he can appoint. It is therefore an appointment of the
minister.
I turn to proposed section 97MS(b), which states that a
quorum for the meeting of a DAC is three members. It
does not say one of them has to be the council
representative — it says a quorum is three members.
Therefore we could have a DAC meeting making
decisions with no council representatives present. This
is not the ideal situation. It is not consulting and
working with the community; it is taking over from the
community.
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I turn to proposed section 97MU(1), which states:
In addition to the procedures set out in this Division, a DAC
must act in accordance with any procedures determined by
the Minister …

Once again we have the minister telling the committee
what to do, not the council. This is nothing less than a
takeover and a grab for power by the state government.
I turn to the second-reading speech, where the minister
himself states there will be ‘one independent chair, and
an alternate’. Obviously the minister has not read the
bill and does not understand that the independent chair
is a nominee of the government. Further on in the bill is
a very interesting, and I believe quite good, paragraph.
Proposed section 97MX(f) states:
treat all persons with respect and have due regard to the
opinions, beliefs, rights and responsibilities of other members
of the DAC, employees of a responsible authority providing
services to the DAC and other persons …

I wish we could apply that principle further. Last year
the Minister for Water referred to people who disagreed
with the north–south pipeline as quasi-terrorists. Here
we have a minister saying everyone has a right to an
opinion. I think this is quite a good thing that should be
extended further.
Returning to the second-reading speech, we have the
Leader of the House stating that the probity
requirements for DAC members includes ‘conduct
principles for members’, which relates back to
proposed section 97MX(f). That is fine, but he is also
on the record as saying that people who disagree with
the north–south pipeline are indeed ‘ugly, ugly people’.
I think we should be consistent and apply those rules
further. We need to treat people with due regard, and
that is one of the better paragraphs in a bill I totally
disagree with.
Then we hear that councils have not been consulted.
Here we are putting a bill through Parliament and
councils have not even been consulted on it. The
member for Kilsyth mentioned a letter he received from
his local council, and the member for Bayswater has
also referred to that letter. This bill should be
withdrawn until there has been proper consultation so
that we can be working with the communities and the
local governments — as this government says it is
doing. There is a lot of proof that it has ignored the
councils and ignored the communities and that this is an
out-and-out takeover.
I will not deny there are problems in planning. Many
issues come to my office regarding problems with
planning, and developers in my area are very concerned
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about the planning process and the red tape it involves.
This bill is again a prime example of the Brumby
government not consulting and not getting the right
outcome. This is policy on the run that is wrong and
that will take this state backwards. It is a grab for power
by the Brumby government, and it should be thrown
out.
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise today in support of the Planning
Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. The bill sets out the
purposes of the legislation, which include to amend the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 to enable the
establishment of development assessment committees
that will decide on certain types of applications for
planning permits and amendments to planning permits,
and to enable growth areas to be declared in any part of
Victoria. The bill also amends the Docklands Act 1991
to allow the Victorian Urban Development Authority to
continue its involvement in the Docklands
development, it amends the Heritage Act 1995 and it
further amends the Local Government Act 1989 to
provide that a person is not regarded as having an
indirect interest due to a conflicting duty under
section 78B solely because he or she is a member of a
development assessment committee. This is a good step
in the right direction.
The bill seeks to amend the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 in order to introduce a system of development
assessment committees to make decisions on particular
types of planning permit applications of significance
and to set out clear provisions in the act relating to
effective and transparent probity provisions for
members of a development assessment committee and
to associated issues. Consequentially the bill also seeks
to amend the Local Government Act 1989 to provide an
exception from conflict-of-interest restrictions which
may arise from a councillor’s membership of a
development assessment committee.
Opposition members walked into this chamber today
and made a range of submissions on this bill. I
particularly wish to refer to the assertions made by the
member for Box Hill, who was evidently busy today
working through his budgetary papers and making a
presentation to his colleagues so they could respond to
a very good budget — a jobs budget — by the Brumby
government. Mr Clark’s comments on this bill were
another example of the opposition’s mistakes and
inaccuracies, and I think it is important that we refer to
them. The first one relates to the growth areas. What
one ought to say in relation to the growth areas
infrastructure contribution (GAIC) is that it is totally
irrelevant to this bill. The GAIC is subject to a separate
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piece of legislation that is yet to come before this
Parliament.
The ability of the minister to declare an area a growth
area has a range of benefits. It can assist councils to
deal with growth pressures more readily by enabling
the state to direct resources to those areas. It can also
enable the Growth Areas Authority (GAA) to work in
areas requiring specialist coordination for master
planning and indeed inter-agency coordination. It does
not follow that an area that is declared a growth area
will necessarily be the subject of the GAIC. I think it is
important to put on the record that the contribution to
debate on this bill made by the member for Box Hill in
particular was in that sense wrong. Indeed the GAIC
policy commitments that have been publicly stated to
date set out exactly which areas would be subject to the
GAIC and how the funds would be allocated. The
GAIC is intended to fund infrastructure for the areas
that will come into the revised Melbourne urban growth
boundary, which will come into effect later this year.
The assertions made by opposition members in this
place today were wrong, and it is important from the
government’s point of view and indeed for the benefit
of the public that these matters be cleared up, and
cleared up now.
The Liberal-Nationals coalition is effectively thumbing
its nose at the growth areas outside of metropolitan
Melbourne and saying, ‘You don’t need the assistance
or the additional resources of the state government or
the GAA. You can coordinate planning on your own.
You can do it yourself’. We think that is wrong, and I
think it is important to state that the development
assessment committees, which are known now as
DACs, will play an important role in resolving a whole
range of issues. The opposition’s argument goes along
the lines of saying there is a problem in the planning
system, but that any proposal to bring about better and
more balanced decision making is opposed. It says on
the one hand that the DACs will not speed up planning
because people will still have a right to appeal. On the
other hand it says the DACs are an intrusion on local
communities and will reduce their say in their destinies.
Which way is it? What is it that the opposition wishes
to support?
The Brumby government has always said that it is
embarking on a process of continual change in and
improvement to the planning system. We make no
apologies for that. I certainly do not, particularly in
relation to the area I represent, the electorate of
Derrimut. As the member for Derrimut, which covers
the municipality of Brimbank, I welcome this new
process because with the new mechanisms to be set in
place by this legislation, to which I look forward,
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hopefully a range of developments in a number of areas
that need to be resolved can be resolved quickly —
because people who are unemployed want jobs, and
they want them now. I say this unapologetically: we
need to be able to do things and do things well. We
need to do them responsibly. We certainly need to
consult, but there ought to be a time and a place when
these matters can be resolved and resolved quickly.
I support this legislation because I believe this is a
further step in strengthening partnerships with local
government. The DACs are another forum through
which local government and the state government can
work together in support of the community, in support
of the economy, in support of creating jobs and in
support of good development.
The final matter I wish to place on the record is that I
am sure every member of this place, both government
and opposition, has had the opportunity to talk to the
business sector and developers. There is one thing they
need, particularly now with the global financial crisis,
and that is certainty. They need to know where they
stand. They need to know that things will happen. It
takes 12 months on occasions to get things off the
ground, particularly with big developments. This
requires major investment on the part of the developer
and on the part of the businessperson, and they need
certainty. I believe the DACs will make that
contribution and that the amendments and proposals in
this legislation will be welcomed by local government,
by the community and indeed by us. It is a terrific piece
of legislation that ought to be supported by every
member in this place who has common sense. I
commend the legislation to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise and contribute to this debate on the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. As
members on this side of the house have indicated, the
coalition will be opposing this unfortunate piece of
legislation. This piece of legislation seeks to amend the
Planning and Environment Act 1987 so that any area of
Victoria may be deemed a growth area. It establishes
the new development assessment committees which I
will deal with in a moment. It increases penalties in the
Heritage Act, amends the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Trust Act and amends the Docklands Act to
allow VicUrban to continue operations in projects
beyond 31 December 2005.
This failed Labor government will be remembered for
its consistency. It is consistent in the sense that it says
one thing and does another. It promised our community
a freeway and we were left with a tollway. It promised
my community a 24-hour police station, which is now
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only operational for 16 hours a day. It promised the
Rowville rail feasibility study, which it has not done.
Members should listen to this question asked in this
house by the Leader of the Opposition back in
December 2006. His question was to the then Premier.
He asked:
Does the Premier stand by his comments of 23 November on
3AW that under a re-elected Labor government the planning
powers of local councils and councillors would not be
reduced and would remain as they are now?

What was the Premier’s response? Did he shirk the
issue? No. In one of those rare moments from ministers
the Premier gave an unequivocal answer. He started off
by saying:
Yes, we have set out all our policies in the election campaign.
Those policies will be adopted by our government over the
next four years. And of course one of the things we want to
do, and we have committed to, is have a new agreement with
local government which enshrines and upgrades its powers
and reinforces local government as the third tier of
government in this state.

It is interesting. Here we are, more than two years after
the then Premier, Steve Bracks, unequivocally told this
house that local government had nothing to fear from a
re-elected Labor government and that it would not
touch planning powers in this state, and what we see
before us is a bill that does exactly the opposite. The
government promises one thing and it does another. It
promised a freeway and we ended up with a feeway.
This bill strikes at the heart of local democracy.
Members opposite talk about understanding the needs
of local communities. Local communities elect local
councils to make decisions about local planning
applications. What we see before us is a piece of
legislation that will create new development assessment
committees (DACs). These committees are to be
established initially in Camberwell, Doncaster,
Geelong, Preston and Coburg. I ask those opposite to
tell this house which of the local councils were
consulted about the establishment of these committees.
Which of those councils were consulted about the
introduction of this piece of legislation? This is about
establishing a body that is going to rip at the heart of the
role of local councils.
Like many in this house, I have served in local
government. I understand what it is like to deal with
local planning applications. I understand what it is like
to stand up in local council and deal with issues that
affect local communities. These DACs will consist of
five members, three of whom, including the chair, are
to be appointed by the Minister for Planning. They will
not be representing the local community but will be
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appointed by the minister. Two of the five members —
the minority on any DAC — will be people from the
local community. We will have a situation where three
representatives from country Victoria or from Geelong
will be driving hundreds of kilometres to other parts of
the state to make important decisions that will affect
local communities. They will drive in, make the
decision and get back in the car and drive back to their
local communities. We will have people from
Melbourne driving to country Victoria and telling
country Victorians what planning decisions suit their
communities.
The member for Swan Hill is at the table. He would be
aware of the needs of his local community and would
want to ensure that his local council is the primary
decision-making body for applications that affect that
community. With the greatest respect, the people in
Swan Hill have a better understanding of the needs of
the people of Swan Hill when it comes to planning
applications than people from metropolitan Melbourne.
Despite the commitment, despite the promise, despite
the spin and rhetoric of the then Premier in this house,
despite him saying, ‘Trust us, we know what we are
doing. Do not worry, you have nothing to fear. Local
planning powers will not be touched’, with a stroke of a
pen the situation has changed.
Do not take it from the coalition. Local communities
are outraged by the imposition of this new system. The
majority of those who will be making the decisions will
not even represent those local communities. People
from local councils will be responsible for providing
the assistance, for providing the know-how and
wherewithal, and for doing the legwork and assisting in
the process, but those people will not be able to make
the final decisions on important issues that affect their
local communities. It cannot be asserted that after a
decision is made councils can simply fix the mess at a
later point in time. If major developments go through,
they will be a legacy that is left for the community.
If those opposite say the system of planning is
wonderful and fine and achieving the results required
by this government, then one has to ask why the DACs
are being created in the first place. If the government is
telling us that there are problems with the planning
system — that the current system, which this
government has controlled for the last 10 years, is not
working — then the government needs to fix the
system. Implementing the DACs will not fix those
problems, because if there are problems with the
system, they extend far beyond Camberwell, Doncaster,
Geelong, Preston or Coburg.
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This is about ripping out the role of local councils and
ripping away the control of local councillors to make
decisions about their local communities. I am
unashamedly supportive of local councils making
decisions for their local communities, and if that means
that we stand on this side of the house in opposition to
this bill, then I am proud to do so. Local councillors are
elected to represent their local communities and make
decisions on behalf of their local communities. They
are not elected to local government to say to their
communities, ‘Significant planning applications are
going to be dealt with in this community, but I am more
than happy for some unelected person to be brought in
from another part of this state and make a decision
about what affects my community’. If I was a
councillor, I would not sit back and let that happen.
This is why we have seen a number of councillors at a
number of councils in a number of communities across
this state indicate their concerns and reservations about
this legislation.
This government should be withdrawing this legislation
and consulting with communities, local government
and local councillors, and asking them what they want
to see when it comes to local government planning. I
can tell the house the answer. It is pretty simple. You do
not need to hold too many meetings. What they expect
is for local councils to be empowered to make decisions
for their local communities. This bill may well pass this
house, but we are yet to see what will happen in the
other house. More importantly, if this bill is to
pass — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Eren) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I rise to support the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. I do so because
I realise that in planning a city — given its
development, redevelopment, growth and change over
time — we have to have mechanisms to allow for good
decision making. We have to balance the demands of
local communities and local policies with state issues
and demands. We have to balance development with
conservation, and we have to provide a whole lot of
mechanisms to do all that with.
The reason I want to focus on the development
assessment committees (DACs) is that I think they
constitute a mechanism that works in situations where
you have complex developments and where you need
to consider not only the planning permits but the
metropolitan implications of those developments and
the coordination with different government agencies.
Bringing together bodies such as the DACs, which
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allow state government and local government to work
in partnership, is a very sensible and good way to go.
I always enjoy speaking on planning issues both in this
house and in my community, because they raise a level
of emotion, pressure and tension. That is not surprising,
because planning is important to us. It is about the
future of our city and our community — not only our
future but that of later generations. The implications of
planning and development will be there, affecting
residents and later generations and prosperity into the
future.
When we have these debates there is a tendency for the
two sides to accuse each other of having very polarised
positions. The claims go that one side must be
pro-development and the other side no-growth; that one
side is for overdevelopment and one is for appropriate
development; or that one is pro-business and one is
pro-community. Those accusations that get thrown
around — and we have heard a lot of them today in this
house — are not very helpful.
What is important to me and to the community in a
planning process is that we have good development.
There is an understanding that cities change and
develop; that those developments need to be good; that
we should have improvements to amenities; and that
we should ensure there is good and affordable housing,
that jobs are made available, that quality of life is
improved and that we support sustainable transport
options. The DACs will be working in areas where
there is the possibility of lowering our dependency on
cars, ensuring the greater use of sustainable transport,
reducing long trips and ensuring that people have
access to services and jobs close by. It is about a more
sustainable city as well. These are really big issues,
issues that need to be dealt with in the planning process,
and I think the DACs are an appropriate way to do that.
I have heard a lot from the opposition today about the
importance of local community, local input and a whole
lot of such issues. Yes, it is important to involve local
communities in planning matters and to ensure that they
have an input, but we also have to recognise that these
developments are about the future of our city; they are
about the future residents of these areas and they are
about future generations. We cannot simply resort to
whatever local opinion might decide on the day. We
have to have a much stronger dynamic of debate and
involvement, and I think bodies that have an
independent chair, two state government
representatives and two local government
representatives will provide a good mechanism to allow
this to happen, so I am very supportive of the DACs.
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I want to focus on the DACs in the context of the
Coburg redevelopment. The Coburg shopping centre,
along with the areas around it, including the footy
ground, constitutes an incredibly important transport
hub. It has a tram line, it has a railway station and it has
buses going through the area. It is a largish piece of
land. It includes parts of Sydney Road and Bell Street,
so it has some important arterial roads. It really is a
product of 1970s urban planning. All the houses were
knocked over and supermarket car parks were built. A
large number of those car parks are actually owned by
the city council. A large part of the land we are dealing
with is owned by the City of Moreland. One of the
reasons I think the DAC is important for this complex
piece of land is that it is very difficult for council,
which is in a consortium with Equiset as a developer, to
be the planning authority and also the proponent of the
developments. It is good to have a mechanism that is at
arm’s length from the city council and that ensures that
there is no conflict of interest.
As I said, I am very much about outcome-based
planning. I think we should realise and recognise that
what we are trying to achieve here is good, balanced
development that provides jobs, provides housing, uses
existing infrastructure and builds on that existing
infrastructure. We should not be carried away by ideas
of who is losing authority and who is losing a say. The
reality is that decisions have to be made, and they
should be made in the best way possible. They should
involve local communities, they should involve other
interests that are important and they should involve
broader state government strategies about how we
make a more sustainable and a more contained city. If
those elements are used as measures of what is an
appropriate mechanism to make planning decisions and
for coordination of future planning, a DAC is a very
good mechanism.
When you look at the new housing and the renewal of
infrastructure that is envisaged for Coburg, both the
hard infrastructure of Coburg and also the soft
infrastructure — the services and the community —
you see that an enormous amount of planning work,
community involvement and community debate has
occurred, and there are very clear visions of how the
city should look and how that redevelopment should
look. Very central to that is the idea of strengthening
that community. All this talk about communities being
denied access and being denied a say is pure nonsense.
Coburg is a really good example of a very long-term
process that involves people in that process.
There are complexities when you deal with an area like
that. Even if a lot of the land is owned by council, it is
not all owned by council. There are parcels of land

1219

sprinkled around with different land-holders, and there
is a need to ensure that we can provide for new and
major developments and that there is the potential to
deal with issues of land ownership and land
configurations. These are complex issues. We have
complex issues of infrastructure provision, land
acquisition and land ownership. We need a mechanism
within the planning process to allow that to be worked
through and resolved. It is not purely about the permit
process; it is also about what is the mechanism to draw
together and deal with that level of complexity.
We can identify levels of change in an area like that.
There is a land use question. Clearly the DAC is critical
in resolving land use issues and providing for potential
permits. Providing the future direction of development
is not an issue for DACs. That is an issue that is dealt
with in terms of the structure plan and local policy,
which in turn relate to state policies. There are growth
opportunities and there are change opportunities there.
We need to deal with those and make those possible.
There is the issue of accessibility of that area,
particularly in terms of transport.
Clearly revitalising the major historical investments that
have been made in terms of transport infrastructure is
important. We also have to protect that area from
undesirable change. We do not want to deal with each
permit, in a certain sense, as a lone entity. We need to
have a structure for planning. We need to have a DAC
process. We need to have a vision. Coburg is probably
not as complex as other areas, because so much of the
land resides with council and is part of that
Equiset-council process. Nevertheless, if we are going
to make the thing work, it is important we protect the
area from what might be undesirable change.
We are dealing with an area of significant change. The
DAC is appropriate in an area of significant change. It
is not a low-change area. It is not an area of great
heritage value. It is an area of great urban renewal. The
DAC, I believe, is the appropriate mechanism to
achieve it.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — There are a
number of key concerns the opposition has with this
bill. Firstly, one concern is that a development
assessment committee (DAC) will simply replace a
council with a body totally complicit with the state
government in making decisions in activity areas. There
are local governments in place that are required to make
planning decisions that reflect, in terms of local
democracy, the views of local communities that elect
local councils.
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The fining of DAC members 100 penalty units for
simply voicing concerns over approval decisions
indicates a level of paranoia about criticism. I note that
three of the subordinate elected officials or satraps will
be appointed by the government. The minister can
predetermine the outcome of development in Victoria
by virtue of the very people who will be appointed to
make these development assessment committee
decisions. Three members are appointed by the minister
and two are appointed after local consultation. The
minister will have a majority. By virtue of the people
who are appointed, the outcomes of those matters can
be pre-empted. I think that is a point of major concern.
When there was a call-in of planning decisions in the
middle 1990s, the Victorian Local Governance
Association, the Municipal Association of Victoria and
councils across the state were generally up in arms
because of the loss of local democracy and local
autonomy.
The viewpoints might suit an inner urban area like
Fitzroy or St Kilda, where at one point there was a level
of detached residential development of 17 per cent,
13 per cent or thereabouts. The applicability of
planning schemes in those areas is quite different to an
area like my electorate of Sandringham where over
70 per cent of housing is detached residential
development. It is possible for these schemes to change
the urban character.
At this stage I would like to record concerns in
Sandringham about the imposition of an overlay which
is regarded as good in the minds of some but is not
accepted by the local residents. A petition will be
lodged in the house this week on behalf of the residents
of Mariemont Avenue in Beaumaris drawing the
attention of the house, and also of the local council, to
their objection to the implementation of
amendment C75 to the Bayside planning scheme
inter-war and post-war heritage controls on properties
in their street. The local people object to that particular
proposal for a number of reasons. They are:
I.

It is inequitable to adopt arbitrary and discriminatory
measures that would deprive a property owner of
freedom of action with respect to their property other
than to comply with relevant building standards and
valid regulations.

II.

It is inequitable to adopt arbitrary measures that would
have the effect of prejudicing a designated property’s
market value. This amounts to expropriation of property
value without compensation.

III. A ‘heritage’ scheme should concern itself only with the
preservation of distinct structures of high public interest,
not individual private dwellings of little interest to the
general public. These dwellings are far from unique.
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IV. The houses do not constitute a precinct as defined in
authoritative dictionaries. Nor are they even a ‘relatively
cohesive streetscape’ as stated in the notice. There are
some 30 properties in Mariemont Avenue, of which only
5 of the properties are designated as ‘significant’ (less
than 16 per cent). The 5 are not adjoining. Nor are they a
‘row’.
V.

Several of the designated houses may have been altered
to the point where they are no longer integral to their
original design. It is an exaggeration to describe all of
the original architects as ‘distinguished’.

VI. The proposed overlay will deprive the owners of
significant and contributory properties of a full range of
options for moving on as they and the properties age.
For affected property owners their home is their castle
and should not be subject to gratuitous intrusions that
devalue a major asset acquired in good faith without
knowledge or forewarnings of these interventions.
VII. The artificial preservation of several of the houses under
reference will have the effect in time of diminishing the
standing and value of all housing in the street as the
significant and contributory properties age.
In short, the proposed amendment is arbitrary, ill-conceived,
and deprives property owners of their rights.

The petitioners request that the Brumby government
delete all references to Mariemont Avenue and reject
plans to implement inter-war and post-war heritage
controls in the Sandringham electorate other than for
voluntary listings and council-owned assets. Here we
have an example of a heritage overlay which, in the
opinion of heritage architects, is a good idea — it is a
good idea for a precinct in a street to have a heritage
overlay imposed upon it contrary to the wishes of every
resident in the street!
Likewise, in the case of the bill before the house, the
appointment of development assessment committees
may mean the imposition of an approach which is not
accepted by the local community. In a sense this goes to
the heart of local democracy — that is, communities
have a right to determine their own outcomes.
I heard the erudite contribution from the member for
Coburg and note his longstanding interest in planning
matters. There may be some merit in having an
approval process which enables certain projects to be
fast-tracked, but often in these particular matters there
is a strong political bias on the part of community
stakeholders. If such an issue had arisen in Victoria
12 years ago, people would have been lining up outside
Parliament. Editorial writers and objectors would have
been saying, ‘This represents a removal of local
democracy, of local autonomy’. And yet we have a bill
before the house, and there is a reasonable silence on
the streets of Melbourne regarding the outcomes that
might be envisaged under it.
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Earlier today a constituent, who lives on the
metropolitan tram network and who values the amenity
of the area in which they reside, was here. With the
more recent proposal, following the failure of
Melbourne 2030 to deliver outcomes, it has been
suggested that high-rise development be allowed along
tramlines and on bus routes. I think I know why the
government left out mention of train lines, certainly
when referring to the Sandringham line, because
nobody else can fit on the 8.15 a.m. or 8.30 a.m. trains
from Sandringham unless the train was to be converted
to look like an Indian railway carriage with people
hopping onto the roof. Already seats are being taken
out in the cause of efficiency.
Recently, another constituent mentioned to me that she
has a $2500 interest each year in the public transport
system. That is what she pays to travel in zones 1 and 2
to get to and from work in the city. Yet she is deprived
of a seat and she is deprived of space, and often the
trains are cancelled — Connex has excelled at that in
recent times. It is very difficult for her to get a
reasonable ride to and from work. With the
development of more infrastructure along tram routes
and bus routes the government has wisely left out train
routes under the description of where development will
take place, but it will not be long before there is
massive overcrowding on those routes as well. As the
government has been managing issues arising from
population growth, I think it has failed to think ahead
about what is in the best interests of the Victorian
community.
A number of these things have been talked about
before, but there is a lack of infrastructure, including
drainage infrastructure, sewerage infrastructure and
public transport infrastructure. It is emerging that even
local school infrastructure is not capable of coping with
the demands that will be placed on the services required
to be delivered by the state with increased levels of
population.
There is a problem with centralised control and the
ability of the state to meet outcomes and also to meet
the aspirations of the local communities who value their
local residential amenity, who value their local
neighbourhoods and who value the very reasons why
they moved into a district in the first place. To have
unelected satraps and appointed subordinate
government officials making decisions on planning
outcomes to accord with the wishes of a centralised
authority while denying local people a democratic voice
is a matter of major concern.
The bill will also require a level of financial
contribution that will add to the impost on developers
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and land-holders whose land may be zoned as a growth
area. In the opposition’s view that could add thousands
of dollars to the cost of a new home. If areas in regional
cities are zoned as growth areas the housing industry
there may also be slowed by the imposition of the new
growth areas infrastructure contribution. The issue is
problematic. It is a matter of major concern to the
opposition. One needs only to look at local planning
issues such as — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Eren) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the second-reading debate on
the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. The
bill amends the Planning and Environment Act 1987 in
order to introduce a system of development assessment
committees, or DACs, to function as delegates of the
responsible authority in making decisions on planning
applications of particular significance. I support this bill
because it introduces a new framework for a better and
improved state-local government partnership by
providing for the establishment of DACs comprising
state and local government nominees to make decisions
on significant planning permit applications. The bill
will insert clear provisions in the act that relate to
effective and transparent provisions for members of a
DAC.
Currently the Victorian planning system only allows
planning decisions to be made at a local level by
councils or by the Minister for Planning, and there are
no systems in place whereby state and local
governments can effectively act as partners to make
decisions on areas of shared interest that will directly or
indirectly benefit the community. I applaud the
government for wanting to play an active role in
implementing state policies and to share responsibilities
rather than expecting councils to take sole
responsibility. This new partnership will take pressure
off local councils. It is designed to share the load that
some councils bear, particularly when making
controversial planning decisions.
Like many members of this house, I have served on a
local council. I know firsthand how difficult it was to
make some planning decisions, particularly those
decisions that could benefit the community in the long
term but would face opposition in the short term solely
because members of the community did not want that
particular development in their backyard. They could
see that it would benefit the community and that it was
a significant development — they would have
welcomed it if it had been elsewhere — but they did not

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
1222

ASSEMBLY

want it in their backyard. I welcome this new
partnership approach.
The concept of development assessment committees
has generally been well received by councils and, I
understand, by local government peak bodies. The
notion that has been put forward by the opposition —
that is, that the government wants to take over all
planning systems — must be thrown out the door.
Councils had the opportunity to put forward their
concerns, and I am sure the Minister for Planning
would have met with them when necessary.
The bill also amends the Local Government Act 1989
to provide an exception from conflict-of-interest
restrictions that may arise from a councillor’s
membership of a development assessment committee.
Provisions for the establishment, jurisdiction and
functions of development assessment committees are
clearly set out in new part 4AA, division 2, which is
introduced by clause 6 of the bill. A DAC would be
established by order of the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the Minister for Planning, and the
order would specify the area to be covered by the DAC
and the specific matters upon which the DAC would
make a decision. An order establishing a development
assessment committee may be revoked or varied to
modify the location and the criteria for applications to
be determined by the DAC. Councils will continue to
retain the role of responsible authority and will process
applications both before and after a decision.
A DAC will decide all applications within its
jurisdiction as set out in the order. Councils will not be
able to make a decision on a matter assigned to a
development assessment committee. The decision made
by the committee will become the decision of the
responsible authority. The committee can make a
decision on a planning permit application for the
council. When making a decision on a planning permit
application, a development assessment committee will
implement the policies and controls set by the council
and the state. This means that if a council has a
particular policy or framework which it likes to apply to
planning applications, the committee will consider that
and work within these controls. Development
assessment committees will not remove third-party
appeal rights or affect the call-in powers provided in the
Planning and Environment Act. If a third party is not
content with the decision that has been made, they will
still have third-party appeal rights.
The decision-making model was developed in
consultation with local government and peak bodies. In
July 2008 a technical working group of local
government representatives was established to provide
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technical planning input to inform the development and
finalisation of proposals for the implementation and
operation of the development assessment committees.
In particular, the position of independent chair will be
developed and short-listed in consultation with the local
government sector. It is very important to understand
that the local government sector will continue to be
consulted. The proposals were then taken to all
metropolitan councils for comment. Councils had the
opportunity to comment and put their positions forward
on several occasions. The local government sector
should be commended for its responses and input into
the decision-making model so far.
The membership of DACs is set out in division 3 of
proposed part 4AA. The composition of the DAC
membership provides for equal state and local
government representation. Each development
assessment committee will have one independent chair,
two state government nominees, an alternative for each
member who will be nominated by the Minister for
Planning, and two local government nominees who will
rotate on and off the development assessment
committee to ensure representation from the
municipality in which the application is based. All
development assessment committees will seek technical
advice, administrative support and any other support
they reasonably require from the responsible authority.
The development assessment committees set up by this
government will provide a base for shared
responsibility for managing the future growth of our
state, particularly in areas such as my electorate.
Development assessment committees will create
effective partnerships between state and local
governments to make decisions on significant planning
permit applications for areas of shared interest or
responsibility; and they will provide for better standards
and balanced decision making regarding planning
permit applications. The amendments to the Planning
and Environment Act are important in achieving the
challenging tasks of managing Victoria’s ongoing
growth and development. This is occurring in my
electorate of Kororoit at a very fast rate, so I welcome
the DACs.
I look forward to the partnership between local and
state governments. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — This appalling a piece of
legislation, the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill,
is going to be strongly opposed by the opposition,
because it is taking planning powers away from local
government and putting them into the hands of
bureaucrats who will be appointed by the minister and
who will dictate terms in local government areas where
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local governments have been operating effectively and
efficiently up until now.
Yes, we all know there are some councils that may be
inefficient. Kororoit, or whatever it may be, may have
an inefficient council and planning officers who do not
know what they are doing and become a hindrance as
far as the developers are concerned. In our
consultations we found a number of groups that thought
this was okay; the Master Builders Association of
Victoria and the Urban Development Institute of
Australia both supported this legislation going through.
The reason they supported it was that they run into
brick walls when they go into local councils and want
to get some planning approvals done. That is because
quite often the planning officers within councils are
incompetent and do not understand what it is all about.
The problem is more about the councils themselves not
appointing the right planning officers.
Coming in over the top of councils are development
assessment committees, or DACs. The membership of
the DACs will consist of three people who will be
appointed by the minister — and you can bet Labor
Party hacks will be appointed; and there will be two
members from the local government area — and you
can bet that they will be a couple of lefties who will be
able to influence the decision — —
Mr Nardella — Socialists!
Mr K. SMITH — They will probably be socialists
like the member for Melton, and they will be in a
position where they will be trying to — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — I cannot believe you, Don. The
member for Melton should not say too much, because
he will only show his stupidity instead of keeping it
quiet.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
will speak on the bill.
Mr K. SMITH — I get upset about this. Only last
week I was at a meeting convened at Officer about the
growth corridor areas and the infrastructure fund that is
being put in place by this government by stealth. It does
not have any legislation to put it in place; it is going to
start charging people up to $95 000 per hectare for their
block of land because it suddenly gets put into a growth
area because the boundary is being moved.
I say to the member for Melton, who is nodding his
head like some sort of noddy at a circus show, the truth
of the matter is that in the Cardinia and Casey area they
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are talking about 5200 hectares of land that will be
included in a growth corridor. My comments are all to
do with the bill. Let me say that $520 million is going
to be ripped out of the pockets of people who do not
want to sell their land and who are happy just living
where they are. They are going to get ripped off. This
comes in on land that is 0.25 hectares, or 1 acre, which
People in this growth corridor will be slugged. When
someone sells their house, which is on 1 acre or an acre
and a half of land, they will find that they have to have
to pay a pro rata amount based on $95 000 per hectare.
If they have 1 acre of land, they are going to have to
add in excess of $20 000 to the cost of their house or
they are going to have to pay out of their own pocket
when this rip-off legislation goes through this
Parliament.
I can tell members that we are going to fight this
legislation tooth and nail. It is wrong. It is not up to this
government to override local government with
bureaucrats, these ministerial appointments who are
going to be put in place by the Minister for Planning.
He is the one who is going to do it; he is going to put
them in place. He is going to tell them what he wants.
He is going to put two of his council mates on the
committee, and they will do what he tells them to do.
They are going to rush things through that local people
do not support. There may be things that they support,
but they will not have a say in it; they will not have any
say at all about what is going to happen. I just think
what the government is doing is wrong.
The development assessment committees will be able
to override the powers of the responsible authority —
that is, a local council. The elected members of that
area are going to be overridden by five people who
have no right to do that. The minister has said in the
past — as have the former Premier, Mr Bracks, and the
present Premier — that he was not going to allow
planning powers to be taken away from councils. They
all said that, yet here we are with this legislation before
the house. It is a disgrace. The government has gone
back on its word again. Somebody asked me about
some sort of code of conduct for members of
Parliament, and whether that included lying. This
government has made an art form of lying. It said it was
not going to do something and here it is doing it.
Apparently the Minister for Planning will have the right
to call in issues that are of concern, that he would like
to see moved on. The minister will now appoint a group
of people who are going to override councils, which
will not have any say or any input into the decision
making by these people who will not actually live in an
area. If they do live in the area, they are not going to be
able to have a say. They will have to declare a position
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of some sort of interest in it. Even the council
appointees who are on these groups are going to be in a
position where, if an application concerns a
development in their ward, they will have to declare a
position of pecuniary interest in that issue. It is just
wrong that this sort of legislation could be brought in
against what the ministers and the Premier and former
Premier all said previously.
A significant part of this bill is that any area of Victoria
will be allowed to be deemed a growth area. That will
expose every part of the state, and it might only be a
quarter of a hectare of land — 0.25 of a hectare of
land — anywhere in this state that could be classified as
being a growth area. That means all of a sudden that
land could be hit with the application of a
$95 000-per-hectare levy by the government.
The member for Melton should be as aware as anybody
else that there are growth corridors being created out in
his area — they are shown on the plans — that are
probably two or three times as large as the areas down
in Casey or Cardinia. The people in Casey and Cardinia
are not happy about it. I could not imagine the people
out in Melton who might have an acre of land or so and
who are going to be in a position when they sell their
house by private treaty to somebody else of having to
pay the levy being imposed by this government.
The member for Melton can shake his head, but the
truth of the matter is that is exactly the situation. This is
going to cost people a lot of money. Any new estate
that is being developed or is proposed to be developed
in a growth area — or growth corridor, as it is called —
is going to carry anywhere between $6000 and $10 000
per block of land for anybody who buys it. This will be
an additional cost for first home buyers, who this
government seems so concerned about — the Premier
talked about them today — and is trying to buy off by
offering them more money through the first home
buyer scheme. The Premier looks as if he is buying
them off, but he will give them the money in one hand
and rip it off them with the other. However, people are
not stupid. They will understand they are being ripped
off by a Labor socialist government that has got itself
back into a financial position where it is no better off
than it was under Premiers Cain and Kirner when they
were in government. We are going to be running up
debts in this state like we had back in 1992 when the
Liberals had to come in and sort it out. We do not want
to be put in that position again, but that is what is going
to happen.
The people of Victoria are going to wake up to this
government and what it is doing. It is financially
incompetent, nothing more and nothing less. This is
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only a way of dragging money out of the pockets of
poor people — they are not all developers. It is a way
of drawing money out of poor people here in Victoria
by a government that cannot be trusted. It has shown it
cannot be trusted. The ministers lie. The Premier and
former Premier lied to the Parliament when they said
they would not take away the planning powers of local
government, because that is exactly what the
government is doing with this bill. People are going to
wake up to this government.
We are going to fight this legislation tooth and nail. We
are going to fight tooth and nail to make sure that the
growth area infrastructure levy legislation does not go
through this house. People are in uproar now. Just wait
until they build up their hatred for this government. The
government will pay for it with defeat at the next
election.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — It is as if there has
been a time warp. It is as if the seven long, dark years
of the Kennett government never occurred. It is as if the
300 call-ins each and every year by the then Minister
for Planning, the Honourable Robert Maclellan, never
occurred in those seven long, dark years, because we
have members of the Liberal Party and The Nationals
who were senior members of the Kennett government
who now say we are taking away democracy from local
government. They say we are taking away democracy,
unlike what they did when they were in government in
those seven long, dark years!
What gall those members have to come in here today
and say that we, after consultation and after working
through these issues with local government, have not
consulted local government. In actual fact the
opposition does not understand any of the processes we
have undertaken with regard to the development of this
legislation because it is lazy, because it does not do its
homework and because it does not go out there and
consult with its stakeholders and the stakeholders we
consult with every single day of our time in
government. Opposition members have short memories
about the period when they were in government and
had a then Minister for Planning who, without any
processes and without any consultation, would call in
planning matters, and without any reference to the
council involved would make decisions off his own bat.
When in opposition we raised time after time the
problems it caused with corruption, the problems it
caused with the mates that were being looked after by
the Kennett Liberal-National Party government, but
time after time and without any process, the then
Minister for Planning made decision after decision
without any reference to democracy, without any
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reference to local residents and without any reference to
local councils. Yet now that we are in government the
opposition says to us with crocodile tears that we are
taking away democracy, that we are doing this awful
thing that it would never do. The opposition says that if
it ever got back into government it would never do that,
but it has amnesia.
The opposition has amnesia about the seven long, dark
years of the Kennett government when time after time,
year after year and in case after case it made a decision
through the minister for planning to take away those
powers. Let me give honourable members on the other
side of the house a lesson. Planning powers are
delegated from the state government to local
government. Yes, local government is the responsible
authority, but those planning powers are delegated by
the state government. That is a hard concept for those
on the other side of the house to understand, because
they would have to think about that and mull that
information through their minds to work out what that
means. In fact it means that the state government is the
responsible authority for planning, it delegates those
powers to local councils and there are mechanisms to
deal with appeals and disputes through VCAT
(Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal) and
through other mechanisms.
To say that this government is interfering in local
government is not correct. The issue of establishing
development assessment committees has been worked
through in a process of consultation, and local councils
have been involved in that process. Do they like it?
Some do not, and I will tell you why they do not like
that process. It is because some of those councils are
hopeless, they will not make decisions and they refer all
their difficult matters to VCAT. Some of the councils in
the activity centres where the DACs are going to
operate have never made a decision, either because they
are looking after their mates or because they do not
want to have the wrath of their residents or extremists
within their communities who will start to oppose
councillors and councils in those areas. That is the
reason we are putting in place DACs.
We have to have a mechanism that involves local
councils and the state government and takes into
account both local and state policies in a process of
partnership. That is what members on the other side do
not understand. They do not understand partnerships
between the state government and local councils. Of
each five-member DAC, three members will be
appointed from outside the council. People could be
appointed from either within or outside a council area,
so a council would have a voice on the DAC and,
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through its delegates, a council could express its
position on the committee.
Yes, the minister will appoint those people to those
positions, but what are we talking about? If we were to
pick up what members of the opposition are saying and
look at it rationally and logically, we could ask who
would be appointing those people to a DAC if the
minister was not going to appoint them. Are we going
to hold elections for each DAC? Are we going to open
the committees up to the wider Victorian community?
Will we have municipality-wide elections for those
positions? Should we be having elections for VCAT,
for example? Is that the logical extension of that
process, because the opposition is finding facetious
grounds on which to oppose this legislation?
Any rational, thinking person who is concerned about
local residents and good planning would say, ‘No, the
responsible authority is the state government, and the
responsible person — the Minister for Planning — has
to have the responsibility’. That is what this legislation
gives them — the power to appoint to the DACs people
with the expertise to be able to deal with these issues
without the background of the political pressure that
can be applied by extremists who oppose development
and the statewide planning policy. In fact such people
oppose council planning policy at the local level
because it is in their own interest. Of course the
minister has to appoint those people so they can make
decisions without fear or favour in an independent
manner and taking into account both council and state
policy, and that will be done in a cooperative way.
Councils will appreciate that, and many of them will
understand what that means. It will mean that officers
from the council will get some expertise and assistance
from planners at the state level. That is what they have
been calling for and talking to us about.
Who opposes this change? Members of the Liberal
Party and The Nationals oppose it for their own
political ends and because they have no understanding
of what this legislation means.
There has been some discussion about the
government’s infrastructure contribution scheme and
the amount of $95 000, which came as a revelation to
the member for Bass. He said that amount was
outrageous, yet having investigated the matter he
cannot even understand what it is about.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
for Bass is out of his seat and out of order.
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Mr NARDELLA — If an area comes into the urban
growth boundary (UGB) through the investigation area,
then people will have to pay $95 000. The member for
Bass did not say that if land has come within the UGB
through the last change and is sold, then its owners will
have to pay $80 000. This has come as a revelation to
the member for Bass. In New South Wales that
allocation is around $30 000 per block of land. In
Victoria it is around $5000 to $6000, and who pays for
it? Who will pay the $95 000 in these instances?
Ultimately it will be developers, because they will
come along to the land-holder. Fancy the member for
Bass saying, ‘These land-holders will not want to sell’!
They are looking at making millions of dollars for
having their land put into the UGB, and he is saying
they are not going to sell. The developer will pay the
money and the land-holder will get a windfall profit.
Land-holders will get their money and the sale will go
through that process. I support the legislation before the
house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I rise to absolutely
oppose the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill. The
purpose of this bill is to amend the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 so that any area of Victoria may
be deemed a growth area. The bill also establishes new
development assessment committees, which are
commonly referred to as DACs. The main provisions of
the act allow any area of Victoria to be deemed a
growth area as opposed to the current six listed local
government areas, thus a growth area could now be
1 hectare in Mildura, 100 hectares in Sale or hectares
anywhere in the state.
The bill provides for the establishment of development
assessment committees, and the five initial DACs will
be for the activity areas of Camberwell, Doncaster,
Geelong, Preston and Coburg. These new DACs will
become the responsible authority for all developments
within their deemed operational area as determined by
ministerial order. The ministerial order will also
determine the boundary of operation of a DAC, and the
DAC will be comprised of five members, three of
whom, including the chair, will be appointed by the
planning minister, and two will be nominees of the
relevant local government authority. The appointment
of the local representatives will need to be ratified by
the planning minister, and details of each member will
be published on the Department of Planning and
Community Development website. A quorum for each
DAC will be any three members.
DACs will have the powers of the responsible
authority, and each DAC’s decisions will be taken as
being made by the responsible authority, including the
failure to make a timely decision. Councils from which
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the DAC is removing the responsible authority power
will have to provide all operational support for the
DAC. Briefing material, secretarial support, technical
advice et cetera will be provided by a local council, and
a local council will also have to pay all reasonable costs
and expenses incurred by a DAC.
Once a decision is made by a DAC it is to be
considered the decision of the responsible authority and
thus it will be a binding decision on the local council.
DAC operating procedures will be set out in practice
notes that are yet to be produced by the minister.
Decisions made by a DAC will be subject to objection
and appeal at VCAT by members of the public,
although the relevant local government authority cannot
appeal the decision — it can only object.
The growth area section of the bill is a small but
significant part. As I said earlier, it provides that any
area of Victoria can be deemed to be a growth area. It
will expose every part of the state to having the growth
areas infrastructure contribution scheme imposed upon
it, which will clearly make available an extra tax
database for the state government.
Local government planning powers are yet again being
targeted by this government. The loser in this whole
process will be the community. The majority of DAC
members will be unelected, ministerially appointed
mates. There is no requirement for the appointed
members to have any link to the geographical area the
DAC is operational in. The minister may determine the
boundary of a DAC without any feedback from the
relevant local council. Thus, the same DAC may be
responsible for a range of areas including Camberwell,
Prahran and Dandenong, minus the local government
representatives who would normally operate in that
area.
As I said earlier, local councils will be required to pay a
large amount of the operational expenses. The level of
payment of DAC members is yet to be advised, but it is
clearly only for the ministerially appointed
representatives, not the local council-appointed people.
The minister’s previous promise of an independent
chairperson is not part of this bill, but that will not be a
surprise to anybody. There are many sections of this bill
which gag any criticism of a DAC by its members, and
offences are punishable by a 100-penalty-unit fine or
removal from the DAC. These penalties are being
aimed at the non- ministerially appointed people.
I would now like to refer to an article that appeared in
the Age of Monday, 7 July 2008. It was written by
Royce Millar from the investigative unit of the Age and
was published on page 1. I quote:
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Corporate donors to the Victorian Labor Party are almost
invariably companies with multimillion-dollar government
contracts or development, gaming or alcohol interests.
An investigation by the Age has also revealed a correlation in
the timing of developer donations and key planning decisions
These projects include the $600 million Martha Cove marina
at Safety Beach, the redevelopment of the Lombard paper
warehouse in Flemington and the $650 million Burwood
Heights residential and commercial precinct.
While there is no proof that money has bought influence,
there is little doubt that many in the property industry are
encouraged to believe that financial contributions to the
governing party help their cause.
It seems that donations also buy access and time for big and
small contributors alike. ‘Yes, it gives them (companies) a bit
more time in the sun’, a Labor insider well versed in raising
cash admitted.

There are a few examples given in the article, such as:
Kew cottages
Preferred developer Walker Corporation donates $100 000 in
September 2006. Weeks later, on the last working day before
the election caretaker period, the government signs an
agreement to ensure the $400 million project proceeds.
Lombard-Bensons
In 2004, fire destroys Lombards paper warehouse in
Flemington. Government fast-tracks planning to re-establish
business. But Bensons redevelops site for apartments.
Bensons and Lombards donate before the fire. Bensons
donates almost $100 000 between 2000 and 2007.
Burwood Heights
Entertainment-property group Reading Entertainment donates
$75 000 in mid-2006. The government fast-tracks its
$650 million Burwood Heights residential commercial
development.

The article continues:
Between 2000 and 2007 donors to the ALP either had, or later
won, government contracts totalling more than $15 billion.
Of the 36 corporate or individual donors to the Victorian ALP
in 2006, almost 60 per cent were in property, infrastructure,
alcohol or gaming, and/or had contracts with the government.
In the same year, half of all contributors to Labor’s
fundraising arm, Progressive Business, were involved in the
property or infrastructure industries, contributing almost
$200 000 to the ALP beyond membership fees. They
included Connex, Yarra Trams, ConnectEast and Keane
Australia, the company overseeing the introduction of the
troubled myki transport ticket system.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
come back to the bill before the house. The myki
transport ticketing system has nothing to do with the
Planning Legislation Amendment Bill, and so I ask the
member to come back to the bill.
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Mr BURGESS — Speaker, you were not in the
chair at the time I began reading this article, which is
clearly directed at the relationship — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will come
back to the bill.
Mr BURGESS — This article is clearly directed at
the relationship between the planning powers and the
possible opportunity for corruption within the
government, and that is directly on the bill.
The SPEAKER — Order! I think the member
needs to go back to the bill.
Mr BURGESS — There is no doubt this legislation
will increase the cost for developers, slow the process
down and cost jobs. Combined with the forthcoming
imposition by this government of the growth areas
infrastructure contribution and the unfettered power of
the planning minister to deem an area to be a growth
area, the Labor government has clearly established a
whole new area of taxation for itself where it can drag
money out of the pockets of Victorians as it likes. It is a
brazen grab for power by the state government, and we
must ask ourselves why the state government would be
wanting so desperately to have this power. It is pretty
clear when you look at the contents of the article that I
have just quoted that either the coincidence of
substantial donations and the planning approvals is
simply that — coincidence — or there is the
opportunity for there to be corruption. It also puts in the
minds of the people who are going to be the victims of
this piece of legislation that there is an opportunity for
that corruption to occur.
In my view this piece of legislation is one of the most
audacious attacks that I have seen on accountability
within government. Whether or not the implications of
the Age article are accurate, there is certainly an
opportunity there for any government to be involved in
corruption — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member to
come back to the bill.
Mr BURGESS — It gives the people who are going
to be subject to this piece of legislation reason to at
least think that that corruption may exist. I oppose this
piece of legislation. The opposition opposes this piece
of legislation. I suggest the government withdraw it and
never allow it to see the light of day again.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ALLAN
(Minister for Regional and Rural Development).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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CRIMES AMENDMENT (IDENTITY
CRIME) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — It gives me pleasure to rise
to speak on behalf of The Nationals in coalition with
the Liberals on the Crimes Amendment (Identity
Crime) Bill 2009, and I wish to indicate we will not be
opposing the bill. We have just been treated to an
impressive performance — a vintage performance —
by the member for Bass, followed up by an okay
performance, an interesting performance, by the
member for Melton. Returning to the bill, the main
provision creates three new offences: of making, using
or supplying identification information with the intent
to commit an indictable offence, of possessing
identification information with the intent to commit an
indictable offence and of possessing equipment capable
of making identification documentation with intent to
commit an offence.
The bill also provides that, following a finding of guilt
against an offender, a certificate will be issued to the
victim regarding the identity crime suffered. The
issuing of the certificate is of concern to us because the
certificate can only be issued to a victim after a
successful prosecution for an identity crime. This does
nothing to help victims in the majority of cases where
identity thieves are never caught or never successfully
prosecuted. We also have concerns about the apparent
belief that the use of fake ID cards to buy alcohol is a
relatively minor offence.
Let us look at the background to this bill. I refer to a
research brief prepared by the parliamentary library
research service, which comments on the extent of
identity crime in Australia. It states:
The Australian Bureau of Statistics has reported that more
than 140 000 Victorians were victims of identity fraud in
2007. Nationwide, close to half a million Australians were
victims of identity fraud that year. The majority experienced
fraudulent transactions on their credit cards or bank accounts.

That is the big picture. At a local level I am sure all of
us know someone who has been affected by identity
crime. Just last week, on 2 May 2009, there was a
report in the Border Mail of an identity crime
committed against an Amanda Campbell. It appears she
was the victim of a skimming device used on an ATM
to take her identity credentials, and subsequently $1000
was taken from her account. We have another example
of identity crime concerning a constituent in a nearby
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electorate. Unbeknown to her, her identity was used to
set up an account with GE finance. Apparently that
account was then defaulted upon, and there was a long
delay between the defaulting and the follow-up with
that victim. The net result was that there was no trail for
the police to follow in their investigations. That
constituent was subject to a fair bit of follow-up by GE
finance, which caused her a considerable degree of
distress. She has highlighted that something needs to be
done to protect her in that sort of situation, where she is
clearly the victim of that crime and not the perpetrator.
Another part of the background to this legislation is the
final report of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee on its inquiry into fraud and electronic
commerce, which was tabled in January 2004. I was a
member of the committee at that time. It undertook a
very thorough investigation of these issues and came up
with over 50 recommendations. Two recommendations
are of particular relevance to this piece of legislation.
Recommendation 44a says, in part:
… consideration should be given to:
(ii) The introduction of offences proscribing the possession
of equipment or devices (including plastic cards), with
intent to dishonestly counterfeit or alter documents or to
assist in the commission of an offence involving
dishonesty …

That recommendation has been picked up, and it forms
part of this bill. Similarly in recommendation 51b the
committee recommended:
that procedures be developed to assist victims of identity theft
to recover any loss or damage sustained as a result of the
theft, including restoration of their credit rating. Consideration
should be given to:
i.

the development of a formal certificate (with appropriate
security) outlining the name of the victim and the
offence, which could be used to prove that they have
been the victim of a crime …

The government at the time supported that principle,
and we now see an attempt to incorporate that
recommendation into this bill. But as I have said, whilst
the bill addresses the situation where a person has been
successfully prosecuted for a crime, it still does not
address the problem of the majority of situations where
there has been no successful prosecution for the crime,
and yet, as I have indicated with the example of one of
my constituents, the victims have been subjected to
significant harassment and frustration as a victim.
Whilst this bill addresses part of the recommendations
of the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee, in the
words of the government of the day, more needs to be
done.
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I would encourage the government to go through and
check the other 50 recommendations contained in the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee report and
check off whether the legislation that has been
introduced is being complemented by other measures as
recommended in that report to ensure that we have a
suite of measures in place to try to reduce identity
crime.
One thing we should not lose sight of is the importance
of individuals accepting responsibility for their own
actions and taking all reasonable precautions to ensure
that key identifying pieces of information are not
exposed to a high risk of being stolen and used for
crime or other mischievous purposes.
With those remarks, I wish to indicate that my
Liberal-Nationals coalition colleagues and I will not be
opposing the bill. I look forward to hearing further
contributions on the bill.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — It is a pleasure to
join the discussion on the Crimes Amendment (Identity
Crime) Bill 2009. The bill amends the Crimes Act
1958, the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 and
the Sentencing Act 1991, and I understand it makes
some technical changes to the sentencing procedure.
The bill highlights the increasing importance of the
concept or notion of identity. The proposed definitions
for identification information in clause 3 of the bill
contain standard things, including name and address,
date of birth, marital status, drivers licence, passport —
all the sorts of things we have become used to over the
years. But then it moves into things like voice prints,
biometric data, a series of numbers, letters or both —
PINs, in other words — and ABNs (Australian business
numbers), which highlights the breadth of information
by which we can now identify ourselves and obviously
the broad range of items which can be pilfered and used
for inappropriate purposes as well. Anyone who has
applied for a credit card in recent years or has even had
to change the account details for their utilities because
of a change in their marital status will understand the
importance of being identified accurately.
When I was reading through the bill I could not help
but think how much the concept of identity has changed
in the last 50 or 60 years. Back in the 1940s and the
1950s the concept of identity was an entirely different
one, and I recall those famous stories about airmen
escaping from prison camps in World War II using
forged documents. The critical identity documents
could be forged very simply, or you could adopt the
technique of the fictitious Jackal in Frederick Forsyth’s
first novel and use birth certificates from people who
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had passed on at a young age. Thankfully those days
are gone and the whole process has become a lot more
complicated, but of course as technology has moved
forward and the ability to identify people has improved
enormously, so have the techniques and the availability
of technology to produce false identities and use them
for inappropriate purposes. This issue has obviously
been recognised for a considerable period, but
similarly, unfortunately, a solution has been a long time
coming.
I understand the concept of identity crime was first
identified in the Commonwealth and States and
Territories Agreement on Terrorism and
Multi-Jurisdictional Crime seven years ago back in
2002. It came up again the next year when the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General sought a report on
credit card skimming, which of course has been in the
news recently as well, and again in 2004 when SCAG
similarly sought a report on the issue of identity theft
itself and potential model offences, which is of course
where this legislation essentially comes from. It took
until March 2008 to get the final report through. I am
not making that comment as a criticism; it simply
indicates how complicated this whole concept of
identity is — it is an ever-changing target.
It is also worth mentioning the scale of offences of this
type. When I saw the statistics I was staggered at the
number of offences and the number of people who are
potentially offended against in a year. In 2007
something like 140 000 Victorians were affected by
crimes of this nature and almost half a million
Australians nationwide, which is a pretty horrifying
statistic in itself.
In terms of the detail of the bill, part 2 contains
amendments to the Crimes Act. Clause 3 inserts new
definitions, both for identification information and
identification documentation, and creates three new
offences: making, using or supplying identification
information; possession of identification information;
and possession of equipment to manufacture. They are
my words and not the words in the bill, but I think they
sum it up reasonably well.
Clause 4 inserts new section 426 into the alternative
verdict part of the Crimes Act. It provides that when a
person charged with an offence under proposed
section 192B — which is the making, using or
supplying section — appears to have been guilty more
of the possession of identification information, a jury
can enter a finding of guilty under section 192C. That
has the impact of reducing the maximum term from
five years to three years. If there is an element of
controversy in this legislation, it is possibly contained
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in that clause 3, because it potentially engages the rights
of a defendant under the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
The statement of compatibility tabled by the
Attorney-General was definite in terms of its reference
to this issue. It states in relation to the 1995 New
Zealand case of R. v. K:
On this view the right does not extend to lesser included
offences, therefore clause 4 does not limit an accused’s right
to be informed.

The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee was
equally definite about its concerns, and in fact the views
are 180 degrees apart.
This is not the first time we have had a situation where
SARC has had an entirely different view on charter
issues. I note that despite SARC’s writing to the
Attorney-General on 31 March seeking an explanation,
as late as yesterday when the Alert Digest was tabled
there had been no response. In practical terms this
raises doubts about the whole charter process and
whether it serves any useful purpose at all when these
serious concerns can be effectively ignored and when a
parliamentary committee which is charged by both
houses with oversighting legislation makes these
comments but we have to consider the bill before we
have an opportunity to consider a response.
In the time remaining I want to talk briefly about the
identity crime certificates in new part 4A which is to be
inserted into the Sentencing Act by clause 6 of the bill.
Without going through all the details of that part,
essentially the bill allows victims of identity crime
offences to obtain a court certificate to assist them in
the mitigation of the effects of that crime. This
provision seems to have considerable difficulties on
two potentially conflicting sides. Once again concerns
have been expressed by SARC and once again no
response has been forthcoming in terms of issues for
the charter and particularly defendants’ rights in the
issuing of these certificates. The other side of the
argument, which quite frankly is far more important as
far as I am concerned, is the effect on victims — or
rather the lack of effect on victims — of a certificate
being issued only following a successful prosecution. I
do not think that is either fair or reasonable, because in
the vast majority of cases the offender is not identified
as there is no case proven and yet clearly the identity
theft has occurred. The Attorney-General indicated in
the second-reading speech that the operation of this
provision will be subject to a review sometime down
the track, but in the meantime unfortunately victims of
identity crimes will be forced to continue to bear the
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burden of those crimes on their own and will have no
way of establishing independently their innocence.
The only redeeming feature of this bill is it is better
than what we have got. Some might say it is marginally
better, but it is certainly better than what we have got. I
think it could have gone quite a bit further and perhaps
been more effective. As has been said, the coalition will
not be opposing it. However, I urge the
Attorney-General to confront this issue of the human
rights charter. It is simply not good enough to stretch
the issue out until we cannot consider it in this house.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise to support
the Crimes Legislation (Identity Crime) Bill 2009. I
think the bill will be warmly welcomed by a large
section of the community. Since the first justice
statement in 2006 a number of reforms have been made
in the justice area. This one refers more specifically to
justice statement 2, which referred to ‘new types of
crime, especially offending that exploits new
technologies’. Obviously identity crime fits into that
category.
I am sure we are all very familiar with many stories of
people who have suffered the effects of identity crimes.
Being a great reader of novels I recall very clearly a
scheme that was outlined where people were stealing
the identities of others by going through their rubbish
bins and removing documents from them and therefore
having the capacity to identify them. That has always
made me very nervous about putting documents in
rubbish bins, so perhaps it was a salutary lesson.
We frequently read in the press of instances of identity
crime. Just recently the ANZ Bank warned its
customers about covering their identification numbers
when they are removing money from automatic teller
machines. Interestingly enough, if you are using an
ATM in France there is a little notice telling you to
cover the numbers so that no-one can see what numbers
you are putting in, so obviously it is a problem far
wider than Victoria.
The three areas of offences covered by this legislation
are making, using or supplying identification
information, possessing identification information, and
possessing equipment for making identification
documentation, each with the intent to commit an
indictable offence. It is fairly easy to see how crimes
may be committed in these areas.
I think there is great strength in the bill. Not only does it
deal with people who are engaging in the crime but it
also assists the victims of the crime. I have had a couple
of people come to my office, as I am sure other
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members have, who have been victims of identity crime
and have found it a quite harrowing experience. If you
like, it is really invading their private space. I know it
has taken a long time for some of them to get over not
only the shock that suddenly someone may have
removed a great deal of money from their bank account
but also the fact that someone has had access to all their
private information. It is obviously a very scary
experience.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — The member for Brighton
agrees that it would be a very frightening experience,
and I hope it never happens to her.
In relation to victims, I want to respond to some of the
criticism raised by the member for Mornington about
the extent of the coverage of the certificates for victims
of crime. This was done after a considerable amount of
consultation. I know it is more limited than the
MCLOC (Model Criminal Law Officers Committee)
scheme and does not recognise that identity crime
offenders may not be prosecuted for some time, if at all.
That has been a concern for some people. However, the
certificate provisions in the bill are consistent with
provisions in Queensland and South Australia. The
decision to introduce a limited certificate scheme was
made after stakeholders — for example, consumer
advocates and the privacy commissioner — raised
significant concerns about the broader scheme
proposed. In particular they were concerned that the
certificates may be a barrier and could further burden
victims rather than helping them. In fact the decision to
limit the certificates was made after discussion with the
community to try to prevent any further concerns that
may have been raised.
Also in relation to that, there is no evidence about the
effectiveness of broader certificate schemes such as the
one recommended by the MCLOC, as they do not exist
in other states or territories. The new scheme will be
evaluated after approximately three years of operation
so the government can make an informed decision on
whether or not to extend the scheme. I think the
concerns raised by the member for Mornington have
been covered by the process that was gone through
before the bill was presented to the house. Obviously
there is that provision for the scheme to be examined
and evaluated after three years to see if any changes
need to be made to further protect the community.
I think I will leave it there as I know another member
would like to speak before dinner, although that will be
difficult. Perhaps I will just leave it there. I commend
the bill to the house.
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Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mrs VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to speak on
the Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill. I want to
first inform the house what the purpose of the bill is,
which is to establish new identity crime offences and
provide for the issue of certificates of identity crime for
victims. The provisions in this bill will create three new
offences. The first is making, using or supplying
identification information with intent to commit an
indictable offence, the second is possessing
identification information with intent to commit an
indictable offence and the third is possessing equipment
capable of making identification documentation with
intent to commit an indictable offence.
The bill provides for the issuing of certificates for
victims, and I think a lot of members have spoken on
this already. At first sight it seems to be a fairly
meritorious idea — and I say that with some reserve.
The idea is that a victim of an identity crime, having
suffered enough, would be issued with a certificate that
referred to the identity crime. However, victims would
only be issued with the certificate after a finding of guilt
against an offender. The problem with this type of
crime is that as we progress with so much fantastic new
technology, so too do the criminals — they get so much
more clever and harder to detect.
There is also the fact that quite often once this sort of
data is collected it is quite often sent offshore for use,
which of course makes the job of the investigating
officers even more difficult because they have to try to
follow all of this up overseas. The certificates, although
they sound good, are probably not going to be as useful
as people would think. The bill also changes the
requirements for where a court must record the
sentence that would have been imposed on an offender
if the offender had not pleaded guilty.
I turn to what identity crime is. According to the
Australasian Centre for Policing Research it is:
the theft or assumption of a pre-existing identity (or
significant part thereof), with or without consent, and,
whether, in the case of an individual, the person is living or
deceased …

The Australian Institute of Criminology estimates that
the total cost of crime in Australia is around $19 billion
per year. Extrapolating what part of that is identity
crime and identity theft, the institute estimates the cost
of that at around $5 billion per year, so between
one-third and a quarter of all crime in Australia falls
into this category. In the middle of last year the
Australian Bureau of Statistics identified the personal
cost of identity fraud at around $976 million in the
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preceding year. That is a huge amount of money —
nearly $1 billion — that is lost to just this type of
identity fraud alone. The bureau suggests there are just
under half a million victims of identity fraud every
year, a figure which can be broken down further into
383 000 victims of credit or bank card fraud and
124 000 victims of identity theft.
A young lady came into my office in this exact
situation. She had had her identity stolen and was
continually getting fines and summonses sent to her
address. No matter how hard she protested, no-one
would believe she was not the person who was racking
up all of these demerit points on her licence et cetera. It
was an incredibly frustrating scenario that was very
difficult to prove.
I turn to one of the major activities this bill is looking
at — credit card skimming. It is the process by which
legitimate credit card information is illicitly captured or
copied, most frequently via electronic means as
opposed to via the old click clacks, as we used to call
them in the retail trade when I was at university. You
used to put in triplicate documents, put your bank card
underneath and swipe backwards and forwards. People
could make an extra set of those papers if you were not
watching, anyone could sign and the bank would pay
for it. Now of course it is all done electronically.
Skimming can include a number of activities. It is not
limited to the skimming of cards at ATMs, which is
where most people think it happens. Of course it can
occur at EFTPOS terminals and that sort of thing. There
is the interception of data transmitted at terminals as
well as the physical side of it. The most common form
of skimming involves a credit card being handed over
to an operator, who then runs it through a small
hand-held reader which electronically takes the
information or stores the information on the credit card
strip. That can then be re-encoded later on dummy or
counterfeit cards. This form of skimming is most likely
to occur in a high-volume area, so service stations are
prevalent places for this to happen. It is generally when
cards are out of the view of the owner for only a couple
of seconds.
I know my local supermarkets and service station all
have terminals where you now put in your own credit
card and you hang onto it the whole time. There is
advice out there that says, ‘Do not hand your card to
anybody unless you can keep it in full view the whole
time’. Of course nobody thinks too much about doing
that at a service station. Even if it is out of sight for a
couple of seconds, you can in fact become very
vulnerable, and we know the personal costs that can
amount to.
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As technology is progressing, criminals are becoming
more and more daring. We have also recently seen
skimming devices that attach to ATMs. They have a
very small reader which fits over the face of the ATM.
Quite often a pinhole camera observes the person’s PIN
number being put into the machine. I have known for
many years of that practice. There are people who do
what the banks call ‘shoulder surfing’. They are looking
over your shoulder at the time you are entering your
PIN number. Even in the supermarket where the
terminal is right in front of me and I pop my card in and
out, I cover it with my other hand before I put in my
PIN number. There are ways and means of protecting
yourself to a certain extent.
Skimmers can tap into telephone data cables and that
sort of thing. One of the major problems we have is the
rapidly changing technology. A lot of information goes
overseas for extraction and reconfiguration onto a new
card. It is very difficult for authorities to prove exactly
what is going on and also, in some of these provisions,
to prove the intent to commit an indictable offence.
This bill has good intentions. It is very hard to legislate
for these crimes. I will not be opposing the bill.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise in support of the
Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill. I support
both its content and its intent. Just by way of
background, this bill has arisen out of this
government’s 2006 election policy commitments that
reaffirmed its justice statement commitment to
modernise Victoria’s criminal law and to improve
responses to victims of crime. In particular justice
statement 2 refers to the new types of crime we see
developing, especially offences that exploit new
technologies, as identity crime most often does.
The Model Criminal Law Officers Committee reported
to the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General in
2008. In its report it identified gaps in the existing
criminal law and recommended that legislation be
enacted to fill those particular gaps. In its
recommendations the Model Criminal Law Officers
Committee recommended such an act.
This bill creates three new offences to assist in the
prosecution of identity crime. Those new identity crime
offences cover making, using or supplying
identification information; possessing identification
information; and possessing equipment for making
identification documentation. The new offences will
cover making, using or supplying this information with
the intent to commit an indictable offence. This is an
important point; the requirement to prove intent to
commit an indictable offence will ensure that this bill
does not capture innocent possession of someone else’s
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identity. If you are caught carrying someone else’s
identity, that is not automatically an offence. We know
that occasionally false IDs are used to allow someone
under the age of 18 to enter a hotel. This new bill is not
intended to capture those sorts of activities. It is about
showing someone had the intent to commit an
indictable offence. That is a key provision of this bill.
There has been a fair bit of discussion about the issuing
of certificates in the event that someone is convicted of
an identity crime. In about two years we will look at
how this is working to see whether the issuing of a
certificate needs to change. The criticism at the time
was that issuing certificates is too limited in that
someone has to be found guilty of the offence. It was
deemed that this could make matters worse for the
victims. A number of reasons were given for that. This
particular bill and the issuing of these certificates is
consistent with South Australian and Queensland
legislation. Because the issuing of certificates outside of
a conviction does not exist elsewhere, it is difficult to
know its impact.
Stakeholders who were consulted raised concerns about
a broader scheme during the exposure draft process. In
particular they were concerned that certificates may be
a barrier to victims rather than a help to them. There
were a number of reasons for that. First of all, the court
proceedings required to get such a certificate are costly.
They are formal, time consuming and may be
intimidating for victims. Secondly, third parties such as
banks, for example, may require victims to obtain a
certificate routinely before they will even investigate a
claim. Also such third parties may consider but cannot
rely on the certificates as conclusive proof that a
customer’s identity was misused when assessing such
claims.
There are a number of reasons the bill is structured in
the way it is. I support the bill. I think the process that
has been followed, the consultations that have occurred
across the country with other attorneys-general and also
with stakeholders, and the issuing of an exposure draft
bill prior to this bill coming to the chamber ensure that
the bill is appropriate for the times. It is a further
commitment to this government’s ongoing legislative
agenda, which is to make sure our criminal code is
current and up to date with current practices.
Identity crime is not a new crime, but it is certainly
becoming more sophisticated with the use of new
technologies that make it harder to detect. It makes it
more difficult to clear your name or to prove that you
are not in fact the person who is misusing an identity. I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Crimes Amendment
(Identity Crime) Bill 2009. The purpose of the bill is to
establish new identity crime offences and provide for
the issuing of certificates of identity for victims of
crime. The bill contains provisions around three new
offences, including making, using or supplying
identification information with intent to commit an
indictable offence, possessing identification
information with intent to commit an indictable offence
and possessing equipment capable of making
identification documentation with intent to commit
these offences. It also provides for certificates to be
issued.
I would like to thank my 14-year-old niece for making
my hair curl in relation to this issue when she offered
me advice about — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CRISP — It has been pointed out to me quietly
that I should have said, ‘What is left of my hair’. She
made what is left of my hair curl on this issue when I
realised just where technology is and perhaps how old I
have become. It appears that identity crime is very
much a modern crime. It is also very much out there,
and it is very difficult to detect.
From 2007 Australian Bureau of Statistics figures it
appears that 140 000 Victorians and
500 000 Australians have suffered from this crime. It is
mostly credit card fraud, and when we look at our
emails we know how some of it can begin. I think all of
us know someone who has been affected. However,
there are some issues, including simple delays in people
realising that a crime has been committed and in
reporting and investigating, let alone in arrests and
court delays. It is a very long process. Most people do
not believe what is happening to them when it occurs. It
is too long for the certificate system that is in place.
Most people are devastated when this crime happens to
them, and they need to be able to resume their lives. We
heard the member for Macedon say that certificates
work in other states, but we are dealing with new
legislation here and we need to do better than the other
states, which have had legislation in place for a while.
We need to improve on the legislation rather than
merely accept what the other states have, because this is
a rapidly moving field so far as technology and the
crimes that are being committed are concerned.
I believe that most of the people who suffer these
crimes will have to fix things themselves before the
certificates will be of any great use to them. When you
look at the scope of the bill, you realise it will be
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difficult for the courts to deal with a crime that has
occurred overseas, and where the data has gone
overseas or interstate. The issues are really complex.
There is every likelihood we will not be able to effect a
lot of successful prosecutions because it is just too
difficult.

overseas — because identity crime is often perpetrated
by people outside of our own jurisdiction — who will
use that information for their own purposes and in
doing so steal with a few clicks of a mouse. They do
not need to touch a keyboard because often these
processes are automated.

We need to look at how we can better manage a person
re-establishing their identity. The member for Box Hill
made some very useful suggestions in this area, and I
urge the minister to consider them in his summing up or
to at least lay out a path showing that we can do much
better with this. In summing up, we need to know how
to do better, and we need to do better, but this is a really
welcome start. This is much better than what we have at
the moment, and The Nationals in coalition are not
opposing the bill.

It is very difficult to detect, as has been touched upon,
but it is important that as a Parliament we are acting to
create separate offences for these activities. The three
offences that have been created are making, using or
supplying identification information; possessing
identification information; and possessing equipment
used to make identification documentation, with the
important caveat that in each case there needs to be an
intent to use the information or documentation to
commit or facilitate an indictable offence.

Mr SCOTT (Preston) — It is with great pleasure
that I rise to support the Crimes Amendment (Identity
Crime) Bill 2009. As other speakers have mentioned,
this is a very important area of regulation and law
because it is a growing area of criminal activity which
has now become a worldwide multibillion-dollar
industry. I want to highlight a couple of things rather
than going through the various provisions in the bill.
They include the sorts of activities that people engage
in as part of identity crime, and the audacity of those
who engage in it.

It is important to note that possessing the information in
itself is not an offence, and that is because of another
matter that I do not think anyone has yet touched upon.
People can commit this sort of crime remotely. They
can have software such as Trojans and viruses that
infect a computer, turning it into what is known as a
zombie computer. This computer will then send spam
email seeking and receiving people’s information. As a
result of a criminal conspiracy, an innocent party can
have an infected computer. They might have the
information in their possession, but not know it is there
or not know its purpose. They can be an innocent
victim of this process. It is quite a common aspect of
this sort of crime that others are used in effect as a
firewall through the manipulation of other people’s
computer equipment so as to prevent the perpetrators
being directly known.

In researching the bill I checked some of the emails
which are sent to the junk folder on my computer. They
included a range of attempts to obtain my identity
including one — audaciously — from Visa Online
Services purporting to be the Visa company seeking
security information in order to prevent fraud. In one
sense you have to admire the audacity of fraudsters who
masquerade as security consultants seeking to avoid
fraud, but that is the sort of behaviour that is fairly
typical. People involved in identity crime seek to mask
their motives and intentions and prey upon the
gullibility of others who believe they are acting in their
best interests.
Another area I wish to highlight is the danger of social
networking sites. I note the sort of information that is
regarded as identification information includes name,
address, date of birth, place of birth and marital
status — ordinary information that is often freely
available on social networking sites. It can be used to
create false documentation in order to impersonate a
person for a criminal purpose. People should
understand that things of a personal nature that they
make freely available to others will not necessarily be
used by others in a way that is helpful to their interests.
There are many in our society, and many sadly

This sort of crime is reprehensible. It involves the
lowest form of human life, those who seek to exploit
others for their own benefit with no compunction about
the effect on others. As members will all agree, identity
theft is a significant violation. I know people who have
had their credit card information stolen, with false sales
being inputted in order for people to steal from them.
This is a great violation, because much of our lives is
based on trust.
This is an important bill that makes a significant
contribution and creates significant penalties of three to
five years imprisonment for those who are convicted of
engaging in these sorts of reprehensible activities. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I draw the
attention of the house to the government’s apparent
disregard for what has been described as a relatively
minor offence — that is, the use of fake identification to
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buy alcohol. I think this sends a poor message to the
wider Victorian community.

the view of the opposition under-age drinking is a more
serious offence than the government portrays it to be.

Within my electorate there are a number of licensed
premises that require the production of identity
documents for entry. There have been multiple issues
surrounding under-age drinking and the commission of
acts of graffiti and vandalism near licensed premises. I
am also aware of a case where an under-age person was
supplied alcohol in another context and was raped by
those around her, suffering great misfortune as a result
of that criminal act against her. I do not think it is a
relatively minor offence for people under the age of 18
to be on licensed premises where there are wider social
and life-learning issues.

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I am pleased to speak in
support of the Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime)
Bill. It introduces new offences for making, using or
supplying identification information, possessing
identification information and possessing equipment
capable of making identification documentation with
intent to commit an indictable offence. The offence of
making, using or supplying identification information
will have a maximum penalty of five years
imprisonment, and the possession offences will each
have a maximum penalty of three years imprisonment.

I do not intend to arc up members on the government
benches, but I seriously question the attitude of the
government in relation to this matter. There has been
folkloric comment on identity fraud regarding
preselections, branch recruitment practices and even
Young Labor election processes, where false
identification has apparently been produced. I will leave
that for Labor to work out within its own processes.
Suffice it to say, due regard for lawful process and
integrity is an important factor.
The principal purposes of the Crimes Amendment
(Identity Crime) Bill 2009 are to establish new identity
crime offences and to provide for the issue of
certificates of identity crime to victims. The opposition
is concerned that a certificate may only be issued to a
victim after a successful prosecution for an identity
crime offence. This will not help the majority of victims
where the identity thief is never caught or never
successfully prosecuted, but some loss has nevertheless
been sustained and it is necessary to have that
certificate to provide institutions with proof of the
identity theft. It is also unclear how these new
preparatory offences interrelate with the offence of
attempting the commission of the offence to which the
preparation relates. Can an offender be convicted of
both?
The opposition has consulted widely in relation to this
bill. It has consulted the Law Institute of Victoria, the
Victorian Bar Council, the Crime Victims Support
Association, the People Against Lenient Sentencing,
the Federation of Community Legal Centres and the
Criminal Bar Association of Victoria. It will not oppose
the bill, but it holds the view that more needs to be done
to help victims of identity theft where the thief has not
been found or convicted. I highlight the concern of the
opposition at the government’s light-handed treatment
of identity theft where it relates to what is described by
government members as a relatively minor offence. In

The bill is a result of extensive consultation. It will
bring Victoria into line with South Australia and
Queensland, which have similar identity crime
legislation. The bill provides for a certificate to be
issued after an offender is found guilty of an offence by
the courts. As other speakers have noted, identity crime
can be a very insidious crime with serious
consequences, generally involving credit card crime
and skimming offences but also ID cards and such.
I experienced a different example of identity theft crime
quite recently. I was sent an email from a person with
whom I was very familiar. This email came through to
the parliamentary computer system. The email said this
person had been the victim of a personal assault while
she was in the Philippines on a holiday. This email was
actually sent from her email account and signed by her.
She said that she had been terribly hurt, that her
passport and all of identification had been stolen and
that she needed assistance to get accommodation and
help in the Philippines to come straight home.
Generally speaking when you get an email like this
from someone you do not know, you hit the delete
button — you know straightaway that that is a spam
email. But this email did not look like a spam email. I
have had many email correspondences from this
woman previously, and this was like another one of
those, so I was immediately concerned. I replied to the
email saying, ‘Please give me your contact details,
because I will contact the Australian embassy on your
behalf and get it to provide immediate assistance to
you — medical, financial and otherwise’. There was an
email response to that email that said, ‘No, I have been
to the embassy and it was of no assistance. I really need
your help. Can you send me this amount of money to
enable me to come back home?’.
Subsequently I learned this email had gone to this
woman’s other friends and relatives. Her relatives were
very concerned and afraid for her after receiving this
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email, so it caused great distress to her friends and
family. As it happened, I decided to contact this woman
to see if this was true or not true. She informed me she
was quite happy in Keysborough, had not sent the email
from the Philippines and did not need $700 to come
straight home. But in the meantime other family
members who perhaps did not have the resources that I
had to contact Australian embassies and all of that sort
of thing had been concerned for her welfare.
This particular identity theft criminal had hacked into
her email and sent an email to every contact in her
email address book. It would not be too hard or too
much of a stretch of the imagination to imagine that
family members, after seeing the email, would have
sent money to the person who was requesting it. She
had had her identity stolen through her email account
for the purpose of enabling the criminal responsible to
extract money from her friends and family. It was very
distressing for her and her family.
Identity theft comes in all manner of shapes and sizes. I
recall being in the USA a few years ago. Identity theft
was rampant there at that time and not quite so rampant
here; they could not quite understand why this issue had
not come here. I was not looking forward to the day
when it did, but it has. They were very conscious of the
destruction that identity theft crime can wreak on
individuals, particularly when they are trying to
establish that their own identity is indeed their own
identity.
It is time for this particular legislation to be put on our
books. This is a crime like any other crime — it can
cause great human distress to those who are affected by
it. It is distressing that criminals can do this insidious
thing to people in all manner of ways. Our law has to
keep up with the realities of the crime that is occurring
out there. This law will do that. It provides the legal
framework for identifying and prosecuting offenders
and provides penalties for those offences. It also
provides a means by which people who have been
affected by this crime can re-establish their identity and
rectify the injustice that has been perpetrated against
them.
I support this legislation. It is another good piece of
Brumby government legislation, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to this debate on the
Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill 2009. In
principle this bill seeks to establish new identity crime
offences and provide for the issue of certificates for
victims of identity crimes.
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The main provisions of this bill are to create three new
offences: firstly, making, using or supplying
identification information with the intent to commit an
indictable offence; secondly, possessing identification
information with the intent to commit an indictable
offence; and thirdly, possessing equipment capable of
making identification documentation with the intent to
commit an indictable offence.
The bill will also provide for the issuing of a certificate
to victims regarding the identity crime they have
suffered, following a finding of guilt against an
offender. The bill introduces changes to the Sentencing
Act requiring a court to record the sentence that would
have been imposed on an offender if that offender had
not pleaded guilty.
As honourable members would be aware, the areas of
identity crime are very different today to what we
would have seen many years ago. With the proliferation
of electronic systems such as email, mobile phones and
the like, it is very easy these days for people’s identities
to be misused. Members before me have given a range
of examples of how this has in fact occurred.
I know from the emails that I receive on a daily basis at
my parliamentary address which purport to be from a
whole range of banks, that they have come a long way
from the emails we received from Africa, when we
were asked to participate in the sharing of millions of
dollars from that country.
The Liberals and The Nationals in coalition are not
opposing this bill. We still have some areas of concern
with regard to some of the measures that this bill is
taking. Firstly, a certificate can only be issued to a
victim after a successful prosecution for an identity
crime offence. The reality is that this will do nothing to
help the majority of victims where the identity thief is
either never caught or is never successfully prosecuted.
Another area of concern we have is the apparent
condoning of the use of fake IDs and that being
regarded as a relatively minor offence in relation to the
purchasing of alcoholic beverages. We believe this is
symptomatic of a government that has demonstrated a
propensity to be soft on crime, and it sends the wrong
message to the Victorian community.
Also of concern is that we have been unclear about how
these new preparatory offences will interrelate with the
offence of attempting to commit the offence to which
the preparation relates, and the obvious question that
arises from that is: can an offender be convicted of
both?
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As has been indicated by the member for Box Hill and
other members on this side of the house, we do not
oppose the legislation. More has to be done in ensuring
that we deal adequately with identity crime, but we
believe it behoves this government to ensure that
legislation is put before the house which strengthens the
way we deal with the perpetrators of crimes. We
believe it is also important that the government sends a
clear message to the community about what is
acceptable and unacceptable. Comments such as those
indicating that the use of fake IDs is a relatively minor
offence send the wrong message to the Victorian
community.
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a brief contribution in support of the
Crimes Amendment (Identity Crime) Bill. It is often
said that crime follows opportunity, and as it happened
last week while I was preparing my notes to speak on
this bill I received an email from a group called the
Alliance International Net Award. The email brought
me some great news, as many of these emails often do.
It said:
Alliance International Net Award officially inform you that
your email ID emerged winner of USD$1 million in an email
program.

The email extended congratulations to me and then
invited me to contact a doctor in the Netherlands,
Dr Michael Philips. I did not respond to the email,
because I have seen plenty of them at both a global
scam level and a local level. I noted the member for
Mordialloc’s contribution, and I admit her example
rings alarm bells because it is similar to an email our
office received about three or four months ago.
Having said that, I advise the house that a number of
elderly residents have approached my electorate office
with similar types of emails and letters requesting
further identification from the recipients. Exactly what
is going on is not automatically understood by all our
constituents when they receive these letters and emails.
It is a particular issue, and a lot of the letters and emails
request further information. That further information
often includes information identifying individual.
We know from the Attorney-General’s second-reading
speech on this bill that identity crime is recognised as
one of the fastest growing crimes in the world.
According to a 2008 report of the Model Criminal Law
Officers Committee, this rise can be attributed to a
number of factors, including the rise in high-speed
information flows, globalisation, the increased use of
remote communications to transact at a distance rather
than by traditional face-to-face interactions, the ease
with which documents can be forged using high-tech
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methods and the widespread collection and
dissemination of data about individuals by private
sector and other organisations, which provides
opportunities for easier access to personal information.
These factors are somewhat compounded by the fact
that Australians are not particularly vigilant in
protecting the privacy of their personal information.
According to research conducted by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics, as many as 140 000 Victorians
were victims of identity fraud in 2007. More alarming
is the statistic which estimates that identity fraud costs
between $2 billion and $4 billion each year. As other
speakers have identified, there are indirect costs
associated with these crimes including emotional
trauma suffered by unsuspecting victims.
The overall objective of this bill is to assist these
victims and to attack the problem at the source by going
to the perpetrators. The bill introduces new identity
crimes offences and a new process that allows victims
to obtain court certificates to assist them in remedying
the effects of identity crime.
The new offences as defined by the bill will cover
making, using or supplying identification information
with intent to commit an indictable offence. Offences in
this area will have a maximum penalty of five years
imprisonment. Other offences include possessing
identification information with intent to commit an
indictable offence and possessing equipment capable of
making identification documentation with intent to
commit an indictable offence. The possession offences
will carry a maximum penalty of three years
imprisonment. As in all areas of fraud control, keeping
one step ahead of criminals is an ongoing task. This bill
uses reasonably neutral language to ensure that the
offences can keep pace with advances in technology.
Importantly this bill also includes provisions which will
allow the courts to issue a certificate to the victims of
identity crime. The contents of the certificate will set
out the identity crime offence to which the certificate
relates and the name of the victim. It is anticipated that
these certificates will assist victims to remedy the
effects of crime, particularly with large institutions such
as banks.
I note that the certificate scheme to which members
have referred in their contributions to the debate will
also be monitored and evaluated to ensure that it
achieves its purpose. With those few words I wish this
bill a speedy passage through the house.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to
rise in support of the Crimes Amendment (Identity
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Crime) Bill. This legislation will allow victims of
identity crime greater ease in reclaiming their identity
by establishing a court-ordered certificate to
demonstrate that their identity has been stolen.
Commonly referred to as identity theft, the crime
involves one person pretending to be someone else in
order to benefit financially, and it is one of the fastest
growing types of fraud around the world.
Our identity is a valuable commodity, and we require
its use every day. Misuse of our identity can lead to
various types of crime. In Australia identity fraud is
estimated to be worth between $1 billion and $4 billion
per annum, with as many as 140 000 Victorians falling
victim to it every year.
A person’s identity is central to almost every
commercial activity, and organisations require
verification of a person’s identity before opening an
account and issuing goods or services. A variety of
documents are used to establish our identity, including
passports, drivers licences, birth certificates, utility bills,
bank statements and pay slips et cetera. Whilst our
unique identity features — such as our DNA and
fingerprints — cannot easily be adopted by another
person, our other identity details and documents can. A
person undertaking this type of crime does so to obtain
various financial benefits. They could be trying to hide
poor financial history, trying to avoid paying existing
debts or trying to continue various criminal activities
without attracting the attention of the police.
Recently the Australian Bureau of Statistics estimated
that there are nearly 500 000 victims of identity fraud
annually, which represents a victim rate of 3.1 per cent.
A survey conducted in 2007 asked people aged
15 years and over about their experiences of personal
fraud in the preceding 12 months. The survey found
that nearly 500 000 Australians had lost, on average,
more than $2000 as a result of personal fraud.
It is envisaged that the certificates issued by the courts
will be useful in dealing with creditors and financial
institutions as evidence that the victim’s identity has
been stolen or misused. However, the certificates do not
compel a third party to take restorative action.
This is a fantastic piece of legislation, and I commend it
to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 April; motion of
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — This bill amends the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 to
limit the increase in the basic salary payable to
Victorian members of Parliament to 2.5 per cent in the
2009–10 financial year. This latest amendment is
designed to ensure that the salaries of Victorian
members of Parliament are in line with the state
government’s public sector salaries policy.
At the outset let me advise the house that the
Liberal-Nationals coalition will be supporting this bill.
We recognise that this bill brings the pay of Victorian
MPs into line with community expectations of wage
restraint during the current economic slowdown.
Without relying on the decision of the independent
arbitrator — that is, the Commonwealth Remuneration
Tribunal — and to avoid the usual obvious conflict of
interest in deciding one’s own pay and conditions as an
MP, it is imperative that we be seen to be totally
accountable and transparent in ensuring that our pay
outcomes are in line with community expectations of
what is fair and reasonable.
Prior to this amendment the legislated gap between the
base salary of a federal member of Parliament and a
member of the Parliament of Victoria was $5733. This
will now change because of the 2.5 per cent increase
resulting from this bill. This will be the third time that
the legislated gap has been amended. The original and
long-held legislated standard gap was $500. The first
amended gap of $1442 was introduced in August 2004,
effective from 1 July that year. At that time the then
Premier stated that the amended gap was in accordance
with community expectations and the government’s
wages policy and was necessary to maintain a viable
economic future for the whole Victorian community.
It is interesting to note where Victorian MPs’ pay now
lies in comparison to other states. The commonwealth
parliamentary record currently provides a very good
comparison on its website. Even allowing for the

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Wednesday, 6 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

2.5 per cent increase, Victorian MPs will still be
receiving a basic salary lower than that which applies in
Queensland, New South Wales and South Australia.
On 27 March the Treasurer announced that the
government would be changing its 3.25 per cent wages
policy to 2.5 per cent, effective from 4 May. This is to
include members of Parliament and public service
salary increases. The Treasurer also stated:
Unlike other governments we will not embark on a program
of retrenching public service employees.

He then sent this message to employers:
Today I am sending a challenge to all Victorian employers to
make sure they hold on to their employees despite the current
pressures flowing from —

the overseas economic downturn.
A fair and reasonable public sector wage outcome
within an overall fiscally responsible budget framework
is desirable. The Liberal-Nationals coalition shares the
view of many Victorians that the government has failed
to practise fiscal restraint in relation to its totally
unacceptable waste of hundreds of millions of dollars
of taxpayers money on politically motivated
advertising, spin and rhetoric as well as through
unexpected cost blow-outs on major projects. This
aside, the Liberal-Nationals coalition supports this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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place as the object of a search warrant issued under the
acts being amended. This purpose of the bill makes
sense and is not opposed by the Liberal-Nationals
coalition, although we note there is some conflict in
relation to the definition of what constitutes ‘a vehicle’
in the relevant acts.
The second purpose of the bill is to amend the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 to enable
any member of the police force to execute a search
warrant under this act. This amendment addresses a
current practical limitation in the power to execute
these warrants whereby only the member named in the
warrant can execute the search warrant. Again, that
proposition makes sense and is therefore supported.
The third important purpose of this bill is to amend the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to provide for further
exemptions and restrictions in relation to gambling
advertising. These amendments also require a registered
bookmaker to have a responsible gambling code of
conduct. I will come back to that in a moment. The
fourth purpose of this bill is to repeal the sunset
provisions in the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 to enable the Koori Court, criminal division, to
continue to operate.
I am going to concentrate my further remarks on those
last two purposes. In relation to the Koori Court,
clause 38 of the bill repeals sections 2(2), 2(3) and 605
of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005. The
sections to be repealed provide for the Koori Court,
criminal division, to cease on 1 July 2009. Repealing
these sections will result in that division being an
ongoing division of the Children’s Court. I support that
proposition based primarily on my experience and
awareness of the adult Koori Court in Shepparton. It
has been operating for a number of years, and it was put
in place through the instigation and enthusiasm of a
number of key people in the Shepparton area,
particularly Sergeant Gordon Porter, Aboriginal justice
officer Daniel Briggs and magistrates Peter Riordan,
Peter Mithen and John Murphy. I also think magistrates
Kate Auty and Angela Bolger had a significant role.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I rise to speak on the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill. The purpose of the
bill is fourfold. Firstly, it amends various acts to enable
the issuing of a search warrant under those acts in
relation to a particular vehicle located in a public place.
This amendment overcomes an existing limitation in
the power to specify a particular vehicle in a public

The interesting thing about the Koori Court, which
gives us confidence that this approach to the
administration of justice should be pursued and
therefore underpins the reasons for removing the sunset
clause, is that when the operations of the Shepparton
Koori Court and the corresponding Broadmeadows
Koori Court were reviewed, it was found that the
recidivism rate for offenders appearing before those
two courts was 12.5 per cent at Shepparton and 15.5 per
cent at Broadmeadows. Both of these figures were
much lower than the general recidivism rate of 29.4 per
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cent. Based on that review, it was recommended that
the adult Koori Court system continue. Based on a
similar experience with the Children’s Koori Court, it
was appropriate to continue with that court. The critical
thing about Koori courts is that you have community
involvement in them. That was reflected in the
Shepparton Koori Court receiving an Australian crime
and violence prevention award from the Australian
Institute of Criminology in Canberra in November
2005.
In addition to the names I have already mentioned,
there were also a number of elders involved in the
successful operation of the Shepparton Koori Court.
Those elders included Aunty Rochelle Patten, Uncle
Colin Walker, Aunty Kella Robinson, Uncle George
Nelson, Aunty Merle Bamblett and respected persons
Paul Atkinson and Sonia Briggs. What we have is a
very successful pragmatic approach to the
administration of justice, recognising the importance of
involving the community in the administration of
justice. Even people who offend against the law still
have respect for their elders. By utilising the cultural
tradition, we have therefore been able to achieve
considerable success in reducing the recidivism rate.
On the issue of the Gambling Regulation Act and the
amendments in relation to wagering, part 4 of the bill
will remove the current restrictions on wagering service
providers located in other states or territories of
Australia advertising in Victoria. The bill, in
conjunction with a list of advertising prohibitions, will
also introduce guidelines in relation to advertising
standards for wagering service providers that will
ensure that consumers are appropriately protected.
Furthermore, the bill introduces a requirement that the
holder of a Victorian bookmaker registration should
have a responsible gambling code of conduct which has
been approved by the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation. Again, they are sound
provisions, and there is a recognition of the reality that
there is a need to open up gambling in Victoria to
interstate competition. Equally there is a recognition
that the wagering industry should have a code of
practice — and the code of practice in this case has
been incorporated into legislation for Victorian
bookmakers.
I think there are two important issues here. The first is
that this is an important precedent — I am not sure if it
is the first — for incorporating codes of practice into
legislation. Secondly, I seek clarification from the
minister in his summing up as to whether this
requirement for a code of practice for Victorian
bookmakers is also a requirement for interstate
bookmakers, because if it is not — —

Wednesday, 6 May 2009

Dr Napthine — The answer is no.
Dr SYKES — I thank the member for South-West
Coast, the shadow Minister for Racing, who made a
comment there. I am sure he will expand on that in his
presentation. What we have is a situation that needs
clarification, and I expect subsequent presentations will
provide that. I have read the code of practice, and it
makes sense. I note that in relation to advertising, much
of the code of practice is incorporated almost word for
word into clause 49 of the bill.
In the few seconds left to me I would also like to
highlight the importance of bookmakers to the
atmosphere and the successful conduct of the racing
industry, in particular the country racing industry. I
have no doubt the member for South-West Coast will
highlight the importance of that industry, and the
bookmakers who participate in it, to the rural
communities of Victoria. I also highlight the
importance of proposed changes to that industry by
Racing Victoria, which could see the gutting of our
country race clubs and our country communities.
I notice, Acting Speaker, that you have been quite vocal
in relation to a similar issue — the gutting of the
greyhound racing industry in the fair city of
Wangaratta. It is important that we stand united on this
side of the Parliament to protect country communities
by protecting thoroughbred racing and dog racing in the
country. With those few remarks, I wish to confirm that
I will not be opposing the bill, and I look forward to
further contributions on it.
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — I am pleased to make
some comments tonight in support of the Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill. In making these
comments I want to raise an issue about the omnibus
nature of this bill. We have incorporated a number of
different amendments to pieces of justice legislation in
this one bill. Over the last year the government has
undergone a process of putting complementary pieces
of legislation into omnibus bills in order to more
effectively legislate in a timely manner on a range of
issues. This bill is an example of that type of legislative
practice. I commend it because it enables the
Parliament to deal with a range of issues that are related
to each other but in one piece of legislation rather than
three different pieces of legislation coming before the
house and then having to go through all the processes
we are used to with second-reading speeches and other
matters. I think it is a good example of the way we are
modernising Parliament and effectively using our time.
The Justice Legislation Amendment Bill we are dealing
with has three principal aims. In the first place it
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amends a commonly used search warrant power to
empower the search of vehicles in public places and
makes some other minor changes to search warrant
powers. Secondly, the bill repeals provisions in the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to enable the
Children’s Koori Court, criminal division, to continue
its operations. Thirdly, the bill removes the current
restrictions on advertising in Victoria by wagering
service providers — that is, bookmakers — located in
other states or territories of Australia and introduces an
appropriate code of advertising conduct standards.
I want to first deal with the changes to search warrant
powers. The recommendation that these changes be
made originated through the Victorian Parliament Law
Reform Committee, which in a previous Parliament I
had the privilege to serve on. The inquiry that that
committee conducted into warrants and search powers
was a very productive one, and as a result the
government took up the recommendation of the
committee to make changes to search warrant powers.
It is a good example of how the parliamentary
committee process should work and often does work.
The problem we seek to overcome in this legislation is
that historically search warrants have been able to be
issued only over places — land, houses, buildings and
suchlike. When a motor vehicle was parked in an area
covered by a search warrant, a police officer was able
to execute the warrant and search the motor vehicle.
But if the vehicle was, for instance, parked outside the
house mentioned in the search warrant, then police
would not be able to search that motor vehicle. This
was partly because it was not on the land in question
and partly because search warrants had not previously
been able to be issued to search a motor vehicle in the
same way that they had historically been available to
search land and premises.
Clearly that was a significant limitation on the ability of
our law enforcement authorities to effectively conduct
searches and execute search warrants. It is appropriate
to extend the ability of our law enforcement agencies to
execute a search warrant in those circumstances by
giving them specific legislative power to search a
nominated motor vehicle. The legislation is very
carefully drafted to make sure that this is not just a
general power to search vehicles and that police are
able to specify the particular vehicle over which they
seek a search warrant. In those circumstances I think
the legislation is right and appropriate, and it gives our
law enforcement officers the ability to carry out their
obligations in the most effective way. There are some
other amendments to search warrant powers, but they
are somewhat less important in the legislation than that
major issue about search warrants.
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The second issue dealt with in this legislation is a
change to the ability of bookmakers to advertise their
services interstate. This follows recommendations of
the national competition policy review. We have been
working with other state agencies over recent years to
effectively implement this more appropriate advertising
regime. I was going to say it is important that when we
do this we have a level playing field, but I suppose
having a level racetrack is more important in the current
circumstances.
We have come to an intergovernmental agreement,
particularly with our friends in New South Wales.
Reciprocal legislation will enable interstate bookmakers
to advertise in appropriate circumstances with an
appropriate code of conduct, but we will be moving in
unison with the interstate jurisdiction. That will not
unfairly impact on any bookmakers currently operating
in a particular jurisdiction. It is important to make the
change. It is in the interests of competition and making
sure we maximise the ability of people to engage in the
racing industry. It is an important industry, and we want
to support it. I think in this respect the process that has
been engaged in is a very sensible one.
The third issue being dealt with in this legislation is an
extension of the Children’s Koori Court, criminal
division. This is something I am very supportive of.
The legislation setting up the Children’s Koori Court,
criminal division, is due to sunset on 1 July this year.
Unless we pass this legislation, the Children’s Koori
Court will cease to operate. It was set up with sunset
legislation because it was a pilot program in the first
instance. This enabled us to evaluate its effectiveness.
On any measure it has been a very successful program.
Historically, and even in recent times, there has been a
grave overrepresentation of our indigenous population
in the criminal justice system. That goes for both the
adult indigenous population and the young population.
The adult division of the Koori Court has been
operating successfully for some years. The children’s
division has also been operating successfully. It is
reducing the rate of recidivism. It is also reducing the
rate of involvement of indigenous people in the
criminal justice system in the first place. It is providing
appropriate diversion. Because the children’s division
of the Koori Court intervenes at the front end of the
process, at the very time when people would ordinarily
be charged and brought before the criminal courts, it is
acting as a very significant and effective diversionary
mechanism. It means there is less criminal offending
going on and there are fewer repeat offenders. It means
we are giving our indigenous young people a greater
opportunity to participate productively in our
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community and have lives that are outside the criminal
justice system.
Overall the Koori Court, both in its adult and children’s
divisions, has been an extremely successful project of
this government. I commend the Attorney-General in
particular for his advocacy of these programs. I applaud
everybody who has been involved in the working of
them to date and wish them great success in the future. I
commend this bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — On Friday,
10 October 2008, the Victorian Minister for Racing and
the New South Wales Minister for Gaming and Racing
issued a joint press release which said:
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The Herald Sun of the same day states:
Corporate betting giants claim racing will be the big
winner —

following the lifting of advertising restrictions. But of
course the corporate bookmakers are the big winners. I
received an email from Stephen Stoios of Turf
Accountants on 6 April this year. In it he said:
The proposed amendments are another further nail in the
coffin of Victorian bookmakers. In an industry already
struggling over the past 10 years despite record spring
carnival crowds, all the legislative amendments and reforms
have done is make it harder to operate in Victoria despite
announcements to the contrary.
…

Victoria and New South Wales will soon lift advertising
restrictions that apply to interstate bookmakers and wagering
service providers under proposed legislative changes for both
states.
… allowing interstate bookmakers to advertise their services.

It is interesting that that was on 10 October 2008. On
29 October the New South Wales Minister for Gaming
and Racing introduced that legislation into the New
South Wales Parliament, but unfortunately the
Victorian Minister for Racing was left at the barrier.
We had to wait nearly six months before the legislation
was introduced in this Parliament for debate.
Let us have a look at some of the comments made at the
time of this announcement of the proposal to lift
advertising restrictions. The Age of 12 October last year
says:
Releasing the change in policy, racing minister Rob Hulls
said all ads would have to comply with responsible gambling
guidelines …
‘While opening the way for advertising by bookmakers
licensed in other jurisdictions, Victoria remains committed to
a responsible gambling environment …
While the legislation will not pass through Parliament until
next year, bookmakers have been told they can begin
advertising and sponsoring immediately.
…
… Tim Costello … said: ‘If there is far more advertising
encouraging people to bet, there is bound to be more
problems with gambling addictions and more people losing
their savings wagering’.

The Age of 11 October reported that Racing Victoria
chief executive officer Rob Hines said:
This is not a good story for the TAB, on which the racing
industry relies heavily for its funding …

Victorian bookmakers are lambs to the slaughter.
…
This is all leading to the point that the interstate bookies have
had a very big advantage over Victorian bookmakers by
being allowed to use a tote business model but without having
to make tote contributions … Now by allowing them to
advertise freely in Victoria we are handing over the last
remnants of any Victorian consumer to interstate operators.

Further on he said:
Victorian bookmakers will not survive. And in 10 years time,
when the corporates have a monopoly, the person who will
miss out is the average ordinary punter …
The amendments to the bill are just for big business and the
big money. The small business operator, in this case the
Victorian bookmaker, will be the casualty.

There are different views about it. It is interesting that
the minister delayed the process of legislating and has
allowed advertising carte blanche before introducing
so-called responsible gambling guidelines and
legislation. We have seen the effects of that.
I want to refer to a couple of specific items in the
legislation. Clause 42 talks about responsible gambling
standards. They say you cannot depict children, you
cannot suggest winning is a definite outcome, you
cannot say wagering is likely to improve a person’s
financial prospects, and you cannot promote the
consumption of alcohol while betting. There will also
be a prescribed statement in relation to problem
gambling, but we do not know what that is.
It is interesting to note that the Minister for Gaming and
Racing in New South Wales went one step further. In
his second-reading speech he said:
In addition, gambling advertising in a newspaper, magazine,
poster or other printed form must contain the G-line problem
gambling message, which includes a telephone contact
number for counselling services.
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That important issue has been neglected in this
legislation and by this minister, who really does not
care about protecting people from problem gambling.
We need to see what the appropriate advertising
standards are.
We also note that in clause 42 of the bill there is a
requirement for Victorian bookmakers to have a
responsible gambling code of conduct. However, that is
not a requirement for interstate bookmakers who want
to advertise in Victoria. They can advertise willy-nilly
in Victoria. They do not have to have a responsible
gambling code of conduct but Victorian bookmakers
do. Again the Victorian bookmakers are being asked to
do the right thing, but their competitors are not being
asked to compete on a level playing ground.
I note that on 1 November 2008 the Age quoted the
Minister for Racing as having said:
I want to send a very clear message to bookmakers who want
to advertise that it won’t be open slather. It will only be
allowed if it is responsible …

That is absolutely amazing. We have had advertising
for the last six months, and for six months prior to that
when it was clearly illegal, and no action was taken.
We have seen scantily clad bikini girls. We have seen
offers of $500 free bets. We still hear advertisements on
SEN 1116 daily, virtually hourly, offering $150 worth
of free bets. Betfair is offering $50 free bets in
magazines and the newspapers, whether it be punting
magazines or standard magazines.
This advertising, which it is proposed will be illegal in
future, is being displayed now with no action from this
minister or this government. The minister says one
thing and allows the industry to do another.
What is the effect of this open slather advertising? The
Age of 26 November says:
Interstate bookmakers are pocketing millions of dollars that
would otherwise be used to fund horseracing in Victoria, in a
wagering war that senior industry figures claim could threaten
the future of the sport and cost jobs.

We have already seen what is happening in country
Victoria with racing. We have seen the Minister for
Racing standing idly by while greyhound racing has
been closed down in Wangaratta, costing local jobs,
hurting the local economy and the local community and
devastating the owners, trainers and breeders of
greyhounds in the Wangaratta area and those involved
in the local club and industry. Only three years ago the
state Labor government allowed — in fact
introduced — the closure of seven country harness
racing tracks, including the track at Wangaratta. The
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Labor government has form when it comes to country
racing. It closed seven harness tracks in 2005, and it is
now closing the greyhound track at Wangaratta.
In 2008, 28 thoroughbred country race meetings were
either taken away from country Victoria or
downgraded, and at the end of 2008, with the
endorsement and approval of the Minister for Racing,
we saw a blueprint for country racing which will see a
further 51 country race meetings taken away from
country Victoria, 19 training centres in country Victoria
defunded and closed, and the future of 11 country
tracks and clubs threatened. That is what is happening
in country racing under the Labor government. It
should get out of Melbourne, come to country Victoria,
go up to Wangaratta and talk to the people in
greyhound racing at Wangaratta on Friday.
Government members should listen to those people’s
views about how important racing is to country
Victoria, whether it be greyhound, harness or
thoroughbred racing.
The changes proposed will cost hundreds upon
hundreds of jobs in country Victoria. We have just seen
that 200 000 Victorians will be unemployed as a result
of the budget and this government. Now this
government is presiding over a loss of potentially
another 400 or 500 jobs in the racing industries in
country Victoria. Yet this government, through this
legislation, is allowing open slather advertising from
corporate bookmakers based in Darwin, who have an
enormous tax and competitive advantage, taking money
away from local bookmakers and the local TABs. The
local TAB, however, is the major funder of racing
industries in Victoria. That is where the money comes
from.
Mr Foley interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — It is all right for the member for
Albert Park, who does not care about racing and has no
interest in racing and no knowledge of racing, but the
people in racing depend on TAB turnover for their
funding. They were gutted when the Minister for
Racing took away $80 million in April last year. They
were promised they would be no worse off, but their
own studies, done by Ernst and Young, show they are
going to be $600 million worse off over the 10 years of
the new licence.
The government is undermining the value of the new
licence and undermining the racing industry, and we
need have a hard look at this issue.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I rise to support
the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. Unlike
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the comments of the member for South-West Coast,
most of my remarks will be addressed to the bill. But
before I get to the substance of the bill, I will say that I
find the support of racing from the member for
South-West Coast somewhat odd. I come from the city
of Moonee Valley, where the Moonee Valley Racing
Club is. I have been going to the club for over 20 years
and have never seen the member for South-West Coast
there.
The member for South-West Coast is well known for
his comments in this house suggesting that the main
race at Moonee Valley racecourse, the Cox Plate,
should be removed from the Moonee Valley racecourse
and sent to Flemington. Obviously, then, it is all right
for some races to be removed from racecourses, but
only if the member for South-West Coast thinks it is
okay. However, I invite him to come more frequently to
Moonee Valley, because many people would like to see
him.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I am surprised the member
says he is there regularly, because I have spoken to a
number of people there, and they have said they have
never seen him, but perhaps he can tell me when he was
there. I will refer to just a couple of statements — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN — I was there about two weeks
ago, thank you, and I am going the week after next, I
think it is, just to let the member for South-West Coast
know. In fact I could take him along with me one day,
if he would like to come.
The member for South-West Coast quoted a number of
things in touching on the gaming section of the bill, but
I will get to that a bit later. The bill — though you
would not have been able to tell from the comments of
the member for South-West Coast — covers three main
areas and makes three changes, introducing significant
differences affecting significant parts of the justice
system.
The first change is in relation to search warrant
amendments. The bill amends search warrant powers to
empower the search of a specific vehicle in a public
place. These powers enable a search to be conducted
under more commonly used search warrant regimes,
which will address an existing limitation in this regard
where that has not been possible. It also enables any
police member to execute a search warrant under the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981
rather than only the member named in the warrant,
which is a problem with the present situation. It also
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clarifies the time line to provide an annual report in
relation to covert search warrants under the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003. Those parts of these
amendments help to overcome some problems that
have arisen in the amendment of the legislation
previously.
The amendments to the Gambling Regulation Act
remove restrictions on advertising, and the member for
South-West Coast touched on that at the beginning of
his speech. He read a number of press reports —
perhaps fairly selectively — so I thought I would assist
him by reading a couple of others. I have one from the
Age of 11 October 2008:
The joint announcement yesterday by the Victorian and NSW
governments on the lifting of advertising restrictions that
apply to interstate bookmakers will further erode the
long-held monopoly position of Tabcorp in the wagering
business, according to Racing Victoria chief executive officer
Rob Hines.

I presume from the comments of the member for
South-West Coast that he supports the monopoly
position of Tabcorp and presumably that of other
agencies in the betting industry. The article continues:
Hines said the lifting of the restrictions was inevitable
because it had been found to be unconstitutional not to allow
the bookmakers to advertise across state borders

In the same way that search warrant amendments relate
to problems in the operation of the previous legislation
on search warrants, this change is also to overcome a
problem that has been found in relation to the banning
of advertising across borders in relation to gaming.
A further announcement by Centrebet endorsing the
project states:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation
yesterday announced that, pending the repeal of part of
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 forbidding this advertising, it
would not prosecute for breaches of these laws.

I think the member also referred to that. It continues:
The Office of Liquor, Gaming and Racing in New South
Wales have confirmed previously that they also will not
prosecute for breaches of the advertising restrictions
contained in the Racing Administration Act.

That raises one of the questions there. When this
legislation comes into place, that will overcome some
of those problems.
I mainly wanted to spend my time talking about the
changes to the Koori courts. Briefly, the changes repeal
sunset provisions in the Children, Youth and Families
Act to enable the Children’s Koori Court, criminal
division, to continue in operation. In my role as chair of
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the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee — we are
looking at juvenile crime — I have had the opportunity
to visit a number of Koori courts and also to speak to a
number of people in the justice system about the
operation of Koori courts. Without fail the response
from people involved in the system has been that they
are of great assistance in stopping recidivism in
particular. If members have not seen a Koori Court in
operation, I encourage them to do so, because it is quite
an interesting procedure. It certainly makes justice less
formal and less frightening, particularly for those who
have not been involved in the justice system before.
The Koori courts for adults and children have both
proved to be very effective. I think there is a review of
the system at the moment to provide some assessment,
but certainly from all the anecdotal evidence that has
come forward there is strong support for it. The Koori
Court, criminal division, of the Children’s Court was
first established in the Melbourne Children’s Court in
October 2005 as a pilot program. It was originally
supposed to conclude in 2007. It was subsequently
extended to July 2009. A second Children’s Koori
Court was launched in Mildura in September 2007. The
reason for that was partly because of the success of the
Melbourne Children’s Koori Court.
Mr Crisp — Hear, hear!
Mrs MADDIGAN — I am sure the member for
Mildura will talk about the benefit of the Children’s
Koori Court in Mildura when he gets his turn. It is
unfortunate that indigenous offenders, both adult and
youth, are still greatly overrepresented in the Victorian
criminal justice system. There certainly are specific
problems in dealing with our indigenous population
that not only our justice system but perhaps other social
systems have not been able to deal with in a way that is
most effective for that community.
The Children’s Koori Court provides a response to
offending by young Koori people that more effectively
addresses factors contributing to their offending than
traditionally courts have been able to provide. It is
based very clearly on the adult Koori Court model, so I
think that has been very useful. The intervention is
slightly different, however, in the adult Koori Court.
The involvement of the Koori elders tends to be at the
end of the offensive behaviour. The Children’s Koori
Court provides an opportunity to respond to offending
at the front end and to seek to divert youth from further
involvement with the criminal justice system.
If you talk to any people who have been involved in the
juvenile justice system, you will know that anything we
can do to keep young people out of jail is worthwhile.
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Even when talking to judges and other people involved
in courts and people on the parole board, you discover
there are very few instances they can identify where
sending young people to jail has been effective in
changing their behaviour or preventing them from
reoffending in the future.
The aims of the Koori Court are really significant in
this way. Its aims are to reduce the overrepresentation
of indigenous youth in the justice system; to reduce the
rates of failure to appear at court and breach of court
orders, which has been a specific problem in that
population; to reduce the rate of repeat offending; to
deter juvenile crime in the community generally and
increase community safety; and to build a cultural
responsive justice system. They are excellent aims. I
think they will prove to be very helpful in the future. I
am very pleased to see that we are removing the time
restriction on the Children’s Koori Court and that it will
be able to continue.
I would like to see Koori courts extended to other
populations, particularly Pacific islanders, who also
have similar problems in dealing with the traditional
justice system. Certainly New Zealand has special
provisions for Pacific islanders based fairly on much
the same model we use for the Koori courts. I think that
has been very successful. Perhaps there are other
populations which are very culturally diverse and differ
from our traditional Anglo-Saxon community which
might be investigated as possible resources as well.
I am very pleased to support the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill. I think the three areas it deals with —
search warrants, the Koori courts and the Gambling
Regulation Act — obviously need some attention. This
legislation will be beneficial in improving the operation
of the acts in those areas. I wish the bill a speedy
passage through the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill
2009, the purpose of which is to amend the search
warrant powers, to lift prohibitions on advertising by
interstate bookmakers and to repeal the sunsetting of
the Children’s Koori Court. The main provisions of the
bill are to amend the search warrant powers in the
Crimes Act 1958, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981, the Firearms Act 1996, the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003, the Police Integrity Act
2008, the Police Regulation Act 1958, the Prostitution
Control Act 1994 and the Surveillance Devices Act
1999 to enable a specified vehicle in a public place to
be searched under warrant.
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The bill also amends the search warrant power in
section 81 of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act to empower any police member to
execute a warrant issued under that section instead of
only the member specified in the warrant. It sets a
maximum time within which an annual report must be
given by the Chief Commissioner of Police under the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 on the use
of the covert search warrant powers. It repeals sunset
provisions in the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 to enable the Children’s Koori Court, criminal
division, to continue operations. It amends the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to remove the current
restrictions on advertising in Victoria by a wagering
service provider located in other states or territories of
Australia.
The bill introduces guidelines on advertising standards
for wagering service providers; it introduces a
requirement that the holder of a Victorian bookmaker
registration has a responsible gambling code of conduct
which has been approved by the Victorian Commission
for Gambling Regulation; and it prohibits the offering
of inducements to open a betting account.
Different acts contain conflicting definitions of
‘vehicle’ — for instance, in some acts the term
‘vehicle’ will include a caravan and trailer, and in some
acts it does not.
The definition of a ‘wagering service provider’ appears
to include a professional punter, but it can be argued
that the legislation will legalise the advertising of best
tote odds. The bill does not require interstate
bookmakers to comply with a responsible gambling
code of conduct, which is required of Victorian
bookmakers. At best there are ambiguous and
ineffective restrictions on linking gambling with
alcohol or sexually explicit advertising. The bill leaves
it open to government to determine the wording of the
prescribed statement on problem gambling that must be
included in any advertisement, and it prohibits
inducements for opening a betting account but not for
using that account.
The Attorney-General made it clear when he said he
wanted to send a very clear message to bookmakers
about advertising. Unfortunately, as with the
enforcement of law in this state, he is a big bully with
loud words but not much else. In fact very little action
has been taken by the Attorney-General. He has put the
people on the benches that he requires to get the
outcomes he wants, and the community is a witness to
what those outcomes have been. In Victoria we have
become very soft on crime, and the community knows
why that is.

Wednesday, 6 May 2009

The other half of the duo has been completed by the
Attorney-General’s friend, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, in the way the Victorian police
force has been decimated. Morale is down and
confidence is down, and if it were not for the feeling of
intimidation and bullying that has been implemented in
that force from the top down, there would be police
coming out every day and saying just what has
happened in the force and how difficult it is for them to
even say, ‘We do not have enough police officers’.
Senior police in my region have come out and said that.
One did it publicly. He is no longer in the police force
after 32 years of decorated service. He was intimidated
and pushed out of the force within about four weeks of
making that statement.
That sort of intimidation is not restricted to the police
force; it happens in this house as well. Whenever
anything is said that the other side does not like, they
try to howl you down or yell out, ‘You must be on the
bill’. It is a different matter for them. On this bill, as he
is with most things, the Attorney-General is all bark and
no bite.
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — It is a pleasure to rise
to speak on this justice omnibus bill, which cuts across
a number of portfolios, all associated with the justice
area. It cuts across the portfolio areas of the
Attorney-General, the Minister for Racing, the Minister
for Gaming, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the
Minister for Health.
As many speakers before me have pointed out, the bill
deals with three major areas. I will not deal with the
search warrant amendments; they have been more than
adequately dealt with by previous speakers. I will
address my comments to the two areas of the repeal of
the Children’s Koori Court sunset provisions and the
amendments to the Gambling Regulations Act 2003.
In his colourful contribution the member for
South-West Coast talked about some of the
arrangements associated with aspects of the Gambling
Regulations Act. The bill seeks to remove the current
restrictions on advertising in Victoria by wagering
service providers located in other states and territories.
We have heard the background about national
competition policy and court cases dealing with this
issue which, of course, necessitated what the
government was in the process of introducing anyway.
We have also heard that the bill seeks to introduce
appropriate advertising standards in relation to
gambling advertising by these wagering service
providers. Equally we have heard that the bill will
require a Victorian bookmaker to have a responsible
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gambling code of conduct approved by the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The member for South-West Coast made some fairly
bold and inaccurate comments on the commitment of
this government to bookmakers. Then he seemed to get
lost in his arguments and went on a general rant about
country racing when he knows full well that this
government has done more to assist the regulatory,
taxation and other arrangements for bookmakers to
secure their position than anything the previous
administration did under the part tutelage of the
member for South-West Coast. I think it is fair to say
that this Minister for Racing has done more to promote
and enhance the role of bookmakers than any other
racing minister in the history of this state.
The member for South-West Coast can make all the
rash accusations he likes about the commitment and
interests that people on this side of the house have in
racing. I was at the Boort at Bendigo harness racing
meeting last year when the shadow minister stood out
like a proverbial shag on a rock while a Nationals
member for Northern Victoria Region in the Legislative
Council, Mr Drum, worked the crowd like a thorough
professional. The member for South-West Coast can
make all the accusations he likes about who is in tune
with which community, knowing full well that he is in
fact just flogging a dead horse, as it were.
The amendments to the Gambling Regulations Act
arise initially from national competition policy and then
from decisions of courts. They remove the restrictions
that apply to advertising in Victoria by wagering
service providers located in other states and territories.
Reference has been made to the fact that in 2008 the
Victorian and New South Wales governments jointly
announced their intention to legislate to remove the
current restrictions that apply to bookmakers licensed in
other Australian jurisdictions. The interstate restrictions
are in the process of being removed. Obviously it will
only be done in circumstances where similar reforms in
other jurisdictions are reciprocated. That is most
notably the case with New South Wales, given the size
of its market in these things. The bill seeks to do just
that.
The bill removes the current Victorian restrictions on
wagering service providers from other states and
territories and introduces standards regarding gambling
advertising by those service providers. It makes it a
requirement for bookmaker registration in this state that
the bookmaker has a responsible gaming code of
conduct that has been approved by the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation. When the bill
comes into effect it will permit interstate wagering
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service providers to advertise their services in Victoria,
establish the standards for such providers and introduce
associated new offences. Registered bookmakers will
be required to have a responsible gaming code of
conduct in place. This requirement will come into effect
six months after the proclamation of the bill. That delay
has been put in place to afford bookmakers sufficient
time to prepare and implement codes and have them
approved.
The shadow Minister for Racing, the member for
South-West Coast, might seek a diversion from these
arguments. He need go no further than new
section 4.7.9 of the bill, inserted by clause 49, to see
that some of his arguments are misplaced. Talking
about prescribed statements to be included in
advertisements, it says:
A wagering service provider must not publish or disseminate,
or cause to be published or disseminated, in the course of
business any gambling advertising in any form or by any
method of communication unless the advertisement contains
a prescribed statement (if any) in relation to problem
gambling.

I am at a loss to see how this legislation does anything
other than what it sets out to do — that is, to give effect
to national competition policy and deal with concerns
that were raised about jurisdictional matters by the
courts — particularly given the demolition of the
arguments of the member for South-West Coast by the
member for Essendon.
In the time still afforded to me I will very briefly
discuss those aspects of the bill that repeal the sunset
provisions in the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 to enable the continued operation of the
Children’s Koori Court.
As a member of the Parliament’s Law Reform
Committee I had the opportunity to meet, in the context
of the committee’s alternative dispute resolution
inquiry, with members of the Koori community and
people associated with the Koori justice program to get
an in-depth analysis of both the children’s and adult
Koori courts and how they operate. There was one
particularly impressive contribution to the committee’s
consideration of this issue. We learnt that the Children’s
Koori Court was created some time ago and was facing
the very real prospect of its sunset provisions coming
into effect on 1 July this year, as members will know
from a number of contributions. The strength of the
court is that it operates informally. Koori children are
vastly overrepresented in the criminal justice system,
and the court seeks to deal in a culturally appropriate,
non-technical and non-legal way with very difficult
behaviour and the real problems that Koori children
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face in this state. The Children’s Koori Court does not
hear any family matters, such as protection
applications, nor does it deal with sexual offences — it
can only hear criminal matters.
We have heard that the two courts have been operating
effectively throughout the state. The fact that the
ultimate decision regarding sentencing remains with the
presiding magistrate, set against the role that Aboriginal
elders or respected persons have in the system, renders
the Children’s Koori Court both culturally appropriate
and particularly meaningful in dealing with the issues
Koori children bring to the court system. Based on that,
I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr K. SMITH (Bass) — It is a pleasure to be
involved in this debate on the Justice Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009. I say from the start that we will
not oppose this legislation, but there are some issues of
concern to us.
The bill covers a fair area. I must say the number of acts
it changes is interesting. The government was once very
much against bills that included a large number of
changes to different pieces of legislation, known as
omnibus bills, but this bill amends a large number of
acts, including the Crimes Act, the Firearms Act, the
Prostitution Control Act, the Gambling Regulation Act
and the Police Regulation Act. It is ridiculous that all
these amendments have been lumped in together
without members of the house being able to give proper
consideration to the important issues raised by the
legislation.
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back into Tasmanian racing a fair amount of money,
which could have been going into Victorian racing.
This government was not interested in looking at it or
talking to Betfair about it. But it must have been stupid
in its assumption that it was going to be able to control
Betfair, which is a big organisation. Betfair was
operating around the world. It was operating from
England where people were able to bet on almost
anything: two flies walking up the wall, soccer
matches, football or horseracing — you name it! They
would bet on Australian Rules football from England,
and they would bet on Rugby. Almost anything you
wanted to bet on, Betfair was prepared to take a bet on.
It was not going to be stood over by the Victorian
government. If the government had been smart enough,
it would have taken Betfair on. It would have laid down
a few rules and regulations on how Betfair was going to
be able to operate here in Victoria. Victorian racing
would have got the benefit of some of the money that
was being offered. It was not a huge amount of money,
but it was better than no money, which was what it was
going to get when the bets were placed through Betfair
in Tasmania.
We are also in a position with this piece of legislation
where the government was looking at changes to the
Prostitution Control Act and how old warrants can be
issued to somebody who may be — how should I put it
delicately? — performing some act of prostitution in a
motor vehicle. The heading to new section 61NA of the
act, which is inserted by clause 30, says:
Details of warrant to be given to a person in charge of vehicle

I would like to talk about a couple of these issues. One
relates to the bill making it easier for interstate
bookmakers to get involved with betting in Victoria.
They may be bookies from any other state or
territory — and the Northern Territory seems to have a
lot of bookies. There are even a number of bookies in
Vanuatu who can take bets here. All this can be done
on the internet.
I was once responsible for looking after the gaming side
of things. I remember Betfair coming to Victoria and
saying it would like to be able to take bets in Victoria.
This government pooh-poohed it and said, ‘No, we are
not interested in Betfair being involved because it
allows people to be able to bet on losers and not on
winners. It is not the sort of thing we would like to see
happening here in the state of Victoria’. Betfair then
spoke to a lot of people in other states around Australia.
It then set up in Tasmania, one of our smaller states,
and probably from a racing point of view also one of
the smallest states. It was able to set up there and put

It deals with the inspector notifying the person in
charge of a vehicle which is:
… located in a public place in respect of which a search
warrant is being executed, the inspector must —
(a) identify himself or herself to the person in charge
of the vehicle; and
(b) give to the person a copy of the warrant.

That is all very well, but then it goes on to say:
(2) If there is no person in charge of the vehicle located in a
public place in respect of which a search warrant is
being executed, the inspector must —
(a) identify himself or herself to a person (if any) on or
in the vehicle; and
(b) give to the person a copy of the warrant.”.

The bill says there is nobody in the vehicle, there is
nobody in charge of the vehicle, there is nobody in the
vehicle and nobody performing an act of prostitution in
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the vehicle. I wonder whether the policeman is going to
stand in front of the car and say, ‘I am Inspector
Bloggs. I am going to an issue a warrant to search this
car which has nobody in it. I cannot give the warrant to
anybody, so I will push it through the window slot. You
have to open up the car’. But there is nobody there to
open up the car. I wonder what this little bit in the
legislation is all about. There is nobody in the car, so
the police cannot do anything about it. It just seems
quite strange, but then again this government is quite
strange in the way it operates in a number of ways. This
is just another part of it.
The bill talks about different types of vehicles. A
vehicle can be almost anything that a warrant can be
put on. The police can take action against a vehicle. In
some pieces of legislation a vehicle can be almost
anything — a car, truck, caravan, campervan, trailer,
boat or vessel — but this piece of legislation, as in a lot
of legislation, is not definitive in identifying what a
vehicle is. I know during his contribution on this
legislation, the member for Box Hill argued strongly
that the Attorney-General should be clear in setting out
a description of a vehicle and should go through other
pieces of legislation to ensure that a vehicle is shown as
being the same thing in each piece of legislation.
One may think the Attorney-General thinks he is very
good. He looks for all these things that do and do not
work properly. He thinks he is pretty smart, but he is
not really as smart as he wants to be. He has allowed
this to go through, because he is the minister
responsible for this. One would hope that maybe there
are people in this house who have some feeling for the
Attorney-General. I have feelings for him, but probably
not in the same way that members on the other side of
the house feel about him. They may have a quiet
whisper in his ear and get him to sort this out, because
there is quite a deal of legislation that allows for
loopholes in our laws to be abused because the
Attorney-General has just not been on the ball enough.
I worry a little bit about that because he is also the
Deputy Premier of this state.
We have to be careful. I will briefly — I only have
1 minute and 34 seconds to go — like to say I think it is
important that this legislation does not require interstate
bookies — and this legislation allows them to take bets
across Victoria — to comply with the responsible
gambling code of conduct that is required for Victorian
bookmakers. That is a bit of a worry as well, because
we know there are problem gamblers. You do not just
have to put money into poker machines to be a problem
gambler, you can also bet more money than you should
at the races, you can put more money on a casino table
and you can spend more money in lotto if you are silly
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enough to do it. But the fact is that everybody should be
playing by the same rules.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr K. SMITH — Responsible gambling is
something that each of us, including the member for
Melton, should understand is an important issue in our
community. Problem gambling is an issue we should be
doing more about.
I cannot give this government any credit at all because
it has not been responsive to problem gambling in this
state. It has been reaping the benefits from poor souls
who put their money into any form of gambling, but it
has not been able to take enough thought, care or
energy to bring in legislation to give some protection to
these problem gamblers. They need protection from
themselves for the way that they are. It is important that
this government looks at this legislation and makes
some changes.
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — I rise in support of the
Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2009. This bill
does a number of things but I will speak about the three
main provisions. The bill amends commonly used
search warrant powers, repeals provisions in the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to enable the
Koori Court to continue its operations and removes the
current restrictions on advertising in Victoria by
wagering service providers located in other states or
territories of Australia.
I will focus particularly on part 2 of the bill, which
addresses an existing limitation whereby a vehicle can
only be searched if it is located at a specific place or the
specific house named in the warrant. This amendment
allows a specified vehicle to be searched under warrant
in any public place where it may be found.
It also addresses practical limitations in the current
power to execute warrants under section 81 of the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981.
Currently that section empowers only the police
member specified in the warrant to execute it. There
can be all manner of reasons why a police officer may
not be available at that moment in time to reinforce that
warrant. They might be on sick leave or otherwise
occupied. This change will enable any police member
to execute the warrant similarly to the way other
commonly used warrant powers are exercised.
This is an important bill which continues the reform of
the justice system to which this government is
committed, and I commend the bill to the house.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ADJOURNMENT
1250

ASSEMBLY

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

Gas: Mount Macedon supply
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I raise with the Minister
for Energy and Resources the inconsistent charges
being imposed on residents in country towns who seek
to have natural gas connected to their homes. I ask the
minister to take action to ensure a fair and consistent
policy and to seek refunds on behalf of residents who
have been unfairly charged.
In October last year I raised the case of Mr Peter
Crowhurst of Mount Macedon, who originally sought
to have a gas mains extension installed for 45 local
residents. He collected signatures from virtually all of
those residents. He was then quoted $161 036.70 for the
project and asked to sign the quotation acceptance and
collect the required amount within 30 days. This was
virtually impossible and Mr Crowhurst had to scale
back the project. Eventually he was able to arrange
through AGL and SP AusNet for 12 residents to have
gas connected for a total cost of $6127, or $510.59 per
connection.
Mr Crowhurst was subsequently amazed to learn that
just a short time later the gas main was extended to
connect four adjoining residents at no cost at all to
those residents. Then the main was further extended to
connect an additional 22 residents, again at no cost to
those residents.
Overall, of the 45 local residents living in Mount
Macedon Road, Brougham Road and Clarke Street
whom Mr Crowhurst originally approached, 34 now
have natural gas connected, 12 at a cost of $510.59 per
resident and 22 at no cost, compared to the more than
$3500 per resident they were originally quoted, while a
further 11 residents still do not have natural gas at all.
Residents were initially told they would have to pay
over $161 000 for 2320 metres of gas main, yet the
neighbourhood ended up with 1725 metres of gas main
for $6127, but paid for by only 12 of 34 neighbours. To
add insult to injury, several of the 12 residents who paid
up-front were subsequently sent invoices from AGL
demanding payment of the amounts they had already
paid, and one resident was actually sent a formal letter
of demand. It took Mr Crowhurst many hours on the
phone to AGL to have those invoices reversed.
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Mr Crowhurst has also found out that around
100 residents in another group of streets to the west of
his home, ranging from Childers Road to where
Waterfalls Road meets Honour Avenue, have had
natural gas connected at no cost, whereas a further
12 properties along Honour Avenue itself were required
to pay $6490, or $540.83 per property.
As Mr Crowhurst has written to me, subsequent events
make the original quote of over $161 000 a complete
and utter joke. Indeed it makes the whole process of
trying to get natural gas connected under Labor’s policy
a grossly unfair lottery.
I ask the minister to remedy the situation by properly
honouring the government’s promise to install natural
gas in country towns; if residents are required to pay, by
ensuring there is a much fairer basis for quotation and a
simpler mechanism for residents to commit to
installation; and last but not least, by arranging refunds
to Mr Crowhurst and his 11 neighbours of the amounts
they have been forced to pay for their connections when
their neighbours who connected subsequently have
received their connections at no cost.
Labor promised to bring natural gas to towns across
Victoria, but this experience shows the reality has been
vastly different.

Energy: customer transfers
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources. The
specific action I seek is for the minister to raise the
matter which I will outline with the specific energy
retailer, seeking assurances that it receive fully
informed consent before transferring energy customers
to its company and that it complies with the relevant
codes of practice.
I have received representations from a constituent in
my electorate concerning his elderly parents who are
both in their 80s and live in Coburg. The parents
received a final bill and termination notice, including an
early termination fee of over $60, from their existing
energy supplier, but they could not understand why
they were receiving a termination bill because they did
not believe they had actually terminated the contract
with the previous energy supplier.
My constituent, the son of these elderly people,
contacted AGL, which was their existing energy
company and then also the office of the Victorian
energy and water ombudsman, which was able to
explain that Neighbourhood Energy, an energy retailer,
had taken over this energy account. On contacting
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Neighbourhood Energy, AGL found that the company
had phoned the elderly parents and received verbal
agreement to switch energy retailers. The elderly
parents vaguely recalled speaking to someone but could
not recall agreeing to change energy suppliers. The
outcome was that the energy supplier was transferred
back to their original company, AGL.

discussed earlier were a greenfield site, relocating to the
present secondary college site or doing nothing and
applying for Building Futures funding. Previously the
schools decided to go to the new greenfield site and
were told, ‘You design it, we will build it’. Now, with
the disappointing news from the department, they have
to make a very quick decision.

It does highlight an issue of concern where elderly
people or people who for various reasons might not be
able to make a decision on the spot on the phone may
be targeted by companies that are seeking to pressure
people into changing energy retailers. I think it is
important that the minister ensure that energy retailers
obtain full informed consent when they are phone
canvassing, and that their behaviour is completely
ethical.

The issue has divided the community; it is a hot topic in
the town. The minister and her staff must help to repair
this division. We know that the department has tight
deadlines, but the schools have agreed in principle to go
to the secondary school site and to allow an architect to
design what will be provided at the site. They need to
look at not only classrooms but also recreation
facilities, a playground and staff rooms et cetera.
Importantly the application has to be in by 1 June.
Again I call on the minister to assist members of this
community with information in writing to help them
make the best informed decision possible.

Schools: Rainbow
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education. The
minister, who I spoke to briefly about this matter today,
is well informed. The action I request on behalf of the
Rainbow and district community is that the minister
and her staff work with and provide the Rainbow
community with information in writing about what
facilities will be provided if a combined K–12 school
were to be developed for the Rainbow community.
The background to this issue is that two years ago
participants in a community opportunity workshop,
which was state government sanctioned, voted
overwhelmingly in favour of the development of sports
and recreation facilities incorporating education
facilities at the recreation reserve in Rainbow.
Seventy-five per cent of the community voted at that
meeting in support of this combined facility to be
located at a greenfield site at the Rainbow recreation
reserve. By way of a little bit more background, the
primary school has about 60 students and the secondary
college at this stage has about 70 students, and is
therefore one of the smallest secondary schools in my
electorate. Again I highlight the fact that two years ago
the schools started working together very diligently to
develop applications for funding to do a feasibility
study to progress this matter. They have been working
very hard on this project.
However, only last week the education department
came forward with a change of plan. Because of the
new federal government Building the Education
Revolution funding program it needed to look at the
options again. The two options that were put forward at
this stage involved going to the secondary school site or
doing nothing. The three options that had been

Bushfires: school memorial plaque
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I also raise a
matter for the Minister for Education. I ask the minister
whether she can arrange for a memorial to
commemorate the Victoria School in
Villers-Bretonneux to be established at one of the
schools that is being rebuilt following the Victorian
bushfires. As members will know, Victoria is fondly
remembered in Villers-Bretonneux. There is a Rue de
Melbourne and a Victoria School. I remind members of
the plaque on the Victoria School, which says:
This school building is the gift of the school children of
Victoria, Australia to the children of Villers-Bretonneux as a
proof of their love and goodwill towards France. Twelve
hundred Australian soldiers, the fathers and brothers of these
children, gave their lives in the heroic recapture of this town
from the invader on 24 April 1918 and are buried near this
spot. May the memory of great sacrifices in a common cause
keep France and Australia together forever in bonds of
friendship and mutual esteem.

The children and the families of the Victoria School
community in Villers-Bretonneux heard about the
bushfires in our Victoria and as a result of that held a
concert and raised over €4000, which is a fairly
significant amount for such a small township. They are
sending those funds to the state government for the
education department to assist in the rebuilding of our
schools. I think that is an extremely nice gesture by the
school community in what is in fact a very small
village. It seems to me appropriate that in exchange for
the esteem that they have shown us in the years since
World War I, we should have a memorial plaque of
some nature to acknowledge their gift to a school that is
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being rebuilt in Victoria. I will leave that issue with the
minister, and I look forward to a positive outcome.

not advise me when any investigation or survey would
be conducted.

Waverley Road, East Malvern: traffic
management

As the local member for Malvern and someone who
has his office in the area concerned, I can attest to the
danger that local residents, particularly children and the
elderly, face on a daily basis around the village. My
community has been extremely patient with VicRoads
and the minister. We asked politely for our concerns to
be addressed, and we were given assurances they would
be. However, one year on those assurances have turned
out to be hollow words and nothing more. Does the
minister need to see a multiple fatality before he acts?
Surely it need not come to this.

Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports. For
almost a year now the minister and VicRoads have
been contemplating calls for road safety measures to be
introduced around the Malvern East terminus shopping
strip in Waverley Road. Twelve months on, despite
promises by VicRoads and the minister’s own chief of
staff, nothing has been delivered.
Early in 2008 I received a number of complaints to my
office about dangerous speed levels in and around the
Malvern East terminus village. I then conducted a
survey of local traders on the issue. Ninety-one per cent
of respondents supported a reduction from
60 kilometres per hour to 40 kilometres per hour in the
speed limit in the vicinity of the village during business
hours. The proposal also received the support of
Stonnington council. In addition, the lack of safe
pedestrian crossing facilities further up Waverley Road
was raised by local traders and residents.
My office contacted VicRoads on 19 May 2008 to
request that action be taken. On 1 June I received a
letter from Mr Ted Vincent, executive director, regional
services, VicRoads. It states:
VicRoads will investigate reducing the speed limit from
60 kilometres per hour to 40 kilometres per hour on Waverley
Road near the intersection of Darling Road. You will be
advised of the outcome of this investigation in July 2008.

Having had no further response, I wrote to the minister
on 15 August seeking his intervention. In that letter I
noted, among other things, that two primary schools, a
school for children with behavioural disorders and two
senior citizens facilities are all within close proximity to
the village. By letter dated 15 September 2008 the
minister’s chief of staff wrote to me on behalf of the
minister. The letter states:
A 40-kilometres-per-hour strip shopping speed zone may be
considered for the section of Waverley Road, between
Douglas Street and Darling Road …

The letter goes on to promise that:
VicRoads will conduct a survey of pedestrian numbers in the
vicinity of the terminus village to determine whether the site
meets the criteria for consideration of pedestrian operated
signals.

In March 2009 I was dismayed to learn that in fact no
survey had been conducted and that VicRoads could

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I ask the member to come to his request for
action.
Mr O’BRIEN — Therefore I ask the minister to
immediately take action to improve road safety in the
vicinity of the Malvern East terminus village by
reducing the speed limit to 40 kilometres per hour
during business hours and by introducing
pedestrian-operated signals.

Victoria University: boatbuilding program
Mr NOONAN (Williamstown) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change in another place. The action I seek
from the minister is that he take action to support the
establishment of a new boatbuilding TAFE campus at
the former Port of Melbourne Authority (PMA) site in
Williamstown. The site has more recently been known
locally as Seaworks. The site is vested in Parks Victoria
as committee of management under the Crown Lands
(Reserves) Act. Parks Victoria is also waterway
manager under the Marine Act and port manager under
the Port Services Act. As the committee of
management, Parks Victoria has the responsibility for
managing and maintaining the premises.
I can inform the minister that discussions have been
ongoing between Victoria University, which currently
operates boatbuilding courses in Newport, and Parks
Victoria regarding a potential move. The minister will
also be aware that a couple of years ago a prominent
group of community leaders with affiliations to
Williamstown was established to consider the future of
the old PMA site. This group was formally registered in
2006 as a non-profit organisation called the Seaworks
Foundation. The Seaworks Foundation, which is led by
prominent Williamstown resident Ray Horsburgh, has
done a mountain of work to create a vision for this
outstanding site. Succinctly put, that vision is about
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creating a place that opens up the history of Victoria
and Williamstown from a uniquely maritime
perspective.
Transforming visions into reality is always challenging,
but Parks Victoria has been in the process of
developing a master plan for the site and is using the
Seaworks vision as the foundation for its work. The
idea of having Victoria’s only TAFE-based
boatbuilding centre as part of the site’s future has been
warmly endorsed by the foundation. As part of its
boatbuilding program the university currently conducts
courses for certificate II in engineering, a boatbuilding
pre-apprenticeship and certificate III in marine craft
construction.
All in all, between 55 and 60 students are enrolled in
the various courses offered by the university. These
students are drawn from all parts of Melbourne and
Victoria, including some from Gippsland, the
Mornington Peninsula, Geelong and the Bellarine
Peninsula. I am advised that in addition a couple of
students from Tasmania make the journey across Bass
Strait to participate in the university’s training. The
university also offers an incredibly popular advanced
boatbuilding class on a Tuesday night, which is always
heavily oversubscribed.
I recently visited the Newport campus, which will be
known to you, Acting Speaker, to view its facilities
firsthand and to meet the students and teachers. I was
very much impressed with what I encountered, but
noted the obvious missing link in the training
experience, being simple access to a waterfront location
where students could test their vessels. On that basis I
seek the minister’s support and ask that he take action
to assist with the establishment of a new boatbuilding
TAFE at the old PMA site in Williamstown.

Bushfires: Murrindindi shire
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — My issue is for the
Premier. I request that he ensures all available measures
are used to enable the recovery of fire-affected people
and communities in the Murrindindi shire. By way of
background, there has been an enormous impact on the
Murrindindi shire by the February 2009 fires, including
106 deaths; 40 per cent of the shire area burnt; 75 shops
and businesses destroyed; 1225, or 20 per cent, of the
homes destroyed, of which around 30 per cent were not
insured; 3500 kilometres of fencing destroyed; and a
massive impact on rate revenue.
The cost of tidying up local roads alone is going to be
in the order of $7 million. Some 600 planning
approvals will be required for building or rebuilding, as
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will 1150 home and commercial building approvals.
There is a massive need for money, particularly for staff
salaries, to cope with these recovery processes. We are
talking about $2 million a year for at least the next two
years. We are also talking about money to replace lost
rate revenue. There is also a need for the Premier and
the government to show public support for local
government.
Local government in the Murrindindi shire has copped
a fair bit of criticism locally about the way the issue has
been handled. I think people do not appreciate the
enormity of the task and that three of the councillors
have been subjected to extreme emotional stress and
trauma through their personal involvement and their
community’s involvement in the fires. Perhaps people
are not aware that the CEO (chief executive officer),
who has focused his attentions on helping the local
community recover, has had to grapple with his own
property up in the Yackandandah area being reduced to
ashes. The staff of the Murrindindi shire have worked
extremely hard under very difficult conditions. I would
hate to think that there is anything sinister in the
Murrindindi shire having been allowed to wear the
brunt of the criticism for acts that are often not of the
shire’s making.
My request is that the Premier make a commitment
sooner rather than later — in fact, immediately — for at
least $4 million of extra funding to the Murrindindi
Shire Council to meet immediate human resources
needs and to come out and publicly declare his absolute
support for the local people and, in conjunction with the
state recovery authorities, to put in place the best
mechanisms for achieving a recovery and a
rejuvenation of the Murrindindi shire and its
communities, which have been devastated as a result of
these fires. I ask the Premier to act immediately on this
very important issue.

Skilled Stadium: redevelopment
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. The matter relates to the ongoing
redevelopment of Skilled Stadium in my electorate of
Geelong, which of course is the home of the Geelong
Football Club.
As members would be aware, the Geelong Football
Club is not only the best Australian Rules Football side
in this country but, more importantly, contributes
enormously to the economy of the Geelong community.
Hence it is absolutely vital that the Geelong Football
Club continues to thrive as a club and does so at its
home at Skilled Stadium, Geelong. Currently, thanks to
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the $6 million contribution from the state government,
the old Ross Drew Stand is being rebuilt as a
state-of-the-art stand and gymnasium.
The action I seek is for the minister to come to Geelong
and inspect the works and to reiterate this government’s
commitment to keeping Geelong Football Club in
Geelong through such projects. Labor governments
have had a long, proud and strong relationship with the
Geelong Football Club. During the Cain government it
was the then minister for sport who delivered
$1 million for the construction of what is now known as
the Charles Brownlow Stand, which is situated on the
members wing of the ground. It was the first stand built
to commence the refurbishment of the ground as we
know it today — and the minister was not a bad bloke, I
must say!
One then has to skip forward a decade or more, to 2005,
when the then Bracks government provided
$13.5 million for the new Reg Hickey Stand, which
was opened in May that year. It is a magnificent stand
that takes up the outer wing and is also home to the
community group Leisure Networks. The Reg Hickey
Stand also played host to the headquarters of this year’s
Australian Masters Games.
As I said, it is vital for the community of Geelong that
Geelong Football Club remains entrenched at Kardinia
Park. As you are aware, Acting Speaker, the Geelong
Football Club is not only a major contributor to the
Geelong economy year in, year out but is also
Geelong’s main vehicle for promoting the region, not
only to the rest of Australia but also as a place to be or a
place to visit for people from across the world.
The club is very much an integral part of the fabric of
the Geelong community. It is accurate to say that
productivity in the town ebbs and flows on a Monday
depending on the result of the Cats’ performance on the
previous weekend. It is important that the new Ross
Drew Stand is completed. Doing so will see the
ground’s capacity reach 30 000 people. I was very
pleased that the state government pledged the
$6 million to the total cost of $30 million. This is an
important construction project, and it will also create
jobs. I look forward to the minister visiting the ground
and to his ongoing commitment to the Australian
Football League and the Geelong Football Club in
Victoria.

Princes Freeway–Sand Road, Longwarry:
upgrade
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports.
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The action I seek is for the minister to review the time
lines for the construction of a freeway overpass at the
Sand Road intersection with the Princes Freeway at
Longwarry.
This intersection was identified by the Baw Baw shire
in 1998 as being in serious need of an upgrade. In
response to a request by the Baw Baw shire to
VicRoads manager for eastern Victoria, Norm Butler,
to revise the priority for the construction of this
interchange, Mr Butler made these comments:
The construction of an interchange at Sand Road is part of the
route 1, route 620, Princes Highway East strategy released by
the Minister for Roads and Ports at Moe on 26 November
1997. In this strategy the Sand Road interchange works were
programmed with an indicative timing of 2004 to 2007. It
should be noted that this is an indicative program and that the
dates could vary depending on availability of funding. The
order that works are carried out are, however, unlikely to vary
significantly.

We have just had the 2009–10 budget delivered and
there is still no funding for the Sand Road intersection.
Since the late 1990s the population of West Gippsland
has increased by almost 20 per cent. Visitor numbers to
the area have also increased enormously as the fantastic
tourism opportunities available in Gippsland have
become very popular. Additionally, more than 15 per
cent of the working population of Baw Baw shire
commute to Melbourne or the eastern suburbs to work,
many of them by road, especially since the opening of
the Pakenham and Hallam bypasses.
In 2007 the BP service centres on the east and
westbound sides of the freeway at Sand Road were
opened. All these increases in traffic and activity at the
Sand Road intersection have increased the potential for
a serious accident or fatality to occur. Sadly, lives were
lost at this intersection even before the significant
increase in traffic movement we have seen in recent
times. At the moment plans are being considered by
Baw Baw shire for the development of an industrial
park in Longwarry, which will increase the volume of
large vehicle traffic using Sand Road to access the
Princes Freeway. In recent times there have been
accidents occurring on a weekly basis at this
intersection.
In the state budget delivered yesterday debt is forecast
to reach $31 billion by 2013. One of the excuses of the
Brumby government for not doing things has been the
need to invest in infrastructure projects to stimulate
economic activity. Almost all the projects announced
will deliver improved services to metropolitan
Melbourne. Without any significant improvement in
country infrastructure, country Victorians will share in
the debt burden that their children will have to inherit.
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I call on the Minister for Roads and Ports to take the
opportunity to deliver the Sand Road intersection
upgrade in the interests of the safety of residents and
visitors in the Narracan electorate and balance the
inequity in spending between country and city-based
Victorians forecast in this year’s budget.

Energy: alternative generation
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — My request
tonight is for the Minister for Energy and Resources. I
ask that he direct his department to do some further
research into and analysis of the possible greater use of
microcogeneration and trigeneration.
I recently had a discussion with Robert Veerman, who
is a local engineer. He was actually involved in
designing and developing the solar power facility in
Mildura, and he also lectures on renewable energy at
Box Hill Institute. He had read about my views on the
very high cost and relative inefficiency of solar panels
as a means of producing electricity. We had a
discussion about microcogeneration and trigeneration.
Some of the points that he raised included that
microcogeneration or trigeneration systems are very
efficient at about 80 to 90 per cent — that is, nearly two
and a half times as efficient as the central gas plant at
Newport. It is a mature technology and there has been
over 100 years experience in industrial applications. It
is cheaper and cleaner and can be independent.
Provided the gas is on, it can mitigate against blackouts.
Tri or cogeneration can actually provide electrical
power, hot water and heating — and also cooling, if
necessary. It can be adjusted to many situations. For
example, a unit which can serve a block of four to six
flats can be about one-tenth the size of a car engine.
That is actually very small and can obviously operate
very effectively in urban areas. It can have broad
application in institutions, multiple dwellings, hotels et
cetera operating on the existing natural gas reticulation
system. It can obviate the reliance on coal-fired plants,
reduce CO2 emissions and balance solar and wind
fluctuations into the grid, and it is compatible with
feed-in tariffs and smart-metering arrangements.
Furthermore, engines can be manufactured by the
motor car industry, while alternators and compressors
can be made by the motor accessory industry. There are
some small manufacturers, perhaps in Adelaide, who
may benefit, but it is also something that could actually
promote green jobs. It is cheaper than rooftop solar
panels and saves more CO2. I ask the minister to get his
department to do some more research and look at the
possible application of this form of alternative
technology.
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Responses
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Ten honourable members
have raised matters for four ministers. I will refer those
matters to the relevant ministers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 10.28 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Jenny Lindell) took the chair
at 9.36 a.m. and read the prayer.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill for an act to
amend the Duties Act 2000 and other acts and for
other purposes.
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property and to failed instruments. The bill will also provide
that a policy of life insurance that is a first home saver
account is exempt from life insurance duty.
Furthermore, the bill will amend the first home owner grant
(FHOG) and first home bonus (bonus) to include a cap on the
value of homes which qualify for the FHOG of $600 000.
The bonus, which is due to expire on 30 June 2009, will be
extended to contracts signed on or before 30 June 2010. The
current cap on the value of homes eligible to receive the
bonus will be increased from $500 000 to $600 000 from
1 July 2009.
The amount of bonus payments will change to $2000 for the
purchase of established homes, to $11 000 for new homes
purchased in Melbourne and to $15 500 for new homes
purchased in regional Victoria.

Read first time.

In addition, the bill clarifies that certain acts and regulations
apply to matters that continue to apply under the Land Tax
Act 1958 and are taken always to have so applied.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:

Human rights issues
1.

That this bill be read a second time immediately.

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

I advise the house that the other parties and the
Independent member have been provided with copies
of the bill and that they were offered a briefing
yesterday. They did not want to have the briefing
yesterday, and they will be given a briefing in the
normal course of events as requested by them pursuant
to standing order 61(2).

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.

Motion agreed to.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise a
human rights issue.

Statement of compatibility
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:

2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion

Tim Holding, MP
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission

Second reading

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities (the charter), I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the State Taxation Acts
Amendment Bill 2009.

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:

In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2009, 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.

On 5 May 2009 the government handed down its
2009–10 budget. This budget continues the legacy of
prudent fiscal management coupled with fair and
sensible taxation reform established in prior budgets.

Overview of bill
The purpose of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2009
is to amend the Duties Act 2000 (the Duties Act), First Home
Owner Grant Act 2000 (FHOG act) and the Land Tax Act
2005 (the LTA).
In particular the bill will clarify the scope of the exemption
from duty in relation to deceased estates, clarify the
circumstances in which the family farm exemption from duty
is to apply and clarify the operation of certain provisions in
relation to the consideration for the transfer of dutiable

That this bill be now read a second time.

As part of this, the government will continue to provide
financial assistance to first home buyers. The first home
bonus was introduced as part of the 2004–05 budget
and has given a significant helping hand to Victorian
first home buyers affected by buoyant property prices.
It is due to expire on 30 June 2009, but this government
has decided to extend it to cover contracts entered into
on or after 1 July 2009 and on or before 30 June 2010.
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To ensure that the bonus is targeted at those who need it
most, the government has increased the bonus
eligibility property value cap to $600 000 (up from
$500 000). This measure will assist an additional
1500 first home buyers.
As part of this initiative, the government has decided to
cap the first home owner grant to properties not
exceeding $600 000. The median house price in
Victoria is currently around $320 000, so this threshold
is well below that figure. Additionally, the savings
arising from this can be used to provide higher
assistance and target the bonus to those who need it
most. As such, 38 000 first home buyers are expected to
benefit from the bonus in 2009–10.
These changes will continue to assist first home buyers
with an $11 000 bonus for the purchase of a new home
in Melbourne, $15 500 for a new home in regional
Victoria, and a $2000 bonus for established home
purchases. This assistance is being targeted particularly
at new homes in both metropolitan Melbourne and
regional areas as this will also assist in stimulating
home construction during the current economic
downturn.
These bonuses are additional to the current $7000 first
home owner grant and have the same eligibility criteria
as the grant. They bring the total Victorian grants
available to Victorian first home buyers to $9000 for
the purchase of an established home, $18 000 for new
home purchases in Melbourne and $22 500 for new
home purchases in regional Victoria. This package of
first home buyer assistance represents a targeted
approach to newly constructed homes and builds on the
success of the regional first home bonus introduced in
the 2008 budget.
This bill also enacts a package of measures in relation
to the Duties Act 2000. One such measure is the
exemption from stamp duty for a transfer of primary
production land between relatives. The underlying
policy rationale for this exemption is to support the
intergenerational transfer of farming properties, thereby
encouraging people to remain in rural areas and
assisting the economic welfare of these regions. As
such, one of the integral elements of the exemption is
the relationship between the transferee and the
transferor of the land — there must be a ‘family link’ to
receive the exemption. This has been a longstanding
requirement. However, a recent Supreme Court
decision has meant the exemption has, potentially, a
broader application than was originally intended.
Accordingly the amendment is intended to ensure the
exemption applies in accordance with its original
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purposes, provides clarity on its application and reduces
the potential for duty avoidance arrangements.
Similarly the bill seeks to clarify the exemption
available for transfers of property from deceased estates
made in satisfaction of beneficiary entitlements under a
will or arising from intestacy and makes a minor
amendment to the off-the-plan concessions by
removing a redundant reference. The wording of the
exemption for deceased estates has caused some
difficulties in implementing it in accordance with the
policy intent. The State Revenue Office has attempted
to address this issue administratively, but it is clearly
preferable to put these matters beyond doubt, and this
amendment will achieve that certainty.
The Brumby government is extremely mindful of the
ongoing need for water efficiency. Consequently it
intends to exempt from stamp duty acquisitions of
property by any joint government enterprise that
acquires the property for the purposes of water
efficiency. This could include, for example, a
transaction that will enable investment in on-farm
irrigation infrastructure that will both save water and
maintain the viability of property as irrigated farmland.
In some cases this investment may replace inefficient
infrastructure duplicated across more than one existing
farm with a single, more efficient irrigation system that
saves water without reducing the amount of land under
irrigation. This amendment reflects the Victorian
government’s cooperative approach to federal and other
multigovernment projects.
With this cooperative approach in mind, the bill also
introduces a new exemption from life insurance duty
for first home saver accounts. These accounts are a
commonwealth-introduced initiative aimed at
encouraging Australians to save for and purchase their
first home. A first home saver account offered by a
registered life insurance company constitutes a life
policy for insurance duty purposes and thus attracts
duty. Provided this exemption supports the Victorian
and commonwealth governments’ objective of assisting
aspiring first home buyers and ensures registered life
insurers that provide this product are not at a
competitive disadvantage.
The Duties Act contains a general ‘failed instruments’
provision which enables a duty assessment to be
‘reassessed’ where a transaction collapses due to an
instrument failing, for example if a court determines
that documents giving effect to a transaction are invalid
or void, or where there is a genuine mistake in
documents so that the transaction cannot proceed as
intended. This bill modernises certain references in that
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provision to bring them into alignment with the rest of
the Duties Act.
Additionally, the failed instrument provision is
increasingly being challenged as to its scope. It is being
relied on to withdraw transfers of property after a
dutiable transaction has occurred. The scenarios
presented generally involve a deliberate act by parties
to rescind a transfer. They are not characteristic of an
unexpected event that jeopardises the instrument and/or
cancels the transaction. Further, there are no mistakes in
the instruments themselves such that they fail to operate
as intended; rather it is the parties’ intentions that have
changed. The failed instruments provision was not
designed to apply where parties to an already
completed transaction seek to vary what has occurred,
and it is being amended to reflect that policy.
A consequential amendment to the Land Tax Act 2005
is necessary. This is to ensure that any matters arising
under the Land Tax Act 1958 continue to be dealt with
by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
using the simpler procedures it uses for all other state
taxation matters referred to it.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.

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
72 to 75, 155 to 157 and 206 to 213 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.
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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) (58 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:
Desalination is an energy intensive and unnecessarily
costly means of addressing water shortages. Any
renewable energy offsets need first to be directed to
reducing the impact of current levels of energy use.
The construction of the plant poses potential risks to
marine and marine park environments. Aboriginal
heritage sites are also at risk. Detailed environmental
effects studies have not been undertaken.
Inappropriate siting of the plant has potential detrimental
effects on coastal space, with the likelihood of
destroying the very values which attract visitors and
residents to Bass Coast.
The development is at conflict with state and local
government policies, especially marine protection,
Victorian coastal strategy, Victorian coastal spaces study
and Bass Coast strategic coastal framework.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria directs immediate consultation between
government and the local community’s representative
committee to address the issues as listed above.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (71 signatures).

Water: desalination plant
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

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

We the undersigned citizens of Victoria are totally opposed to
the proposed desalination plant on the following grounds:
There has been no adequate explanation by the
government why its pre-election platform opposing
desalination in favour of recycling has been reversed.
Premier Bracks, 13 November 2006: ‘ … on
desalination, the energy generation is enormous, the
intrusion on the community is enormous, it’s
extraordinarily expensive … and what a hoax it is.
Recycling and conservation will secure Melbourne’s
water supply.’

PETITIONS
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Desalination conflicts with the overriding imperative of
climate change. Any renewable energy credits or offsets
need to first be directed to reducing the impact of
increasing energy use, and production of CO2.
A huge desalination plant on the Bass Coast conflicts
with state and local government planning policies,
especially marine protection, Victorian coastal strategy,
and Bass Coast strategic coastal framework.
The government proposal to construct and operate the
plant as a public-private partnership creates conflict with
the public interest. It will impede introduction of
sustainable water supply technology and infrastructure,
and the operation of a desalination plant only as a last
resort.

By Mr K. SMITH (Bass) (38 signatures).

Electricity: Gippsland powerline

Thursday, 7 May 2009

government to provide a urology unit at Frankston Hospital as
a matter of priority.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (58 signatures).

Gas: Hastings electorate supply
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We the undersigned citizens of Victoria draw to the attention
of the house, strong community support for the connection of
natural gas to the coastal villages of Cannons Creek, Blind
Bight, Warneet and Tooradin.
We, the undersigned concerned citizens of Victoria therefore
ask the Legislative Assembly of Victoria to request the
Victorian government to fast-track natural gas connections to
the coastal villages.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (4 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the people of Victoria and particularly those
landowners, occupiers and residents within the corridor of the
proposed high voltage line from Tynong to Wonthaggi and
who collectively draw to the attention of the house the gross
imposition upon them of the implementation of the subject
proposal and its appalling consequences in many forms if it
were to proceed.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls upon the government to abandon
the proposal.

By Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) (29 signatures).

Rail: Stony Point line

Police: Red Cliffs
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents of Red Cliffs and surrounding
communities in Victoria draws to the attention of the house
the need to increase police presence in our district.
The petitioners register their dismay after a weekend of
vandalism with damage estimated to be in excess of $60 000
to the local bowling club and private and public property.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take action to increase staff levels at the
Red Cliffs police station as a proactive step in ensuring that
this criminal activity is not repeated.

By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (27 signatures).

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

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (109 signatures).

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

Rail: Mildura line
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the citizens of the region known as Sunraysia,
primarily in the state of Victoria but including cross-border
citizens of New South Wales centred on the city of Mildura,
brings to the attention of the house the many promises to
return the Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, without
delivery.
The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative
Assembly to bring forward the reinstatement of the
Melbourne–Mildura passenger train, especially in view of:
1.

the many undelivered promises;

2.

the urgent need to promote public transport in a
global warming context;

3.

the pressing need to connect remote Mildura to
both Melbourne and the national rail network; and

4.

the geographic distance now requiring a rapid
service (very fast train) to be competitive.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
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By Mr CRISP (Mildura) (98 signatures).

Planning: Mariemont Avenue, Beaumaris
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Mariemont Avenue,
Beaumaris, draws to the attention of the house and also to the
Bayside City Council their objection to the proposal to
implement amendment C75 to the Bayside planning scheme
inter-war and post-war heritage controls in relation to
properties in their street.
We object to the proposed amendment for the following
reasons:
I.

II.

It is inequitable to adopt arbitrary and
discriminatory measures that would deprive a
property owner of freedom of action with respect
to their property other than to comply with relevant
building standards and valid regulations.
It is inequitable to adopt arbitrary measures that
would have the effect of prejudicing a designated
property’s market value. This amounts to
expropriation of property value without
compensation.

III. A ‘heritage’ scheme should concern itself only
with the preservation of distinct structures of high
public interest, not individual private dwellings of
little interest to the general public. These dwellings
are far from unique.
IV. The houses do not constitute a precinct as defined
in authoritative dictionaries. Nor are they even a
‘relatively cohesive streetscape’ as stated in the
notice. There are some 30 properties in Mariemont
Avenue, of which only 5 of the properties are
designated as ‘significant’ (less than 16 per cent).
The 5 are not adjoining. Nor are they a ‘row’.
V.

Several of the designated houses may have been
altered to the point where they are no longer
integral to their original design. It is an
exaggeration to describe all of the original
architects as ‘distinguished’.

VI. The proposed overlay will deprive the owners of
significant and contributory properties of a full
range of options for moving on as they and the
properties age. For affected property owners their
home is their castle and should not be subject to
gratuitous intrusions that devalue a major asset
acquired in good faith without knowledge or
forewarnings of these interventions.
VII. The artificial preservation of several of the houses
under reference will have the effect in time of
diminishing the standing and value of all housing
in the street as the significant and contributory
properties age.
In short, the proposed amendment is arbitrary, ill-conceived,
and deprives property owners of their rights.

The petitioners therefore request that the Brumby government
deletes all references to Mariemont Avenue and rejects plans
to implement inter-war and post-war heritage controls in the
Sandringham electorate other than for voluntary listings and
council-owned assets.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham)
(45 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Sandringham be considered next day
on motion of Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Bass be considered next day on motion
of Mr K. SMITH (Bass).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Mildura be considered next day on
motion of Mr CRISP (Mildura).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Financial and performance outcomes 2007–08
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) presented report,
together with minority report, extract from
proceedings and appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Political donations and disclosure
Mr O’BRIEN (Malvern) presented report, together
with appendices and transcripts of evidence.
Tabled.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
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MEMBERS STATEMENTS

E-petitions

Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College,
Bentleigh: musical soiree

Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) presented report, together
with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Adult Multicultural Education Services — Report 2008
Centre for Adult Education — Report 2008
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Certificate
under s 7
Ombudsman — Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001: Report
of an investigation into the alleged improper conduct of
councillors at Brimbank City Council — Ordered to be
printed
Outworkers (Improved Protection) Act 2003 — Review of
the Act under s 64.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services) — By leave, I move:
That Mr Robinson be discharged from attendance on the
Dispute Resolution Committee and that Mr Lupton be
appointed in his place.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 2 June
2009.

Motion agreed to.

Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — Recently I had the
pleasure of attending a musical soiree at Our Lady of
the Sacred Heart College in Bentleigh. The school has a
wonderful tradition in the performing arts. In recent
years it has produced 2061, A Space Idiocy and
Disney’s High School Musical on Stage, along with a
number of one-act plays. The school has also made the
grand final of the Rock Eisteddfod.
The musical soiree broke new ground for the school. It
featured solo performances from students in a wide
range of year levels as vocalists, on piano, violin, drums
and guitar, together with the junior choir and senior
school vocal ensemble. It was a most enjoyable
evening. Special congratulations are due to Georgina
Street, Gabby Bull, Jessica Christiansen, Aleksandra
Mazurek-Rybak, Andrea Toronyi, Naomi Kohler,
Elizabeth Bannon-Murray, Lauren Cracknell, Katya
Eskola, Megan Supple, Freya Cramp, Giselle Bailey,
Sarah Lawrence, Hannah Turner, Rebekah Toronyi,
Christina Cafasso, Miriana Dugosija and Jessica Austin
for their fine solo performances. The soiree was ably
compered by Natalie Abilmona, the school music
captain. The music teachers at Our Lady of the Sacred
Heart are to be congratulated for the hard work they
have done to extend the musical repertoire of the
students, which was so well showcased at the soiree.
I would also like to commend the hard work of the
school’s arts captains, Tasha Esteves as visual arts
captain, Laura Colaianni as drama captain —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
Mr HUDSON — and Natalie Abilmona as music
captain.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired! I remind members to look at the clock at the
front of the chamber.

Water: shower head exchange program
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — Members may recall that
Labor’s primary water policy for the 2006 election was
the shower head exchange program — no increase in
water supply but lots of shower heads! Now we are
seeing the politicisation of the water authorities. I have
documents put out by the members for South Barwon
and Prahran indicating that they will be attending water
authority shower head exchange days and that they will
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be available to exchange old shower heads. These
Labor members of Parliament are doing this across the
Melbourne metropolitan area.
However, worse still is that the member for Kororoit
spilt the beans in the house on 2 April when she said:
I had the pleasure of hosting a free water-efficient shower
head exchange day in my electorate office in the company of
the Minister for Water, my staff and staff from City West
Water.

We are now seeing staff of the water authorities doing
stunts in the electorate offices of Labor members of
Parliament. I might add that the member for Bentleigh
has put out a newsletter saying that shower heads can
be exchanged at his electorate office as well. The
member for Albert Park’s electorate office is listed as a
shower head exchange venue in the South East Water
document.
This is outrageous political involvement of the water
authorities with the ALP, and the Minister for Water
should intervene and not be involved in these stunts.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Werribee Football Club: facilities
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports) — I
rise to record my great pleasure at the turning on of the
new lights at the Werribee Tigers football club at
Chirnside Park. The Werribee Football Club received
$500 000 from last year’s state budget towards the
redevelopment. The upgrade was part of the Brumby
Labor government’s $10 million upgrade of local
Victorian Football League grounds. The partnership
with AFL Victoria and the Wyndham City Council to
upgrade the ground allows the Tigers to host night
matches. The upgrade includes ground lighting, new
shade structures and terrace seating. Chirnside Park is
used by many different local sporting clubs, and the
upgrade will significantly improve training and playing
facilities.
I watched the Tigers win by 54 points against the
Bendigo Bombers, and commendations go to Marty
Pask and Nathan Thompson, who starred on the night,
kicking six and four goals respectively. This has broken
my run of attendance at games the Tigers have lost, so
perhaps in future I will be able to attend with a little
more enthusiasm. Local Werribee singer Brooke
Addamo added her beautiful voice to the evening and
sang the national anthem without accompaniment.
The Werribee Football Club has recently announced a
partnership with beyondblue to help raise awareness of
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depression and ensure that the message gets out to the
broader community that it is an illness and there is help
out there. I would like to thank the Werribee Football
Club president, John Nicol, and general manager, Mark
Penaluna, for being active contributors to our
community and to the Tigers’ on-field success.

Rail: Swan Hill line
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I want to raise the
concerns of constituents who have come into my office
concerned about the V/Line 6.17 p.m. train from
Southern Cross station to Swan Hill. A range of issues
have been raised, and people are venting their
frustrations about them. The first is that the notice for
the departure platform is sometimes put up quite late,
which causes anxiety for people with mobility
problems in terms of getting to the platform in time to
catch the train. The other frustration is that when the
train is sitting at the platform but is running late,
passengers are not allowed on the train and are stuck
sitting on the platform in the cold or in the heat. But the
biggest frustration is the unreliability of the train
leaving on time. It is quite often late; the latest I have
had reported to me is the train arriving in Swan Hill at
1.45 in the morning, which is very late for Swan Hill
people but even later for those from Nyah, Robinvale
and Mildura, who catch the coach service that goes on
from Swan Hill and still have another 21⁄2 hours to
travel.
Patronage has increased on the train service. People like
the train service, but they are very frustrated with the
schedulers at V/Line, who are making the train late
quite often and disrupting people’s time.

Connor Grant
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate Connor Grant from the Seymour scouts for
organising a fundraiser for bushfire survivors on the last
Friday in April. Connor did a great deal of work,
including approaching me to be the MC at the event,
and he had great mentoring and support from his local
scout leaders and family. Connor arranged a really fun
trivia night that was professionally run. It had all the
elements — games, questions, PowerPoint
presentations, generous prizes donated by local
businesses, catering and a great deal of support from
local scouting families and community members who
came along to the event. Well done to Connor; it is
fantastic to see a young person putting himself forward
like that, and I am sure that he will be a great
contributor well into the future.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1264

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 7 May 2009

Ben Roarty

Aberfeldie Primary School: library

Mr HARDMAN — I would also like to thank and
congratulate former Melbourne Storm player Ben
Roarty, of Totally Fit in Wallan, who organised a fun
run for a bushfire appeal on Sunday 3 May at Hidden
Valley. It was great to see the fantastic effort made by
Ben and the many friends and family, Country Fire
Authority and community members pay off on the day,
with beautiful weather and around 250 entrants from
the local community and others areas of Victoria. Even
a Centrelink community recovery officer from Western
Australia and Dr Lachlan Fraser, from Marysville, who
was impacted by the fires, turned up to run in the
9-kilometre event. The event was very successful, with
fun runs for the kids and also for the adults.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — Aberfeldie
Primary School is one of the excellent state schools in
my electorate. The school tomorrow will be opening a
refurbished library, and I would like to congratulate the
school on the actions it has gone through to enable this
to occur — in particular the principal, Terese Healy, the
acting school council president, Jessica Margariti, and
the parents at the school. They have raised a significant
amount of money themselves for this project. That is
part of the history of great community involvement for
Aberfeldie Primary School since it started in September
1925.

Graffiti: Princes Park, Caulfield South
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I wish to raise an
issue of concern in my electorate — that is, the
appalling daubing of graffiti all over Princes Park,
which runs between Hawthorn Road and Bambra Road
in Caulfield South. I received an email from one of my
constituents on 27 April, and he wrote:
I’m deeply concerned about the ongoing public destruction —

to the park —
as well as to my own premises caused by very young gangs
of kids on Saturday nights.

I might add that these kids are not local residents. He
continues:
My wife rang the police three times on Saturday night
because of noisy kids gathering in the park to get drunk. I feel
the police are doing their best when dealing with 13-year-olds
but nevertheless the problem is still there. The damage from
Saturday night —

details of which he forwarded in a separate email —
… has been repeated three times in the last two weeks.

He asks if anything has been done. The separate email
showed graffiti on every single surface in the park —
on play equipment, seats, garbage bins, fences and even
the wall of a synagogue which abuts the park. The cost
to Glen Eira council, I am told, is somewhere in the
region of $200 000 a year. The council does its very
best in removing this graffiti as soon as it goes up, but
the police somehow seem powerless to do anything
about young children — 13 and 14 years of age —
collecting in the park at night, getting drunk and then
destroying the area.

It is of interest that the whole way through the school’s
history — and it is a very well-respected school in my
electorate — parents have been involved in significant
fundraising. As early as 1926 the men’s club provided
and built £300 worth of equipment for a craft room —
the first in a primary school in Victoria — and also
worked to buy extra land for the school. It is a great
school. Principal Terese Healy has been there for two
years now, and the school is going forward in leaps and
bounds. I would like to congratulate the school on a
great effort in raising this money to upgrade its library.
I look forward to further developments at Aberfeldie
Primary School, as it has also received a $2.5 million
grant in a recent federal-state funding round.

GriefLine: funding
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Doncaster) — The Brumby
government continues its approach of intimidating and
bullying small community organisations. For almost six
months GriefLine and its 132 trained volunteers have
been unsure whether they will have to close their doors
or will be funded to continue their valuable work.
Following pressure from the opposition and the media,
the Premier on 24 March said he had offered GriefLine
some further funding — it is funding, I think, of
$100 000. He went on to say he had:
… offered them that help on the basis they might consider
working as part of Lifeline in the future … I think that would
be a good outcome, but that is a matter for them …

However, more than six weeks after the Premier’s
3AW announcement, GriefLine has received no further
information from the government except for a random
call from the Department of Human Services to a
GriefLine board member implying that if the
amalgamation did not take place, then it would not get
the money.
The reality is that GriefLine and Lifeline offer two very
different services. Lifeline offers a crisis intervention
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and telephone referral service; GriefLine is a 24-hour
counselling service. Lifeline focuses largely on grief
and loss; GriefLine’s services also assist people with a
mental illness and people experiencing financial and
relationship problems. It now has a program for
Victorians who have become retrenched as a result of
the current economic downturn. These people are now
all at risk.
It is obvious that the Premier is continuing his
preference for spin over substance. Declining to
provide the money unless a merger takes place is in
direct conflict with the Premier’s statement and is in
direct conflict with the wellbeing of Victorians who
depend on this service.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Peter Cohen
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — Today I wish to
pay tribute to the Melbourne Tramways Band and one
of its members, Peter Cohen. As members I am sure
would be aware, the Melbourne Tramways Band has
now played in Wattle Park for 69 continuous years. It is
a wonderful record by this band of musicians. This
record, I think, is unmatched in Australia and possibly
the world. It has truly become a Melbourne institution.
Over its 70 years there have been members who have
performed at one concert, but there are other members
who have been there for many years. I would like to
pay particular tribute to Peter, who has been there for
50 years. He celebrated his 50-year involvement with
the band just the other day. I was delighted to be able to
make a presentation to him on behalf of the community.
He introduces the concerts. He wanders among people,
selling raffle tickets. He joined the band as a young
employee of the Melbourne and Metropolitan
Tramways Board in 1958 — so he is a genuine
tramways band man. His father was also in the band
and served as president for many years. Peter served as
band secretary before taking over from his father and
serving as president. For most of the intervening years
since the 1970s he has been vice-president, and he is
now in the formal role of minute secretary. I was
delighted to make the presentation of a painting of the
band playing in Wattle Park. Congratulations, Peter.

Ambulance services: regional and rural
Victoria
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I raise a number
of issues in relation to the ambulance service provided
in regional Victoria. There are a number of concerns, in
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particular issues like the inequity of ambulance charges
between metropolitan and rural areas after the
amalgamation of Rural Ambulance Victoria and
Metropolitan Ambulance Services. A concern that has
been raised with me is that there are completely
different cost and charging structures for people who
receive services in the metropolitan area and those in
rural areas. One service should have one charge — that
is, there should be a one-charge structure.
Other matters that have been raised with me are the
ongoing serious fatigue, staffing and call-back issues
that are being suffered by rural paramedics. Rural
paramedics are very passionate, highly trained and
good operators, but at times the service they provide to
customers is being compromised by the fact that they
are working extremely long hours. This needs to be
recognised, and we need to make sure that we provide
the necessary resources to paramedics across the state
to ensure that they can continue to deliver the
high-quality service the people of Victoria demand
from their ambulance services. There are a number of
issues relating to the enterprise bargaining agreement
which I will not touch on, but it is important that the
government address this agreement.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Oak Park Football Club
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — Recently I had
the pleasure of attending the Oak Park Football Club
president’s luncheon to open the season. This is a very
proud 52-year-old club with plenty of fighting spirit,
and its members take pride in playing under the Oak
Park banner. Currently the club has one cricket team,
two darts teams and seven junior and three senior
football teams. This season it will have at least
100 Auskick kids. Its vision is to expand the cricket
department, field additional teams in both the senior
and junior competitions and install a turf pitch to grow
its club and offer its promising players the chance to
participate in higher grades of cricket.
The tireless committee is composed of Daryl
Schimmelbusch, Mark Kennedy, Romy Gutbier,
Dianne Bettanin, Martin Peart, Dave Wills, Peter
Doolan, Lindsay McPherson, Gail Schimmelbusch,
Nicole Bird, Jeff Lowerson and Dean Mighell. The
club has a huge network of tradespeople, and without
their involvement the works performed to date would
not have happened.
I pay tribute to plumbers Mark Howell and Brian Drew,
plasterers Henry Jacuta, Paul Pascu and Ross Ewert,
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painters Ryan Atkins and Lino Asprean and concrete
cutter Jackie Gleeson. I also pay tribute to Daryl and
Gail Schimmelbusch, Craig and Rhonda Styles, Pat
Hurley, Glenn Smith, Steve Carlton, Mark Kennedy,
Romy Gutbier, Steve McConnell, Mark McKay and
Craig Cox, who organised and attended working bees.
Oak Park Football Club is a wonderful club that
provides a great service to the local community, and I
thank the members for their efforts. I particularly thank
the women of the club, who perform a fantastic service
and often go unrewarded.

Greyhound racing: Wangaratta
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I seek urgent
support from the Minister for Racing for a review of the
decision by Greyhound Racing Victoria to close
Wangaratta’s Avian Park racetrack at the end of June
2009. Greyhound racing has been conducted at
Wangaratta for decades and at that venue since 1947,
when the racetrack was operated as a shared facility
with harness racing. However, approximately three
years ago harness racing was relocated to Shepparton,
despite strong representations about that relocation.
In the latter part of 2007 the greyhound racing board
indicated its support for a redevelopment of facilities
together with the Rural City of Wangaratta and the state
government. Unfortunately little real contact was made
with interested parties during 2008, including with me
as a local member of Parliament. Early in April it came
as a bombshell to all of us, including the local
greyhound racing club, that the board proposed to close
the facilities at Wangaratta by the end of June. A
deputation to the board in Melbourne on Tuesday,
21 April, was attended by representatives of the Rural
City of Wangaratta, representatives of the greyhound
racing committee and me. We sought an extension of
time for the closure to allow for discussions, but the full
board subsequently rejected our request.
It should be noted that 47 race meetings are held at
Wangaratta each year and that they are run efficiently
and effectively. There are approximately 150 owners
and trainers in north-eastern Victoria and well over
800 greyhounds in the area. The social and economic
effect of the closure on the industry in this part of the
state will be absolutely devastating, and the minister
must intervene immediately to achieve a review of the
board’s decision.

India: election
Mr SCOTT (Preston) — I rise to pay tribute to the
magnificent democracy of India, which is currently
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conducting an election involving many hundreds of
millions of people. There is one aspect of this election
that I think should be drawn to the attention of the
Parliament. India conducts its elections entirely by
electronic voting, and the electronic voting system in
India differs greatly from those conducted in
jurisdictions such as the United States. The Indians
have specifically designed their system to be simple,
and when addressing problems they seek to simplify
solutions rather than add complexity.
There have been a number of controversies around
electronic voting, particularly in jurisdictions like the
US, where there have been issues surrounding whether
or not ballots were tampered with. There was also a
controversy in Venezuela involving allegations that
there had been significant tampering with a result. The
Indian approach has been relatively free of controversy.
This is of relevance to Australia, as electronic voting
has been suggested as a mechanism to address
informality in voting. Trials of electronic voting in
Victoria have resulted in significantly reduced rates of
informal voting among those participating in those
trials.
India is not only the world’s largest democracy but also
the world’s largest democracy with a voting system
conducted entirely by electronic voting — a system
which is relatively free of controversy specifically
because it seeks to simplify solutions rather than add
complexity when dealing with the problems inherent in
electronic voting.

Bushfires: not-for-profit organisations
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — A number of
my constituents have contacted me about grants for
those affected by the Black Saturday fires. The
constituents concerned are involved with Hidden Talent
Craft Gallery in Marysville, which was completely
destroyed in the Black Saturday fires. When the
government announced cash grants for small businesses
the organisation rang to apply; however, it was told that
not-for-profit organisations were ineligible for the
grants. The craft gallery sells members’ goods on
consignment. They support the local community,
making donations to the Country Fire Authority and
local schools and providing gift vouchers to various
other community groups. I call on the Premier to
address this situation immediately, and to ensure that
not-for-profit organisations receive the much-needed
support they need to rebuild in communities like
Marysville.
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Ferntree Gully Secondary School site: future
Mr WAKELING — I condemn the Brumby
government for leaving the former Ferntree Gully
Secondary School site empty and abandoned for
another 12 months following a shocker budget for the
electorate of Ferntree Gully. The government has
missed a major opportunity by not including this site in
the budget. For years our community has watched the
site fall into ruin behind cyclone fencing. The
community was led to believe that finally a productive
use might be found for the site in this year’s budget, but
alas the government has once again turned a blind eye
on my electorate.
There are so many possible uses for the site, including
as an educational facility for children with special needs
as some constituents have advocated. However, thanks
to the inaction and ineptitude of the Brumby
government, residents of Ferntree Gully are consigned
to another year of watching the property rot.

Coptic Orthodox Church, Hallam
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — ‘Set your
mind on things above’ was the message His Grace
Bishop Suriel of the Coptic Orthodox Church gave to
the many people present at the beautiful ceremony at
the Coptic Orthodox Church in Hallam for the Feast of
the Resurrection that my husband and I were honoured
to attend. I express my thanks to all the good folk of the
church who made us so welcome on such a special
occasion.
The head priest at the Coptic Church in Hallam is the
charismatic Father Abanoub. He was supported in the
service by Father Timothanos and Father Athanasius.
They were robed in elaborate cloaks and headgear, and
with the incense burning and the chanting and singing
filling the crowded rooms the atmosphere they created
was really something special.
Christianity comes in many forms; we are fortunate we
can celebrate its diversity and its unity. The evening
was surely one of the most uplifting of spiritual
experiences. I am told that Father Abanoub came to
Australia at the age of five with his parents, that he
graduated from university and worked for Telstra. In
1991, on the eve of a big promotion, he decided to
leave it all and become a priest, and he has been serving
the Casey community ever since. Our local community
has benefited from his leadership and his reaching out
to others, especially those less fortunate among the
community.
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In terms of the current church, when His Holiness Pope
Shenouda III visited the newly acquired site in Hallam
in 1992 there was only a cattle shed on the vast block of
land, which was over 20 acres. His Holiness blessed the
shed and said that as Jesus was born in a manger, the
church should be built from that shed. Now the original
church is expanding in response to the substantial
growth in the congregation. Many families from Egypt
who live in my electorate have also successfully made
new starts for their families and built new homes, new
careers and new friendships.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired!

Anzac Day: Gallipoli dawn service
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) — On 24 and 25 April
this year, with my wife and many Australian friends, I
visited the Gallipoli Peninsula and attended the Anzac
Day dawn service. I was a proud Australian when I
arrived at the dawn service at 2.00 a.m. to mix as
Johnny Citizen with many other Australians and New
Zealanders, both young and old, in what was a very
moving service. On arrival we were given a bag
containing information, cards, a poncho and a badge,
which I am proudly wearing today. Addresses were
given by such people as the Australian Minister for
Foreign Affairs and the Governor of New Zealand, and
wreaths were laid by many representatives including
Major General David McLachlan, AO, who is the
president of the Victorian RSL.
The Gallipoli Peninsula represents a significant piece of
shared history for the people of Australia, New Zealand
and Turkey. On Anzac Day and throughout the year
people come to Gallipoli to remember those
Australians, New Zealanders, Turks and soldiers of
other nations who lost their lives during the Gallipoli
campaign of 1915. The Anzac site includes
10 interpretive panels with information in English and
Turkish that tell the history of the Gallipoli campaign
and the experiences of those who served on both sides.
In 1915 the Anzacs and the Turks faced each other at
Gallipoli as enemies. During the campaign each
developed mutual respect for the endurance and
courage displayed by their foe. Their shared
experiences became the foundation of a great and
enduring friendship between Australia, New Zealand
and Turkey. As shadow Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I
congratulate all involved.
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Anzac Day: Turkish commemoration
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I would like to take
this opportunity to thank the Turkish sub-branch of the
Victorian RSL for its kind invitation to celebrate the
94th anniversary of Anzac Day. The successful evening
that took place on 25 April was an appropriate way to
commemorate this very important event in the history
of both Australia and Turkey. Celebrations of this
nature are important to keep the spirit of Anzac alive
and continue to foster good relations between Turkey
and Australia. This friendship, born of adversity, has
lasted for generations and will continue to be the
foundation of good relations into the future. It reminds
us of the powerful words of Mustafa Kemal Ataturk
who said:
Those heroes that shed their blood and lost their lives;
You are now lying in the soil of a friendly country.
Therefore rest in peace.
There is no difference between the Johnnies and Mehmets to
us where they lie side by side here in this country of ours.
You, the mothers, who sent their sons from far away
countries wipe away your tears;
Your sons are now lying in our bosom and are in peace.
After having lost their lives on this land they have become our
sons as well.

Mary Drost and Lyn Swinburne
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I would like to take this
opportunity to acknowledge the dedication of two
citizens of Boroondara, both well known advocates for
and passionate supporters of their respective
communities. This year Mary Drost and Lyn
Swinburne were honoured with outstanding community
service awards by the City of Boroondara.
Mary Drost has been a passionate advocate for
Boroondara’s built environment and an antagonist
towards the Premier’s and the Minister for Planning’s
flawed 2030 policy. Currently vice-president of the
Boroondara Residents Action Group, or BRAG, she,
along with a couple of actors and/or comedians like
Barry Humphreys and Geoffrey Rush, have led
widespread community opposition to offensive
overdevelopment at Camberwell station, Camberwell
Junction and elsewhere in Boroondara.
Lyn Swinburne is the chief executive officer of Breast
Cancer Network Australia. She founded BCNA in
1998, having been diagnosed with and treated for
cancer in 1993. As a result of her experiences she
became a great advocate for women with breast cancer
and their families. BCNA is now the peak body for
national breast cancer consumer organisations,
representing 200 member groups and more than
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31 000 individuals. Lyn has represented women with
breast cancer on a number of state, national and
international committees. My congratulations to both of
them for a job well done.

Eltham Tennis Club: 40th anniversary
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I am delighted to
inform the house of the upcoming 40th anniversary of
the Eltham Tennis Club, and I congratulate the club on
this historic occasion. We all know that local sporting
clubs and their army of volunteers are vital to the
wellbeing of a community, and Eltham is fortunate to
have a large number of active sporting clubs. Eltham
Tennis Club is one of these fantastic sporting groups
which serve as a type of community hub for so many
families and people of all ages and backgrounds.
Eltham Tennis Club enters numerous competition
teams for men, ladies, mixed and juniors, playing on a
variety of days midweek, Saturday afternoons, Friday
juniors and night competitions. Not only does it offer
wonderful sporting opportunities for old and young
alike, but it is also extremely proactive as a model of
best practice for smart water management. Last year I
was fortunate enough to be invited to open its new
waterless tennis courts. The club now has four
waterless Classic Clay courts as well as three
traditional, porous en-tout-cas courts. The waterless
courts represent a saving of around 182 000 litres of
potable water per year over the old courts and will
ensure the club’s future sustainability.
Earlier this year a delegation of club members came to
the Victorian Parliament for a tennis match and a
barbecue. Laurie Sparks, David Scannell, John Kelly,
Phil Butler, Gaye Walder and Suezanne Kelly played
great tennis and thoroughly enjoyed their tour of the
Parliament House buildings. They paid their
compliments, as I do, to the ground staff who got the
court in such fantastic condition.
Eltham Tennis Club has a great group of people, and I
wish it all the best on its 40th anniversary.

Australian Football League: SportsReady
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — On Friday,
3 April, it was with great pleasure that I accepted an
invitation to participate with over 400 trainees and host
employers in the MCG members dining room to
celebrate the 2009 Australian Football League
SportsReady graduation, which is the graduation
ceremony for all 2008 AFL SportsReady trainees.
AFL SportsReady is a fantastic, not-for-profit training
and employment organisation which has been operating
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since 1995. It has facilitated employment traineeships
and training for over 4000 school leavers in a wide
range of sporting organisations including governing
bodies, clubs and retail outlets. I congratulate all the
graduates this year and wish SportsReady continued
success in the future.

Anzac Day: city of Whitehorse schools
Ms MARSHALL — On another matter, I was
greatly honoured to represent Forest Hill at the 2009
Whitehorse schools Anzac ceremony on 23 April. This
is an annual event established by the Rotary Club with
the support of the Box Hill RSL. Year 5 and year 6
students from schools in the Whitehorse municipality
are invited to participate in the service, which is held at
the war memorial in Whitehorse Road, Box Hill.
It is important to ensure that young people continue to
recognise the sacrifices made by men and women in the
conflicts that Australia has been engaged in, and events
such as this are an opportunity for us to pay our respects
to those who have lost their lives and equally to those
who are currently serving in the forces at various
locations around the world. This is a terrific event, a
celebration that endeavours to foster and instil the spirit
and the legend of the Anzac.

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Premier).
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I advise the house that I
have 12 graphs which I seek leave to have incorporated
in Hansard.
Leave granted: see graphs pages 1336–1347
Mr WELLS — On Tuesday, 5 May, the Treasurer
presented the state government’s budget for the
2009–10 financial year. Given the difficult economic
circumstances Victoria is currently facing, this year’s
budget is fundamentally critical for the future of our
state. However, this and future generations will be
burdened by the failures, financial mismanagement and
massive debt legacy unleashed by the Brumby Labor
government in this budget. In many ways this is a
typical high-taxing, high-spending, high-debt Labor
budget of old, bringing back painful memories of
Victoria’s darkest days of the Cain era and the Kirner
era. Funded on the never-never through a huge increase
in debt, the Premier has maxed out the state credit card
and left our children to pay for it.
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This budget is a house of cards. It is based on a whole
range of assumptions. The budget papers refer to the
fact that there is a much higher degree of uncertainty
about these assumptions and to the volatility of the
assumptions. There are assumptions in these figures
that make this budget a house of cards. Any slippage
can turn it into a disaster. This budget could fall apart
just with an increase in unemployment, higher debt
levels, a failure of costings or a blow-out in any of the
costs.
This is a government that claimed all the responsibility
for the good times but now wants to deny any
responsibility for the bad times. Last Monday, John
Brumby said there was no bad news in this budget. Try
telling that to the tens of thousands of Victorians who
will lose their jobs. Try telling that also to our children
and their children who face having to pay back Labor’s
debt binge.
Despite the Premier’s spin, this is a bad news budget
for Victoria. More than 200 000 Victorians will be
unemployed; state debt will reach $31 billion; and the
state’s annual interest bill will blow out by over
$800 million to $2.2 billion and further erode the ability
to deliver basic services. If it were not for Kevin Rudd
borrowing to bail out his comrade and mate the
Premier, the Victorian budget would be in the red by
more than $2 billion. The phoney surplus of
$165 million in 2009–10 has been created only after a
huge injection of capital grants from the federal
government, up from an estimated $459 million in the
most recent budget update to $2.8 billion in 2009–10.
The Premier cannot boast about Victoria’s budget
remaining in surplus when this surplus relies on
counting one-off capital funding provided by the Rudd
government, most of it part of a one-off emergency
stimulus package.
This budget was supposed to be about jobs. It is, but it
is about jobs being lost, not protected. Unemployment
will reach 7.75 per cent, which means at least
70 000 Victorians will lose their jobs.
Instead of using the massive $300 billion in taxes and
revenue that the government has received in the past
10 years to build infrastructure to ensure our
manufacturers and industries remain competitive, Labor
has wasted and mismanaged opportunities. Now we
find that Labor has plunged this state into a massive
debt of $31 billion. We are in tough economic times,
but the Premier is making it worse, not better. This
budget was a test for the Premier to tell Victorians the
truth regarding the state of the economy, and he has
failed.
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Before turning to the specifics of the budget, to place
the importance of this budget in proper context we need
to look at what has gone wrong during 10 years of
Labor and under the Premier’s watch. In 1999 Labor
inherited a state which had an operating surplus of more
than $1.7 billion and a low and falling state debt, a state
which had restored its AAA credit rating, a state which
was the manufacturing engine room of the nation and a
state where growth had outpaced national economic
growth since the end of the 1991–92 recession. The
Victorian state Labor government has received record
amounts of taxes and revenues over the past decade;
however, it has simply squandered its rivers of gold
through waste and mismanagement.
The government has failed to build up sufficient
surpluses and reserves in the good times to cushion us
in the downturn that we are now experiencing. Instead
it has decided to manage our economy from one media
release to the next photo opportunity, with the resultant
lack of a clear, long-term economic vision becoming
abundantly clear to all Victorians. Ten long years later
Labor has not built desperately needed infrastructure
such as roads, rail and bridges to ensure Victoria’s
industries maintain a comparative advantage against
their interstate and international competitors. Our
manufacturing base continues to erode. Our exports
have plummeted and our jobs are being lost. The
Brumby government’s delivery of vital services has not
kept pace with Victoria’s population growth. Our
education standards have fallen, our trains are
overcrowded and unreliable, hospital waiting lists have
blown out, violent crime has increased and there is no
security for our vital water and electricity supplies.
With the Brumby government rapidly accumulating
enormous debt over the next four years and beyond, it
will be failing yet again and breaking the trust of
Victorians who would have expected quality
infrastructure and services to have been delivered
without the massive costs being borne by our children.
But it gets worse. We now find ourselves in a situation
where there is a breakdown in trust between the state
government and Victorians. We know from the recent
Auditor-General’s and Ombudsman’s reports that
hospital waiting lists have been manipulated and crime
figures are grossly inaccurate and cannot be trusted.
The efforts of Labor ministers to cover up figure
fudging are nothing short of damning. To make matters
worse, there are allegations of improper behaviour
involving government ministers. But the government
will be held accountable by Victorians for how it
handles the difficult economic and financial times
ahead and what it does to save and create Victorian
jobs.
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We are facing extreme economic and financial
challenges nationally and in Victoria. The international
economy is in severe recession. International trade is
forecast to contract this year for the first time since
World War II. The International Monetary Fund, in its
latest grim prognosis, says the international economic
crisis could be more protracted than was first thought,
with the slowest recovery reserved for over-leveraged
economies, including Victoria’s. What has been the
response from the government? There has been a real
reluctance on the part of the federal and state Labor
governments to be straight with the public. It took
many months for the federal Treasurer to even hint at
the r-word. It took until just over two weeks ago for the
Prime Minister to finally utter the r-word and
acknowledge that the nation’s economy will inevitably
slip into recession.
In Victoria it has been much worse. The Brumby state
Labor government is in denial about the economic
realities facing Victoria. We have a Premier and a
Treasurer who have on the one hand been warning of
hard times but in the next breath saying how well
Victoria is doing. If things are going so well, as is
claimed by the Premier and Treasurer, why then are so
many Victorians suffering? We even heard the state
Treasurer saying in Parliament barely a month ago that
the state of Victoria is one of the most dynamic and
vibrant economies in the world. Then just a fortnight
ago Treasurer Lenders said we are not in recession.
This is from a Treasurer who breaks critical budget
promises.
How can the Treasurer ever be believed? This is the
same Treasurer who, following last year’s budget,
promised that Victoria would maintain a budget surplus
of at least 1 per cent of operating revenue — about
$380 million based on last year’s budget revenues —
and then when things turned decidedly for the worst in
recent times so conveniently ignored this promise and
went back to spruiking that the surplus would be
$100 million or more.
To make matters worse we find in the budget papers
that the Premier and Treasurer remain silent on the
r-word. Everyone else is in recession but apparently not
Victoria. The economic indicators contained in the
budget are optimistic in the extreme and are predicated
on Victoria not entering recession and benefiting from a
fast recovery. The figures just do not stack up. This is a
house-of-cards budget.
In an increasingly global economy it is clear that the
impact of overseas events has affected and will
continue to affect Victoria. Despite the government’s
spin, the extent of Victoria’s current problems is not
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just the result of the international economic crisis but is
also home grown. Victoria’s problems are directly the
result of a decade of neglect, waste and economic
mismanagement by the state Labor government. The
economic role of the state government is to maintain an
environment conducive to economic growth and
activity, business and consumer confidence, investment
certainty and growth leading to job creation. However,
economic policy under Labor in Victoria is a story of
disjointed, incoherent, fractured policy direction and
understanding, whether it is fiscal debt, trade,
education, energy, transport, industry, infrastructure or
environment policies that have ultimately undermined
economic activity, capacity and energy.

has not even been in a position to publicly acknowledge
that there is a problem with exports.

The Brumby government’s performance has not
equipped the state for the difficult economic times we
are now facing. There is something very wrong with a
government that instead of using record revenues
wisely and planning for lean times blows a generational
opportunity to cushion the effects of an inevitable
downturn. For eight of the last nine years Victoria’s
economic growth rate has been below the national
growth rate. Business investment in Victoria was the
weakest of all states in 2008, barely growing at 0.8 per
cent over the year. Even in New South Wales
investment grew by 10.5 per cent. Overall, private
business investment grew 12.7 per cent nationally.
Victoria’s share of national business investment
declined to just 18.4 per cent in 2008 compared to
nearly 25 per cent in 1999.

When it comes to the economy and jobs, the Brumby
government has been watching jobs disappear from
across Victoria on an almost daily basis. Employment
across Victoria is taking a severe battering. Despite the
Brumby government’s avowed jobs, jobs, jobs priority,
Victoria was the only state to lose jobs in 2008 — the
first year since the recession of 1991–02 in which
Victoria actually lost jobs. Victoria was also the only
state to lose full-time jobs in 2008. In March Victoria
lost 34 000 full-time jobs, the worst performance of any
state, representing 48 per cent of full-time jobs lost
nationally. The number of unemployed has arisen by
nearly 36 per cent in the last year, or by almost
42 000 Victorians.

However, it is the decline in manufacturing investment
that is of greatest concern. In 1999 business spent
nearly three times more in the manufacturing sector in
Victoria than it did in Queensland. In 2008, for the first
time, Queensland experienced more business
investment in manufacturing than Victoria. Victoria’s
share of national manufacturing investment has fallen
from 34.4 per cent in 1999 to 22.6 per cent in 2008, and
the declining trend is continuing. There is something
very wrong with a government that allows the state’s
key industry, its key employer and its traditional
economic foundations to wither.
Victoria is fast becoming an export failure. Our exports
have stagnated while those of other states, including
non-resource states, have leapt ahead. Our exports have
grown barely 2 per cent since 2000 compared to growth
of 82 per cent in New South Wales, 193 per cent in
Queensland, 196 per cent in Western Australia, 50 per
cent in South Australia and 52 per cent in Tasmania.
Victoria’s share of the national goods export market is
now just 9.2 per cent, compared to 20 per cent in 1999.
There is something very wrong with a government that

Let us turn to jobs. Nowhere are the effects of Labor’s
decade of economic mismanagement more visible than
when we look at Victoria’s fast-weakening
employment situation. The budget papers confirm this,
with unemployment to reach 7.75 per cent, up from an
average of 5 per cent this financial year. Over
200 000 Victorians will be unemployed over the
medium term. This is optimistic considering that the
Prime Minister and the federal Treasurer have recently
said that the nation’s unemployment rate will reach
8 per cent or more.

I refer to graph 1, which deals with the jobs market. Of
particular concern is the job situation in manufacturing.
In 2008 the manufacturing sector in Victoria recorded
its lowest full-time employment on record of just
270 000, or nearly 46 000 jobs below the level at the
start of 2000.
The latest job survey advertisements and
unemployment figures show a rapidly declining trend.
The job situation in Victoria is grave, but we have a
Labor Premier and Treasurer who continually claim
Victoria is doing well compared to everyone else. This
is cold comfort for Victorians who have regrettably lost
their jobs in recent months and for the
200 000 Victorians who will soon be unemployed. The
2009–10 state budget should have been about
protecting and growing Victorian jobs, but the Brumby
Labor government has failed. All we have is a tired
government that is too busy listening to its own spin
and rhetoric to care about Victorians and their jobs.
I turn to the state budget. Let us look at the Brumby
government’s report card. Last week the Victorian
Liberal-Nationals coalition outlined a check list of what
we saw as the critical priority areas in which the
government needed to deliver, protect and save jobs.
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The question is: has the government delivered on any of
these key priority areas? Here is the report card. On the
issue of no new state taxes the government has
failed — there is $85 million in the budget to come
from a new infrastructure growth levy on land
developers; on a freeze on existing state taxes fees and
charges — failed; on a cap on land tax increases —
failed; on a thorough state tax review that drives
long-term tax reform — failed. On a fast-track review
of state government tendering practices to ensure
fairness and transparency the government has failed; on
the fast-tracking of the delayed projects promised under
the Regional Infrastructure Development Fund —
failed; on a cut to red tape and freeing up access to the
Industry Transition Fund — failed; on an immediate
review of the rising cost of training — failed; on a
long-term infrastructure plan for the building of
Victoria’s economic and social infrastructure to better
deliver services — failed; on a debt and budget
management plan to deliver the long-term infrastructure
needs of Victoria — failed; on the introduction of a
longer term revenue spending and debt forecast to
provide greater transparency and accountability as
Victoria goes deeper into debt — failed; and on better
outcomes for services — failed. Overall the budget
which has been presented by the Brumby government
has failed Victorians yet again.
I turn to the Premier’s record revenues. In a decade of
budgets on this Premier’s watch Victoria’s revenues
have more than doubled, from just over $19 billion in
1999 to $42 billion in 2009, bringing into the Victorian
coffers over $300 billion. This decade of plenty has
been largely due to Labor gouging Victorians with an
unprecedented record tax grab from payroll tax, land
tax and stamp duty, in addition to the GST funding
pipeline from Canberra to Spring Street. How ironic it
is that the state Labor government has benefited so
enormously from GST, something it totally opposed
before its introduction in 2000. GST revenues will have
increased by 84 per cent — from $5.1 billion in
2000–01 to an estimated $9.4 billion in 2009–10. GST
revenues contributed an actual $57 billion to the
Treasury coffers in 2007–08, and it is forecast that total
GST revenues will exceed $107 billion by 2013.
While the GST has been a major contributor to
Victoria’s revenue streams, the greatest windfalls have
come in the form of record levels of state taxation. Let
us look at payroll tax. The state Labor government has
benefited enormously from record payroll tax revenue
of more than $30 billion in total since 1999. Payroll tax
has increased by 82 per cent, from $2.2 billion in
1998–99 to $4 billion this financial year, and it is
expected to increase by a further 18 per cent, to
$4.7 billion, in 2012–13. I refer to graph 2 on payroll
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tax. The payroll tax net has systematically widened
under Labor and has become a major problem
confronting Victorian businesses today. Increasingly
more small businesses are being caught up in the
payroll tax net each year due to the comparatively low
payroll tax threshold in Victoria of just $550 000 per
annum — the lowest of any state. In comparison
Queensland has a payroll tax threshold of $1 million,
Tasmania $1.01 million, Western Australia $750 000
and New South Wales $623 000. South Australia’s
threshold is $552 000, but that is going to increase to
$600 000 from 1 July this year. The Brumby
government’s dependence on payroll tax is now well
entrenched.
Further evidence of this dependence was revealed in
2003 when then Treasurer Brumby removed the
previous longstanding exemption of apprentice and
trainee wages from payroll tax. Many apprentices and
trainees are now being sacked or put on indefinite
stand-by by their employers due to the current
economic slowdown. The coalition believes that the
government should have introduced initiatives in this
budget to provide support and encourage employers to
retain their apprentices and trainee staff.
Let us look at land tax. The Premier, first as Treasurer
and now as Premier, has presided over a massive land
tax grab from property owners over the past decade.
State revenue from land tax has increased 227 per cent,
or more than threefold, from $378 million in 1998–99
to a forecast $1.237 billion this financial year with total
land tax revenues collected since 1999 approaching
$8 billion — and the government still wants more.
I refer to the graph on land tax.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Burwood.
Mr WELLS — In 2009 John Brumby is increasing
his land tax take from some taxpayers by up to 500 per
cent compared to 2008. The causes of these massive
increases are threefold: the Brumby government
scrapped its previous 50 per cent land tax bill cap in
2008; the applicable land tax threshold of $250 000 and
the rate scales for 2009 have not been indexed or
adjusted appropriately in proportion to increased
property values; and the date of property values for
2009 is 31 December 2007, a period coinciding with
the period of peak Melbourne property prices, which
have now fallen by about 13 per cent according to the
Real Estate Institute of Victoria.
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The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition warned the
Brumby government about the removal of the 50 per
cent cap on land tax. Cash flows from households and
businesses are being crunched by a rapidly weakening
economy, the drought and recent devastating bushfires,
and yet the Premier has imposed massive land tax
increases on Victorian property owners and businesses
at a time when they can least afford it. Many business
owners now have to make a diabolical choice — sack
workers to pay for Labor’s excessive land tax bills or
just close the doors entirely.
Stamp duty on land transfers has increased by 270 per
cent since 1998–99 from $1 billion to just over
$3.7 billion in 07–08. Over the next four years an
additional $14.1 billion in stamp duty revenue from
land transfers will be received.
I now refer to the graph on stamp duty. From this we
see that the state Labor government has benefited very
nicely from the huge increase in stamp duty revenues
flowing into the state’s coffers over the last decade. Yet
just last month, and despite the record revenues, the
Treasurer was crying poor and trying to shift
responsibility for tax reforms elsewhere, stating in his
submission to the Henry review that the commonwealth
should compensate the states for the removal of state
duties. How hypocritical!
State Labor has had a decade to do something about
genuine tax reform, and it has not done anything. The
release last December of the BankWest residential
stamp duty report 2008 confirmed the findings of an
earlier coalition analysis that Melbourne’s homebuyers
are being hit particularly hard with stamp duty costs by
the Brumby government. Melburnians have the dubious
honour of paying the highest stamp duty of any capital
city. On a $410 000 Melbourne median price home,
Victorian non-first home buyers would pay $16 870 in
stamp duty compared to $13 940 in New South Wales,
$5600 in Queensland and $13 490 in Western
Australia. Despite the Brumby government’s
continuing spin and rhetoric, Victorian homebuyers are
being more heavily taxed than their interstate
counterparts.
In fact the state Labor government’s heavy dependence
on property-related taxes has increased dramatically
over the decade, contributing greatly to a decline in
affordability in the housing market. Property-related tax
revenue as a percentage of total state taxes has more
than doubled under Labor, increasing from 15.1 per
cent in 1998–99 to 35 per cent in 2009–10.
There has been a total of 21 new or extended taxes,
charges and tolls introduced under Labor since 1999.
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Some examples are the growth areas infrastructure
contribution tax, which increases developer charges; the
Scoresby freeway; EastLink tolls; a long-term parking
tax in the form of a congestion tax; the $80 motor
vehicle registration charges for pensioners; and the
gaming machine levy. While the state Labor
government has seen more taxation as a problem
solver, the fact is that these new imposts have had a
double whammy effect on people throughout the state.
Not only are individuals and businesses bearing the
burden of these taxes and charges, but the inefficient
use of acquired revenues on poorly performing services
or costly major projects is also leaving Victorians out of
pocket. This rising tide of tax increases has played a
substantial role in reducing the effectiveness of the
Rudd government’s stimulus packages. Up to $714 in
additional taxes and charges in the areas of gas, power,
water, transport, taxis, local government rates, vehicle
registration and public housing rents will be levied by
the government on Victorians this year, clawing back
much of federal Labor’s financial assistance payments.
Budget spending by this government is money in one
door which goes straight out the other door. The
Premier recently claimed, not for the first time, that
Victoria will remain in a positive growth position in the
coming years ‘due to a decade of disciplined financial
management’. Labor’s good fiscal management is a
myth. The huge increase in revenue since 1999 has
been met with an equally huge boost in spending, with
little or no expenditure discipline applied. Every Labor
budget has blown out to well above the original
generous budgeted spending increases. Between
2000–01 and 2007–08 Labor spent more than
$10 billion above the original budget estimates. Budget
spending has blown out under Labor without regard to
fiscal discipline. Spending has more than doubled from
$18.2 billion in 1998–99 to a forecast $42 billion
in 2009–10. The budget income has increased by
118 per cent while spending has risen 132 per cent.
This a totally unsustainable situation, but typical of the
fiscal history of this Labor administration. Labor cannot
stop spending, despite its revenues being under
pressure,
Let us look at the debt spiral. In a bid to cover up its
failings Labor has again turned to public sector debt.
Many Victorians will well remember when the previous
Cain and Kirner Labor governments so irresponsibly
borrowed to pay recurrent expenditure, including public
sector salaries, and when more was spent on interest
repayments than on health. It was totally unsustainable
and inept financial management. The damage caused
during the Cain-Kirner period took years to repair
under the Kennett government. Total non-financial
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public sector net debt is forecast to increase by 794 per
cent — more than eightfold — from a low of
$3.5 billion in 2002 to $31.3 billion in 2012–13.
I now turn to the graph showing the debt rollercoaster.
The debt servicing ratio on the state’s net debt as a
percentage of total revenue is expected to double from
2 per cent in 2007–08 to 5 per cent in 2012–13. As a
percentage of gross state product, net debt in 2013 is
expected to top 10 per cent, compared to 1.5 per cent
in 2007–08. The interest bill on this debt will soar to an
expected $2.2 billion in 2012–13, far above the
$1.8 billion per year previously budgeted for by the
government. This amount is equivalent to the total
annual cost of the Victorian police force.
The present rapid rise in debt is focused particularly in
the state’s non-financial corporations, principally the
water corporations, the Port of Melbourne Corporation
and the transport authorities. The Brumby government
seldom mentions this debt, as it is set to climb from
$1.9 billion in 2007–08 to a forecast $15.3 billion
in 2012–13. The huge increase in the debt servicing
level will put upward pressure on water prices charged
to consumers and port charges on exports and imports.
Labor has had 10 years of waste and mismanagement in
major projects. The Brumby government’s record on
major projects is dismal, and the use of debt for capital
works is of great concern to the coalition. Infrastructure
projects over the last decade have incurred huge
amounts of waste under Labor. The budgets of
33 projects, excluding EastLink, have blown out by
$4.4 billion, representing a whole year of infrastructure
investment — not to mention Victorian’s money —
down the drain because of lax, incompetent project
management. This is another clear sign showing why
the Brumby government cannot be trusted to manage
the state’s finances.
These are the 10 top projects that have run over budget:
the regional fast rail project has blown out by
$839 million; the myki smartcard project has blown out
by $856 million; the channel-deepening project has
blown out by $855 million; the M1-West Gate Freeway
upgrade has blown out by $367 million; the Austin
Health redevelopment has blown out by $221 million;
projects for the 2006 Commonwealth Games blew out
by $151 million; the Royal Children’s Hospital project
has blown out by $150 million; the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline has blown out by $197 million; the
HealthSMART strategy has blown out by $104 million;
and the Craigieburn rail project has already blown out
by $95 million.
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Victorians are once again burdened by a state Labor
government addicted to debt. There are serious
concerns about the Brumby government’s ability to
demonstrate how borrowings will be used effectively to
advance Victoria’s productive output. The
overwhelming problem with Labor’s debt is that there
is no identifiable plan or project in place that outlines
exactly how the government is going to pay back
Victoria’s debt in future years.
To ensure responsible and conservative economic
management the Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition
would initiate strict criteria for spending options funded
by borrowings. It recently called on the government to
comply with this criteria in the 2009–10 budget.
Infrastructure funding and major financial
commitments made by the state must be transparent to
the taxpayer. Debt should not be used to prop up
recurrent expenditure in the way it was used by Labor
in the 1980s and early 1990s. Infrastructure projects
relying on debt must be individually identified in the
budgetary process together with the corresponding
increase in debt. There must be a transparent repayment
plan for debt associated with infrastructure projects and
programs, which will be audited each year by the
Auditor-General. Debt accumulated by the
commonwealth for projects normally undertaken by the
states must be separately accounted for. The Premier’s
forecast debt binge will guarantee that future
generations of Victorians will pay dearly through
higher taxes and reduced services. Victoria’s massive
future debt must not become an overwhelming burden
on future generations. It must have appropriate
accountability and transparency.
Let us look at the dismal state of Victoria’s services.
What exactly have Victorians received for the
unprecedented rivers of gold collected in state revenue?
The reality is that we have little to show for it. Labor
has comprehensively failed to deliver the basic services
expected every day by Victorians and Victorian
businesses. Delivering quality services is what state
governments should do. They are charged with running
services — the hospitals, the schools, keeping our
streets safe, water, roads, rail and emergency services.
Labor has degraded government services despite almost
a decade at the helm, despite record revenues to tackle
any issues and despite some of the best economic times
in this country’s history. This is the ultimate mark of
failure: the failure to lead, to plan, to invest or to
administer with any capability or foresight.
Let us look at health and hospitals. The recent exposure
of the manipulation of public hospital performance data
raises serious questions as to how well Victoria’s public
hospital system is actually operating. A government
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does not systematically condone or conceal the
distortion or manipulation of hospital performance data
if there is nothing to hide. The provision of services to
patients in our public hospitals has declined
significantly over the last few years. I refer to graph 6
headed ‘Fewest hospital beds in Australia’. Victoria has
the fewest hospital beds per capita in the nation and as a
result is experiencing an unacceptable increase in the
number of sick patients forced to wait in hospital
emergency departments. Many patients are suffering
extended delays in receiving treatment and are spending
longer and longer on surgery waiting lists. There are
numerous other indicators of a health system in crisis.
In 2007–08, 363 000 Victorians missed out on care in a
clinically appropriate time period — an increase of
43 000 people from 2006–07; 22 per cent of category 2
emergency patients were not seen within 10 minutes —
this is 25 per cent higher than in 2006–07; 32 per cent
of category 3 emergency patients were not seen within
30 minutes — an increase of 16 per cent on 2006–07;
33 per cent of emergency department patients did not
get a hospital bed within 8 hours — more than
85 000 Victorians and an increase of 19 per cent on
2006–07; 25 per cent of non-admitted patients were not
discharged within 4 hours — representing more than
160 000 Victorians and an increase of 9 per cent on
2006–07; and almost one in three Victorians needing
semi-urgent elective surgery was not operated on within
90 days in 2007–08. In addition, the government has
closed 21 maternity services throughout regional
Victoria, forcing many mothers to travel longer
distances. There is something very wrong with a
government that loses sight of the need to provide
high-quality health care for people throughout the state.
I turn now to education and training. Victorian school
children and their parents are losing out under Labor’s
mismanagement of the state’s education and training
systems. We have some of the lowest basic skills levels
in the nation according to the OECD’s (Organisation
for Economic Cooperation and Development) most
recent analysis of educational outcomes. Given the
importance of a well-educated population for the state’s
economic and social future, the OECD’s figures make a
mockery of Labor’s claims of Victoria being a leader in
education among the states. Many of our schools are in
a state of disrepair. Three-quarters of them, or
1250 schools statewide, have more than $250 million of
maintenance outstanding. Notwithstanding the massive
budget revenues that have been available over the last
10 years and despite the government’s spin, Victoria
spends less per head on its students than any other state.
Parents are continuing to take their children out of
public sector schools and place them into private sector
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schools, where they believe they will get better
educational and resource outcomes. I refer to graph 7
headed ‘Parents voting with their feet’. For the third
year in a row, in 2008 school enrolments in Victoria’s
public school system fell, despite continuing strong
population growth. Preliminary enrolment figures for
2009 show the trend is gaining momentum. There was
a drop of 1300 students enrolling in government
schools between 2008 and 2009 — twice the decline
seen in 2007 and 2008. During the same period
enrolments in Victorian non-government schools grew
by 4000 students.
Over the last decade Victoria has also consistently spent
less on TAFE training than any other state in the nation.
Last year the Brumby government announced increased
fees right across the TAFE system that will come into
effect next month. It described it as a ‘reform’ of the
state’s training system. There is something very wrong
with a government that raises fees for training at a time
of rising unemployment, when many more people are
seeking new training to enter or re-enter the workforce
but have less resources to do so.
I turn now to law and order. Earlier this year it was
revealed by the Ombudsman that Victoria’s police
crime statistics are now as questionable as the hospital
performance data. For years the Brumby government
has used this questionable data to claim that Victoria
has the safest streets in the nation and that crime rates
are falling. The Ombudsman concluded that crime
statistics were distorted by the underreporting of serious
crimes, particularly assault. The Ombudsman also
found that members of Victoria Police had falsely
boosted crime clearance rates, casting doubt on the
accuracy of crime data.
Despite the manipulation of data, there are some facts
that just cannot be hidden. Victoria actually spends less
on police services per person than any other state. The
escalating problem with violence around Melbourne’s
nightclubs and bars can be directly linked to the lack of
available front-line police to maintain an adequate
presence on the streets.
As the incidence of violent crime hit new records in
each of the last four years, over the past five years
police patrols have declined by more than 20 per cent,
from 1.9 million hours to 1.5 million hours. Police
rosters have also revealed more than 1400 officers
missing from the front-line positions in Victoria — and
I refer here to graph 8 on violent crime and police
hours. There is something wrong with a government
that refuses to tackle the issue of declining front-line
police numbers and record rising violence.
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I turn to public transport and roads. Another clear
example of the Brumby government’s failure to deliver
on services is the appalling state of public transport in
Victoria, highlighted by daily scenes of chaos on our
trains and train stations. Commuters across the
metropolitan train, tram and regional rail networks are
facing record numbers of cancellations and delays,
dangerously overcrowded trains and platforms and a
system plagued by inadequate infrastructure and
unreliable services. This has led to commuters spending
substantially more time travelling to and from work. I
refer here to graph 9 on train commuter satisfaction.
Labor has blamed the metropolitan train operator
Connex for the system’s woes. Connex in turn has
blamed everything else for the situation, from signal
faults and derailments to vandalism, graffiti and the
ongoing shortage of train drivers. Ultimately it is
Labor’s inaction, lack of planning and funding over
almost a decade that is the problem. This has resulted in
gross underinvestment across the transport network.
Despite a 46 per cent rise in trips on Melbourne’s trains
in the past four years, the state government will deliver
just 1 new train this year of the 18 ordered last year.
Given the Premier’s appalling record, the Brumby
government’s repeated assurances that new trains are
on their way is further spin, and it is difficult to see
when any real relief for commuters from severe
overcrowding will occur. Victorians are increasingly
hampered by congestion on our roads. The traffic gets
slower every year, costing investment, raising business
costs, eroding efficiency, distorting decision making
and generally making commuters’ lives more difficult.
Road infrastructure has failed to keep pace with the
growth of the economy and population. Melbourne now
has the slowest evening peak-time traffic speed of any
capital city at 37.4 kilometres per hour. The Premier’s
latest transport plan provides little prospect that this
situation will improve in the years to come, as the great
bulk of projects, if they ever get off the ground, are not
scheduled to commence until after 2013 and not likely
to be completed until as late as 2020. There is
something very wrong with a government that cannot
put the right infrastructure and systems in place
enabling people to get to and from home, work, school
and play.
I turn to water infrastructure. The Brumby government
is trying to play catch-up for its years of neglect of our
water infrastructure. Despite Victoria having been in
drought for a decade, and taking into account spending
on the $750 million north–south pipeline, Victoria’s
water infrastructure spending per head of population
was the second lowest of all states in 2007–08.
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I refer to graph 10 on water infrastructure. Whilst the
government failed to properly invest in Victoria’s water
infrastructure over the past decade, it was bleeding the
water authorities dry by directing them to pour over
$2.5 billion in dividends and payments into state
government coffers. This is $2.5 billion that could have
been invested in drought proofing the state. Instead,
water charges for consumers will rise by 60 per cent
within four years to pay for the government’s water
plan, and water restrictions will remain in place until at
least 2013. There is something very wrong with a
government that has taken hundreds of millions of
dollars from water authorities but is now forcing
consumers to pay for the government’s inept
management of our water resources.
Look at infrastructure spending. Infrastructure is the
linchpin of productive investment and enhanced
competitiveness across Victoria. However, Labor has
failed to utilise the huge surge in revenues and its
budget surpluses to properly plan, finance and build
Victoria’s vital economic infrastructure. Labor’s
neglect is apparent from a comparison of Victoria’s
overall infrastructure spend, where Victoria was
spending less per capita on economic infrastructure
projects than any state in 2007–08. I refer to graph 11
dealing with infrastructure spending.
This has been the situation for a decade under Labor.
Victoria’s infrastructure gap is now widening. To
bridge that gap Victoria will have to rely on a huge
surge in debt funding, federal government assistance
and private sector investment. The rapid rise in debt
over the past few years in part reflects the Labor
government’s failure to use its surpluses productively in
previous years to build Victoria’s infrastructure
progressively and responsibly. All Victorians will now
pay the price for years to come as Victorians and
businesses pay higher taxes and have to manage greater
costs to remain viable and competitive. There is
something very wrong with a government that thinks
that sitting on its hands on infrastructure is the right
approach.
I now turn to with country Victoria. The past decade
has been particularly tough for country Victoria. The
drought has continued to make life very difficult and
has hit country communities and many key rural
industries hard. On top of that the terrible bushfires in
January and February have taken a great toll on lives
and livelihoods in many areas. The situation has not
been helped by the continued neglect of country
Victoria by the Brumby government. Labor has built on
its city-centric bias that pervades its policies and its
rhetoric. Many regional towns are losing traditional
industries and jobs. For example, the Brumby
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government has seen nearly 800 publicly announced
job losses in Ballarat in the last year, principally from
well-established manufacturing firms. These jobs have
not been replaced, and there is no regional employment
strategy to help develop viable industries and protect
regional jobs.

deliver basic services and infrastructure. No-one can
make excuses like the Brumby government. I have
never heard the Premier nor one minister ever say, ‘I
take responsibility’. The Brumby government has a
deliberate government strategy of saying, ‘Let’s make
excuses, excuses and then more excuses’.

Indicative of Labor’s neglect of country Victoria is the
$610 million promised under the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF). With one
year remaining of the 10-year program, documents
tabled in Parliament confirm that Labor will have spent
only $381.5 million. The RIDF-funded projects are
vital to communities across the state, but many projects
are still waiting to get off the ground. The Brumby
government has failed to meet its spending
commitments under the program at a time when such
projects are needed most. There is something very
wrong with a government that chooses not to govern in
the interests of every person from Mildura to
Mallacoota and from Wodonga to Warrnambool.

The Brumby government and its members have
invariably blamed something else: the Kennett
government, the Howard government, the Rudd
Government, vertical fiscal imbalance, horizontal fiscal
imbalance, petrol prices, the drought, the GST, climate
change, the environment, the heat, the cold, the wind,
the global financial crisis, power generators, Connex,
rail tracks, the Australian dollar going up, the
Australian dollar going down, population increases, and
banks. When all else fails we can be assured that the
government will blame the opposition. After nearly
10 years of a state Labor government these excuses are
designed to disguise Labor’s many failures. Instead of
spelling out a positive vision for the future of Victoria,
or at the very least explaining how it is that the
government will fix our woes in water, public transport,
education, health and policing, Labor prefers to dwell
on the past. It is time for the Brumby government to
stop the excuses, because Victorians want results, not
rhetoric.

I turn to bushfire prevention. For years the state Labor
government and its departments have been advised that
not enough of the state’s bushland was subject to
adequate fuel reduction to help curtail fire risk in what
is one of the most fire-prone areas in the world. For
years this advice has been ignored. In its 2008 report on
on its inquiry into the impact of public land
management practices on bushfires in Victoria the
Environment and Natural Resources Committee
recommended that to protect the community and
ecological assets the Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE) should increase its annual
prescribed burn-off targets from 130 000 to
385 000 hectares. It also recommended that this should
be treated as a rolling target, with any shortfalls to be
made up in subsequent years. Not only has there been a
huge fuel reduction deficit on the 385 000 hectare
benchmark, but there has also been a very substantial
deficit over the last decade, even measured against the
grossly inadequate DSE burn-off targets. Around 20 per
cent of bush included in these deficient government
fuel reduction targets remain untouched.
I refer to graph 12 dealing with burn-offs. There is
something very wrong with a government that cannot
act in the best interests of Victorian communities
despite receiving every warning that it was not doing
enough to protect Victorians from what is Victoria’s
greatest natural threat.
Turning to Labor’s list of excuses for its failures,
Victorians are becoming all too familiar with the string
of myths the Brumby government uses to cover up its
abysmal management of the state and its failure to

I turn to how the Liberal-Nationals coalition will make
Victoria a better place. Many policy announcements
will not be made clear until closer to the 2010 state
election, when the coalition will have a much clearer
picture of the exact financial position Victoria is in.
However, the following briefly outlines key differences
between the Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition and
Labor, which will guide policies.
The Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition is committed
to cutting the cost of doing business in Victoria;
supporting Victorian businesses to ensure future
investment and job creation; managing Victoria’s
economy efficiently by effectively using taxpayer funds
and eliminating waste; investing in and growing
Victoria’s infrastructure in order to provide greater
efficiencies and productivity for manufacturers and
business; strongly supporting the principle of freedom
of association in all workplaces; no longer tolerating
violence on our streets, and providing the necessary
front-line resources to ensure our community’s safety;
ensuring tougher sentencing for violent crimes and
crimes against children; ensuring that corruption in
Victoria is uncovered and that offenders are severely
punished; implementing a code of conduct for
government ministers which includes honesty and
accepting responsibility; leading the nation in literacy
and numeracy amongst Victorian students; supporting
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and fostering volunteerism in our communities and
promoting the benefits to young Victorians; ensuring
Victoria has a world-class health system with fair
access for all; and ensuring sensible and responsible
management of the Victorian environment.
In conclusion, the Victorian state Labor government
has been in office for nearly 10 years, and the Premier
has played a leading role in the budget process. The
Premier is responsible for this latest bad-news
budget — a typical high-taxing, high-spending and
high-debt Labor budget of old, funded on the
never-never and leaving our children to pay for it. It is a
house-of-cards budget based on a whole range of
assumptions. This budget was supposed to be about
jobs; however, it is a bad-news budget for Victorians,
particularly the 200 000 Victorians who will be
unemployed. It is a bad-news budget for our children,
who will be left to pay a $31 billion debt legacy by
Labor.
Despite Labor’s decade of opportunity, the question
Victorians are asking is: where has all the money gone,
and what do we have to show for it? Victoria has had
10 years of record taxes and revenue totalling more
than $300 billion to build desperately needed
infrastructure and to provide basic services, but our
infrastructure continues to fall apart and our services
have been seriously neglected. Labor has failed. This
budget shows that Labor just does not get it.
The 2009–10 state budget should have been about
assisting businesses to invest and to maintain and create
jobs; announcing infrastructure projects with funding
explicitly designed to assist Victorian businesses to be
competitive; eliminating government waste,
mismanagement and self-promotion programs; and
ensuring that debt funding of infrastructure is
transparent, that there is a repayment program and that
it is transparent for the taxpayer. On all counts the
Brumby state Labor government has failed Victorians.
Given its past record, we should not have expected any
better of the Brumby government’s ability to steer the
Victorian economy through troubled times.
This year’s state budget provided the Brumby
government with the opportunity to make a difference.
Regrettably that opportunity has been lost, and
Victorians now and in the future will suffer as a result.
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — There we
have it: 1 hour and 10 minutes, a dozen graphs,
statistics, rhetoric and all the usual things we have come
to expect from the opposition. The only thing the
member for Scoresby was able to confirm was that
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when the Leader of the Opposition reshuffled the front
bench after the last election and made the member for
Scoresby the shadow Treasurer he made a terrible
mistake, and that mistake was on display today.
What did we have from this lazy opposition? We
basically had a rehash of the graphs that were presented
to us last year with another year’s figures added to
them. That is all we had from this lazy opposition.
What has happened over the last 12 months in the midst
of the greatest economic and financial crisis the world
has ever seen? Have the graphs and the critique of the
opposition changed one bit? The truth is that they have
not. This opposition is lazy. Did we have any new
proposals? Did we have any new plans as to how the
opposition would respond to the challenges facing the
Victorian people and the global community in these
difficult times? We had nothing but a rehash of last
year’s graphs and nothing but rhetoric from the state
opposition. — this lazy opposition that proves again
and again that it is unfit to govern.
What did we hear from the Leader of the Opposition
and from the member for Scoresby earlier this week?
They made a mistake. They broke the iron law of
opposition, which is never to set a hurdle that the
government may actually be able to pass. That is the
iron law of opposition. What did we hear from the
Leader of the Opposition on Monday? He was asked
what the focus of the budget should be. He said:
Clearly, jobs have got to be a focus.

That is what he said. Further he said:
… we —

that is, the government —
may be threatening the state’s AAA rating … Victoria’s
AAA rating is now exposed, and that would be a great
concern …

The two tests the opposition leader and the member for
Scoresby set the government and the budget were that it
had to have jobs as a key focus and that it could not
threaten the state’s AAA rating.
Let us talk about jobs. We will have the biggest
infrastructure spend in Victorian history, creating in
2009–10, on conservative estimates, 35 000 direct jobs
and supply chain jobs just through those investments in
infrastructure, to say nothing of the flow-on and indirect
jobs created by that record investment and to say
nothing of the jobs created by the government’s
decisive intervention to call in key private sector
developments and generate more economic activity and
more jobs in Victoria.
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What else did we hear from the opposition? We heard
the contention that if unemployment is to go up, then
this budget must be condemned as a failure on the jobs
front. That is the opposition’s contention. We say to the
opposition, let it pass its own test, let it live up to its
own rhetoric and let it outline the policy proposals it
would adopt that would see unemployment go down in
Victoria over the next 12 months. Let us hear from the
opposition what it would do that would see Victoria
defy completely the international economic situation,
the situation around Australia and the situation that
confronts every other Australian government. What is it
that it would do to defy gravity and see unemployment
in Victoria actually go down? That is the test it has set
this government by saying that we failed on the jobs
front because we have presumably not been investing
enough in infrastructure or because this budget does not
create sufficient jobs.
Let us look at the second test the opposition set us,
which was in relation to the AAA credit rating. That
test lasted almost 24 hours. Almost 24 hours after the
Leader of the Opposition set us the test of not
threatening the state’s AAA credit rating and before the
Treasurer had finished delivering the budget speech and
sat down, Standard and Poor’s delivered its assessment
of the Victorian government’s budget and confirmed
the AAA credit rating. You cannot get a higher rating
than AAA. According to Standard and Poor’s, investors
in this state cannot find a safer investment anywhere in
the world. That is Standard and Poor’s confirmation of
the solid foundations upon which this budget is based.
There you have it.
The Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Scoresby set us two tests: that the budget had to have
jobs as a key focus and that it could not threaten the
state’s AAA credit rating, and the government has
passed both tests. It is a budget that has jobs as a key
focus, and it is a budget that sees record investment in
infrastructure that will create jobs. According to
Treasury’s own conservative estimate, 35 000 jobs will
be created in the financial year 2009–10, because this
government is acting decisively, having increased
infrastructure expenditure over the life of the
government from the $1 billion it inherited from the
Kennett government to the $8 billion in general
government sector investment in infrastructure that we
are going to see in 2009–10. This budget passes the
jobs test and passes it strongly.
It also passes the AAA credit rating test. Members
should not take our word for that, they should take the
word of Standard and Poor’s, because before the
Treasurer had sat down after delivering the budget
speech it had confirmed this government’s AAA credit
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rating. Having listened to the rhetoric of the member for
Scoresby and the ranting of the Leader of the
Opposition during the week, we are expected to believe
something different. We are supposed to believe this
budget sends Victorian taxpayers and the Victorian
community off some sort of credit or debt cliff. That is
what the Leader of the Opposition and the member for
Scoresby would have us believe. The trouble is that
nobody else believes them. No other government in
Australia believes them; certainly, the federal
government does not believe them. No government in
the developed Western world would believe the
rhetoric the Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Scoresby are spouting if we were to judge them by
their own actions in responding to the global financial
crisis. Right around the world governments are
investing, and they are borrowing to do so, in
infrastructure that generates jobs and provides an
economic stimulus at the very time when it is most
vitally needed for the world community. That is exactly
what we are doing here in Victoria, and we are doing it
in a prudent and sustainable fashion. The confirmation
of the AAA credit rating by Standard and Poor’s proves
that.
The fact that we have an operating surplus on the net
result from transactions, not just in the next financial
year but over the forward estimates period —
something we are unlikely to see any other government
in Australia, whether it is the commonwealth, a state or
a territory, being able to achieve — shows that this is a
budget that not only makes the critical investments in
vital infrastructure that are needed at a time when our
economy most needs them, but that it does so in a way
that is sustainable and responsible in the long term. This
government’s budget — the Lenders budget —
delivered on Tuesday passes both of the tests the
Leader of the Opposition set for it.
In a shadow cabinet meeting on Monday the Leader of
the Opposition said, ‘How can we construct a dilemma
from which the government cannot possibly extract
itself? Why don’t we say on the one hand that the
budget must create jobs but on the other hand that it
cannot imperil our AAA credit rating?’, believing that
we would definitely fail one of those tests. In fact
according to Standard and Poor’s and according to the
tests set for us by the Leader of the Opposition, the
government has met the challenge. That is what the
Victorian community would expect from us.
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What other economic illiteracy have we heard from the
Leader of the Opposition? In a press conference on
Tuesday he said:
… we wanna see the reckoning about those off-balance sheet
liabilities, including super …

He went on to say:
There’s plenty that ought be exposed and made transparent,
and it’s not being done at the moment.

Let me take the Leader of the Opposition to the
cunningly concealed graph in budget paper 4, the one
we have been hiding from the Victorian people. Note 7
on page 48 is headed ‘Superannuation’. All the details
are there. The very things which the Leader of the
Opposition says are off the balance sheet, the things we
are not hearing about at the moment, are all revealed in
note 7 on pages 48 and 49. Note 7(a) is headed
‘Superannuation expense recognised in the operating
statement’. Note 7(b) is headed ‘Reconciliation of the
present value of the defined benefit obligation’.
Note 7(c) is headed ‘Reconciliation of the fair value of
superannuation plan assets’ and note 7(d) is headed
‘Reconciliation of the superannuation liabilities’. The
details are all in budget paper 4; they are not secretly
concealed and buried under a rock where nobody can
find them. They are on pages 48 and 49 of budget
paper 4 for Victorians to scrutinise.
The Leader of the Opposition has suggested that there
is some sort of conspiracy to deny the Victorian people
access to the information they need to make a
judgement about the sustainability of this budget, but it
is all there for them to see and to scrutinise, because this
government is open and accountable, and we are happy
to be judged on that. We are open and accountable,
whether it is in relation to the budget papers or whether
it is in relation to speeding fines incurred by members
of Parliament. We are happy to be clear and up-front
about these things. We judge opposition members not
by their hollow rhetoric when in opposition but by what
they do. When this week they were given a chance to
be open and transparent, they fudged the test. They
could not pass it; they could not be open and
transparent if their lives depended upon it.
Basically, the opposition is trying to be all things to all
people. What is its explanation for the pressures on the
budget surplus? According to the member for Scoresby
the pressures are caused by our relying completely on
the Rudd government to provide capital payments to
prop up the Victorian budget. That is the critique from
the member for Scoresby. But that might not suit each
audience that the opposition speaks to, so each shadow
spokesperson is sent out to say something different.
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A member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region in
the Legislative Council, Mr Rich-Phillips, said the
reason the government is in the fiscal position it is in, is
because it is drawing in an unprecedented way on
dividends from water authorities. That was
Mr Rich-Phillips’s explanation. There was no mention
of the Rudd government’s involvement — the water
authorities were the source of it! That was not a suitable
explanation for the member for Malvern, who said in
his press release that the government is relying on
gambling taxes to prop up the state government’s
coffers. There it is: whatever explanation the opposition
thinks will suit the audience it is preaching to, is the
explanation the opposition will desperately grasp at.
The member for Scoresby went off on payroll tax,
saying that payroll tax receipts were through the roof.
This is somehow symbolic of the capricious,
tax-grabbing needs of the Brumby government,
according to the member for Scoresby. The member
does not reflect on the fact that we have actually cut the
payroll tax rate in Victoria, which means increases in
payroll tax receipts in Victoria are driven
overwhelmingly by increases in employment. That is
the key driver that has seen changes in payroll tax
receipts in Victoria. The member for Scoresby knows
that; if he does not know that, he is not fit to be the
shadow Treasurer. However, judging by the
performance we have just been subjected to, I think we
all know the answer to that little dilemma. In fact, the
member for Scoresby is not up for the job and is just
rehashing last year’s speeches.
The truth is that this is a good budget for Victorians. It
is a budget that responds to the challenges we face by
providing an economic stimulus at the very time when
Victorians need it. It provides a jobs boost at the very
time when Victorians need it. It does so in an
economically and financially sustainable way by
maintaining an operating surplus over the forward
estimates period. With this budget the government is
working closely with the commonwealth government in
ushering in a new and unprecedented era of
federal-state financial cooperation to respond to the
challenges we face as a community. The budget invests
in schools and hospitals, and it provides for new police
stations. There is a massive boost to public transport
and roads right across the state to improve basic
services to all Victorians. These are the very things that
Victorians want during these very difficult economic
times.
In my electorate the budget initiatives mean a new
station at Lynbrook; it means a $74.5 million extension
to the Dingley arterial that will complete that vital link;
and it means $20 million to the Keysborough College
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regeneration — $10 million on the Chandler site and
$10 million on the Heatherhill site. This is great news
for the constituents of my electorate. There will be
upgrades to mental health at Dandenong. It is a great
budget for Victorians in difficult times, which is exactly
what the Victorian people expect.

governments, of whatever persuasion those
governments may have been, throughout the
20th century. In straight up dollar terms, in a
comparative sense, that is how much money this
government has had available to it over the last
10 years.

Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) (By leave) —
Labor cannot manage money, and by agreement with
the government, over the next 30 minutes I will tell the
Parliament why that is so. It is an important point to
keep in mind in the course of this whole debate that
Labor cannot manage money — it is an appalling
money manager. Indeed to borrow a witticism from
Mrs Thatcher — I heard this on the radio the other
night — Labor governments go very well until they run
out of everybody else’s money. The simple fact is that
we have got another demonstration of it by this
government, and it is never more evident than when
you look through the pages of these budget documents.

Over the last 10 years the government has had available
to it something in the order of $300 billion. We have
done the research, and if members look at the total of
the budgets run by Victorian governments throughout
the 20th century, they will see that the total amount of
money available in those budgets is less than the
amount of money this government has had available to
it in the last 10 years.

The Premier has been saying that our economy will be
the envy of the world and that there is no bad news in
this budget. I wonder what the 200 000 people who will
lose their jobs, or more particularly be without work, by
the time this budget period has concluded will have to
say in relation to those comments by the Premier.
Members have to discuss these budgetary issues in the
context of a proper setting; it is very important to do it
from a strong foundation. There are two essential
elements to this whole debate. The first, as I have
already said, is that Labor cannot manage money. It is a
historical fact that it is hopelessly appalling at financial
management. The second element is the undoubted
influence of the global financial crisis. There is no
doubt that is a factor in this, but members cannot
separate the two issues — they are both in play in terms
of this budget. The proper context of this whole debate
should include both those factors.
That is an immediate departure from the government’s
position, because as we have just heard in a rant from
the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport
Accident Commission, the government tries to convey
the sentiment that the whole situation with regard to
Victoria’s current budgetary position, both now and in
the future, is due to the global financial crisis. That is
simply not so. The facts so far tell a different story. We
have had this government for years, or the best part of
10 years. In that time it has had rivers of cash in the
order of $300 billion available to it.
It is difficult to get some form of analogous position to
indicate its proper form, but one of them is to say that in
the last 10 years this government has had more money
available to it than the total available to all the Victorian

There are fatal flaws in the way Labor manages money.
Labor always overspends and always underestimates its
income. For 10 years we have gone through this ritual
of the budget updates each year when we get the
revised figure on income. Invariably the government
has had masses of additional money coming in,
particularly from GST but also from stamp duty,
payroll tax and all the usual sources, yet in every single
budget the government has provided to this Parliament,
its income has been understated.
What that has led to is Labor at its best: Thatcherism,
there for everybody to see. Every year the Premier and
Treasurer have overshot their budgetary expenditure.
Fortunately every year they have underestimated the
amount of money they will get, to the point where you
cannot help but think they have deliberately done it so
that they can come out with the purported good news as
the year rolls on. It is a fatal flaw that they have in
relation to their financial management.
When we talk about the current status of Victoria’s
finances it is imperative to take into account what has
happened over the past 10 years. You cannot have this
conversation on the basis of contemporary issues
around the global financial crisis. Where we are in
Victoria is a direct product of this government’s
mismanagement of the state’s finances over the course
of this decade.
The other point to add to this is the inevitability of the
growth of debt. Inevitably when Labor is running
government we have a growth in debt, and it is not
appropriate to take it as a snapshot in any one year; you
have to have a look at the trend. There was an article in
one of the dailies today written by a respected journalist
who talked about the figures in relation to debt not
being too bad for this state, but the thing is you must
take the trend, and the trend in debt in relation to this
government’s efforts inevitably shows it keeps
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borrowing money. It incessantly wants to borrow
money. Before the global financial crisis, as we now
know it, ever arrived on the scene this government was
out there borrowing money again. It cannot help itself,
because it cannot manage money. It cannot control its
spending.
You only need look at the way in which the
government has mismanaged money in relation to
major projects over the course of the years. Myki,
which still does not work, started off at about
$300 million for a whole-of-life contract and is now at
about $1.3 billion. The government has blown
$1 billion, and the thing does not even work. You still
cannot even use it.
The fast rail network started off at $80 million, and
somehow or other, in typical Labor fashion, became
$800 million. There are issues like the expansion of the
Monash Freeway, which started off at $1 billion. We
found out by press release — thanks! — that it was
going to be $1.46 billion. The government blew another
$460 million before anybody had dug a hole, before the
project even got started. Going through these things, the
HealthSMART system and its introduction in Victoria
show that Labor governments cannot manage money.
They have blown billions of dollars in relation to major
projects in their different forms.
Further, as I have rhetorically posed so many times in
this Parliament over the years, what happens when the
music stops? I have been saying it for a decade.
Someone has pinched the vinyl. The music has stopped.
It is all over, Red Rover. It is very easy to run the show
when you are out in front of the pack and you have got
rivers of gold running in the doors. It has got a bit
harder now, and the government and its ministers have
been found wanting.
The first thing that everybody must have regard to
during this budgetary discussion is the fact that Labor
cannot manage money. If you look at the way it has run
the state’s finances over the past 10 years you can
repudiate the usual commentary from the Premier that
we hear so often: it is not our fault; it is someone else’s
fault. It is always someone else’s fault. It is always
some other factor, some other person, some other
entity, some other event. It is always someone else’s
fault. I say to the Premier that it is not someone else’s
fault, it is his fault. That is the mainstay of this whole
debate on our budgetary position. So it is that that first
issue of influence, the historical management — or
mismanagement — of our budgets over the past
10 years has to be set in stone during this debate.
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The second point is the influence of the global financial
crisis — and it is of relevance. It is amazing to note the
change in 12 months. This time 12 months ago when I
stood to make a response to the budget speech, the price
of oil was US$122. Interest rates were going north. It
was thought that oil was going to get to US$200 a
barrel. The expression ‘subprime’ had not become part
of the lexicon, as it is now has. The notion of toxic
assets was a foreign thing; we had not even heard of it.
In the course of 12 months we have seen these
remarkable changes. In combination with this we have
had the Premier out their dog whistling over the past
few weeks, running the line that we have a black hole
of $2 billion in the budget. ‘Woe is me! Things have
changed. It’s terrible. We are going to find it difficult’.
He was softening the community up for what we now
see on the pages of this budget.
In fact the figures give a very different position. When
you look at the historical figures, you see that some of
them are alarming. Over the past 10 years that Labor
has been running the show Victoria’s share of gross
domestic product has gone from 25.9 per cent in
1999–2000 to 23.7 per cent in 2007–08. Victoria’s
share of total Australian exports has fallen from 21 per
cent in 1999–2000 to 15 per cent under Labor’s watch.
The gross state product per capita, which is a very
indicative and important figure, has fallen under Labor.
Taking 100 as the benchmark measure, in 1999–2000 it
was 104.6. Under Labor it has gone to 95.7. During
every year of the former Kennett government,
Victoria’s gross state product per capita was above the
national average. Now Victoria is lagging well behind
the national average.
On the issue of productivity, budget paper 3 includes a
discussion about this all-important issue of
productivity. Particularly at page 377 it says:
One of the drivers of a modern and flexible economy is a
productive workforce.

We agree with that as a matter of principle. But
productivity has unfortunately been almost static under
this government since 2003–04. These are all figures
reflective of a failure by Labor to run our economy in
the course of the good times. Is it any wonder,
therefore, that when you look at figures in relation to
productivity growth, you again see that our figures here
in Victoria are terrible. Since 1999–2000 the value of
output per employee in Victoria has increased by 5 per
cent. The comparable national figure is 7.3 per cent.
These figures are reflective of the fact that the Labor
government cannot manage money and cannot run the
economy properly.
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There are other figures pertinent to this whole
conversation that the Premier has introduced over the
course of these past few days: the softening up of the
general public with regard to the taxation position. Let
us have a look at it. If you have a look at the revenue
streams in the budget, you see that the figure shows that
in the 2009 budget there will be an increase of about
4.4 per cent in taxation. Interest will be up 6.3 per cent,
and there are various other figures that go to make up
the total revenue. The total revenues overall, though,
will be up by 8.3 per cent. On the other side of the coin,
when you look at the expenditure items, employee
expenses are going to go up by 6.3 per cent, super will
be up by 8.1 per cent, other super will be up by 14.7 per
cent, and so on and so on. The most frightening figure
in the whole thing is the figure for interest expenses,
which will go from $566.7 million to $713.8 million, an
increase of 26 per cent. Interest is going to kick up by
26 per cent!

absolutely hopeless at it, and the story is told through
the pages of the budget.

Further, and even worse, if you look forward to the
following year, you see our interest figure on the
forward estimates will be $960 million, and the year
after, 2011–12, it will be $1.1 billion to pay the interest
on the government’s borrowings. These are all figures
taken out of the budget. Looking at the bottom lines in
relation to revenue and expenditure, revenue is going to
be up by 8.3 per cent but expenditure will also be up by
8.3 per cent, so you come out with the net figure. All
this commentary by the Premier about the probability
of a $2 billion black hole is an absolute furphy. That is
another one that I will come back to shortly about
where the black hole really is in all of this, but the
commentary by the Premier in the meantime is
completely at odds with reality.

An added feature of this situation is that we have the
perfect storm. Labor, which cannot manage money
anyway, has now been let off the leash by a world that
basically says, ‘Spend! Borrow to your heart’s content!
Go as hard as you like! Do not worry about it!’. Is it
any wonder the Premier was a bit choosy about the
clippings he brought in yesterday when he wanted to
have his commentary in question time? He seemed to
have missed a couple of the local papers.

When you look at the issue of grants from the
commonwealth, you hear the alarm bells starting to
ring. The total commonwealth grants are $3 billion
more than what was forecast in the forward estimates
last year. The estimate was $18.5 billion in round
figures; the actual is about $21.5 billion, so we have
gone up by $3 billion in terms of the forward estimates
with regard to the commonwealth grants. Of course this
is taken right across the total federal grants. I will not
bother going through the general purpose grants or the
payments for specific purpose grants or the capital
grants, because the basic picture is the same.
The bottom line is that we are being bailed out by the
feds. We are being bailed out by a federal government
which itself is borrowing money to lend to us so that we
do not have to borrow quite as much money as we
otherwise would. It is Labor, Labor, Labor — and the
truth of it is that Labor cannot manage money. It is

I will refer to the worst feature of it, too. It is
extraordinary how over these past 12 months the basic
notions of how to manage money and run budgets have
apparently gone out the window. The whole thing now
is a complete departure from the way in which people
run their household budgets or their businesses. As we
know, in those environments people are careful about
ever getting into debt. You do not go into debt unless
you really need to. If you are going to, then you do it on
a very carefully managed basis. Whatever else you do,
you make sure that you have a payment schedule so
you can be certain you can repay the money, as
opposed to just leaving it to wander on interminably.
Debt is like quicksand. It is easy to get into, as Labor
knows, but it is hellishly difficult to get out of, as we in
conservative politics know — and here we go again!

There were articles in those papers written by some
well-known journalists around this place. One of the
articles in the Herald Sun is headed ‘Huge debt to haunt
our young’. I heard the Minister for Water raving
earlier about our AAA rating. The subheading for the
same article, written by Terry McCrann, is ‘AAA rating
looking shaky’. Many other articles show that people
have woken up to the fact that the government’s
cop-out is to blame the global financial crisis for
everything, when the fact is that when you look at the
way Labor has mismanaged the budget, and the way in
which it is now going about managing the budget as we
now have it, you see Labor at its best. Labor simply
cannot manage money.
The black hole to which I referred earlier relates to
some of the assumptions that underpin this budget. It is
not only the growth issues to which the member for
Scoresby referred in what was a brilliant exposé of this
budget. In his speech this morning the member for
Scoresby made extended references to those issues.
There is another issue at play here of which members
should be very aware. The two imperatives which are
very important in the way this budget is framed are the
increases in employee expenses and other operating
expenses. I will explain them briefly.
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If you look through the budget papers, you see that
insofar as the increase in employee expenses is
concerned, in 2005–06 that figure increased by 6.5 per
cent; for 2006–07 it was 6 per cent; 2007–08, 6.8 per
cent; 2008–09, 8.5 per cent; 2009–10, 6.3 per cent. The
average of those five years shows an increase in
government employee expenses of 6.8 per cent. What
the government has done for the purposes of its
calculations in the forward estimates is assume that in
the year 2010–11 the increase in employee expenses
will be 4.2 per cent. In 2011–12 it is 4.4 per cent and in
2012–13, 3.7 per cent. These figures are simply not
realistic when you look at the history.
I refer to operating expenses. There was a 9.9 per cent
increase in 2005–06. In the subsequent years it has been
9.7 per cent in 2006–07, 10.2 per cent in 2007–08,
9.8 per cent in 2008–09 and in 2009–10 it is budgeted
at 4.8 per cent. Over five years there has been an 8.9 per
cent increase in the figure for operating expenses. What
has the government done? For 2010–11 the government
has operating expenses at a growth of minus 0.8 per
cent, against an average of the previous five years of an
increase of 8.9 per cent. In the year 2011–12 the
government has the increase in operating expenses at
zero. In the following year — 2012–13 — the
government has the increase in operating expenses at
0.6 per cent. These are simply not realistic figures.
If the two averages that I have spoken about — the
6.8 per cent and 8.9 per cent for salaries and for
operating expenses respectively — are applied across
the board to the figures which appear in this
government’s budget, then you get a very different
outcome. At the moment the budget surplus is
calculated at $195 million. If you apply those averages
as I have just defined them, you end up with a deficit of
$1.5 billion. If you do it in 2011–12, instead of a
surplus of $290 million you end up with a deficit of
$3.2 billion. If you do it in 2012–13, it is not a surplus
of $562 million; it is a deficit of $4.8 billion — almost
$5 billion! Therein lies the black hole.
This government has constructed this budget on the
basis of operating expenses and salaries which are
completely fallacious when you have regard to the
history of the last five years of this government’s
operation. It simply ain’t going to happen, and I think
those recalculations are absolutely damning.
We are staring straight down the barrel. This is
Groundhog Day. We have been here before, and here
we are again, because Labor simply cannot manage
money. Its historical management is dreadful. It is the
Premier’s fault and not everybody else’s fault. We
should not be in the position that we are now in as we
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continue to deal with this global financial crisis. We are
being bailed out by a federal government which is
borrowing a poultice. We have this massive debt at the
current interest rates — let alone what will happen if
the interest rates grow — and the management of our
economy is a complete departure from the basic way
Victorians run their households and their small
businesses.
In country Victoria there are many specifics with which
we have to contend. Prevalent amongst those is the
horror of the bushfires. I spoke about it again here
yesterday. We have all spoken about it at length. The
whole of the Parliament shares the grave concern we
have for those who have been impacted by those fires. I
will not dwell on it again now, not out of any disrespect
to those concerned — far from it. The issue was
touched upon at great length yesterday.
The other insidious threat we have is ongoing drought. I
was staggered to hear the answer from the Minister for
Agriculture yesterday when I asked him a question
about this issue in question time. Some 10 out of
13 drought-related programs are going to be shut down
on 30 June. While that happens, this government is
going to go out to have a look at what is happening
with the drought and will then do something about it
prospectively in October this year. That is an absolutely
disgraceful state of affairs. I call on the government —
indeed I implore the government — to review that
ridiculous position, because you only need to be out
there and you can see it for yourself.
I say this genuinely: the Minister for Agriculture
intrinsically is a decent bloke. He travels around, and he
knows about the drought conditions our communities
are facing. He should act on it now, and I call upon him
to do so. Likewise I call on the minister who has
responsibility for those all-important mental health
programs. We need those drought counsellors out there.
A great article about Ivan Lister was written by Peter
Munro and appeared in last Sunday’s Age. It is a
snapshot of what people are facing out there. People in
country areas are resilient, but they are being sorely
tested. They are globally competitive, because their
focus is on exports. They are technologically
innovative. These are terrific people who, if given their
chance, are going to do — and continue to do — so
very well for Victoria.
I am afraid to say that the budget is a severe
disappointment to them. There are some bright lights,
and I accept that. To be fair, I have received some
funding in my own electorate for a major road project.
It completes an initiative which the former government
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started. I am pleased to see this government complete it,
and I say that in fairness. There is a primary school
being built in Leongatha, which is in my electorate.
Again I am pleased to see that happen. We just have to
put aside the fact that about 85 per cent of the total
capital expenditure on education is going to be
provided by the federal government. I think it comes up
to about $2.4 billion. We just have to leave that aside
and welcome the news for what it is. There are aspects
of this budget that I welcome, as I said, but many of the
programs — indeed most of them — have been
rebadged or are reannouncements.
I now want to deal with some specific issues. The
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund is one of
my good old favourites. The minister and I have been
sparring about this for a couple of years. I am right; the
minister is wrong. The Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund is a good idea. It has been of benefit
and continues to be of benefit to country Victoria, but it
is badly underspent. It should have, and could have,
been used better, and it has not been. Be it on the
government’s head, and the head of the minister in
particular.
At this point, I seek the leave of the house to
incorporate in Hansard a table which has been
approved by Hansard and the Speaker and which has
been circulated to all members.
Leave granted; see table page 1348.
Mr RYAN — What this table shows are some very
indicative figures. It shows that the government has
budgeted $610 million over 10 years for the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund. The fund is to expire
mid-2010. If members look at the totality of the money
that has been spent so far and the government’s forward
estimates, they will see that there is a picture to be
explained. The table shows that from 1999 until the end
of the 2007–08 financial year the government had spent
$330 million of the $610 million. It shows that if you
take into account what the government intends for the
next two budgetary periods, in its very best case the
government will get a total expenditure of $466 million
out of that $610 million. It shows therefore that on the
government’s own figures by the time this fund expires
in June next year there will have been an underspend of
$144 million of that $610 million. It shows that
absolutely inevitably the government will continue to
have undersold country Victoria on this important
issue, particularly when we are so desperately in need
of the money being spent.
The Report on the 2008–09 Budget Estimates — Part
Three, which was tabled in October last year, refers to
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the work undertaken by the all-important, all-powerful
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. I believe
the chair, the member for Burwood, is with us as I
speak. Indeed he is.
Mr Stensholt — And we tabled another report
today.
Mr RYAN — Good. Recommendation 15 in the
report of October 2008 says:
To ensure that the approved allocation of funding to the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund is fully committed
and spent in a timely manner, the government will need to
accelerate the number of announced projects over the next
two years.

That is what the illustrious committee had to say. What
was the government’s response? It rejected the
recommendation. The Premier and the minister rejected
the recommendation. No fencing it at all; they said the
committee was wrong. The all-powerful Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee, a committee on
which the government has the numbers and which is
chaired by none other than the member for Burwood,
made the recommendation I have just read out, but the
Premier and the minister rejected it. They rejected it! I
think that in itself is a commentary. We need that
money spent now. We need that money out there in our
communities. We have had the Auditor-General
commentating on this fund over the years, and the
government has to do better.
There is a raft of other issues — I should not have
agreed to talk for just 30 minutes! There is nothing in
this budget for the small business sector, which is the
absolute engine room of our economy in country
Victoria. There is no tax relief of any sort and there are
no incentives. There is the issue of land tax, and no
relief is provided. This budget is about jobs, jobs, jobs
in the important regional centres like Ballarat, Bendigo
and Sale, where I live. Those of us who represent and
live in country Victoria need to make sure that we
preserve jobs, but that is not being done in this budget
because the small business sector has missed out badly.
Power generation is sadly in need. We skated through
last summer, the government totally lacking the ability
to address it. There is the whole issue of water and all
that imbroglio. The $750 million pipeline will come to
be known as Brumby’s Folly. If the government does
get water running down that pipeline next year, it ought
to colour it red to reflect the blood of the people up
there in the north of Victoria, because it is their life’s
blood that will be coming down that blasted pipeline.
This government ought to be ashamed of itself.
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Through Melbourne Water, the government threatened
to have Clay Manners, who works with me, prosecuted
for criminal contempt because he was pursuing an
FOI request in relation to this issue. That is how low
this government sinks. It is a threat the government has
now withdrawn because it was faced with the
consequences.
There is a range of other issues which unfortunately cry
out for attention by this government and which have not
been met in the course of this document. The budget
speech does not contain the word ‘vision’. It is not in it.
Mr Nardella — Isn’t it?
Mr RYAN — No, it is not. It is not in it. That is
because this government has no vision for Victoria.
This government has no vision, and ultimately this
government cannot manage money.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs Fyffe) — Order!
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I do not know
why opposition members are applauding the Hanrahan
of the house. The man was taking every sort of
economic indicator and twisting it and turning it in
order to come up with a sensitivity analysis; but let me
tell you, that was totally an insensitivity analysis.
This budget is a budget for the times. It is a budget that
secures 35 000 jobs here in Victoria. It is a budget
about jobs, jobs and jobs. It is a budget that rebuilds
after the bushfires. The Leader of The Nationals asked,
‘Where is the vision?’. Let me tell you that the
Australian Financial Review had headlines on 6 May
saying ‘Brumby charts road to recovery’ and ‘Brumby
charts long road to economic recovery’. Of course there
is vision there. It is built on the past, it is built in the
present, and it is making sure that this is a budget that is
there for all Victorians. It is also a budget that rebuilds
after the bushfires.
It is a budget that builds on the great record of nine
previous budgets and years of careful and considered
good fiscal management. It is a budget that takes
advantage of the very good economic fundamentals we
have in Victoria. Page 17 of budget paper 2 states:
The government’s balance sheet remained solid. This has
been achieved through a commitment to the sound financial
management of the Victorian government’s net financial
liabilities.

The paper goes on to refer to the AAA credit rating. We
have maintained the AAA rating we achieved early in
this decade. It was the Bracks and the Brumby
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governments that achieved the full AAA rating in
Victoria. We have maintained it with past budgets, and
we have made sure that this budget does so too.
We are building on the economic fundamentals in
Victoria. We have a far more diverse economy now
than before. The member for Scoresby does not seem to
understand that the economy is more diverse now. I am
surprised at the Leader of The Nationals, because he
usually shows more sense, but I am sure the Leader of
the Opposition really has no idea, quite frankly, given
his performance on the Jon Faine show yesterday. We
have taken advantage of strong population growth, of
the fact that people are coming to Victoria and want
to live here. We have responsible financial
management and a proactive economic reform
agenda.
This is a budget that delivers leadership and
investment to Victoria in difficult times. It is a
budget that builds for the future while seeking to
preserve jobs. It is a budget that stays the course. But
it is not just a matter of making sure that we do this
and that; we also need to look after disadvantaged
communities and disadvantaged peoples, and that is
what we do. The next instalment of A Fairer Victoria
was announced today. We have spent billions of
dollars looking after the unfortunate in Victoria,
unlike the previous coalition government. It
abandoned the disadvantaged by sacking teachers,
sacking nurses and stripping money from services for
disadvantaged people. In its last budget $14 million
was taken from the northern suburbs. This
government is making sure the disadvantaged are
looked after.
This is also a budget that readies Victoria to take
advantage of economic recovery when it arrives.
That is what we are looking to do. It is a budget that
is the envy of every other state and, I dare say, the
envy of the world. If you look at world figures —
opposition members have seen the International
Monetary Fund figures — you see that because of the
solid fundamentals we have in Victoria we are able
to guide our way through our problems better than
virtually any other government. I think Cyprus is
about the only other government that is doing as
well. Of course I am leaving aside China and India.
China’s economy will grow by 6 per cent this
financial year and India’s by about 4 per cent. But in
terms of developed economies Victoria is doing very
well indeed.
What are the budget highlights regarding securing
and investing in the right infrastructure projects?
Yes, we are investing in infrastructure — and it is
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nothing new for us. We have been leading economic
reform in Australia through the reform agenda of the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG). In
1999 the Liberal-Nationals coalition invested
$1 billion in infrastructure. Coalition members
crowed about the $1 billion surplus, but they were
too scared to spend it. The Leader of The Nationals
said, ‘Labor — not too sure about them managing
money’, but the coalition had the money and did not
spend it. It did not know how to spend it or what to
do with it. The coalition is only good at slash and
burn, it is not good at creation and vision. The
Bracks and Brumby governments have had vision,
and we are continuing with it.
We are in uncertain economic times. We all realise that.
But we have to act, and we are acting. We are ensuring
that we secure 35 000 jobs this year. We are supporting
economic growth now and into the future. We are
assisting recovery from the global financial crisis. We
are also building on our record of strong financial
management. I have mentioned the AAA credit rating.
Within hours of the budget coming down, Standard and
Poor’s reaffirmed the AAA credit rating here in
Victoria. We have maintained prudent debt levels, and
in that regard we will maintain the AAA credit rating.
We are looking forward to budget surpluses of at least
$100 million per annum because of the sound financial
management we have had in the past. Interestingly in
terms of the views on the projections for growth,
revenue and spending in this budget, Malcolm
Maiden said in the Age yesterday that the process begun
in the budget ‘should not endanger Victoria’s AAA
credit rating’.
In this budget we are continuing to build on key
priorities such as skills. I do not think the member
for Scoresby understands what is going on in the
TAFE institutes. We do better in Victoria in terms of
apprenticeships and traineeships, and we are going to
have record numbers of extra places for training. On
infrastructure, we are going to have $11.5 billion
worth of infrastructure in both the general
government sector and other parts of the Victorian
government economy, as well as infrastructure in
non-government schools, through federal funding,
and in housing — $500 million is going into housing.
On the question of competitiveness, the member for
Scoresby said, ‘We are not competitive here in
Victoria’. I suggest opposition members read page 17
of budget paper 2. Where is Victoria in terms of
taxation and royalty revenue — and royalties are
taxation, let us not kid ourselves — as a percentage
of gross state product? Victoria is down at the
bottom; it is below New South Wales, Queensland
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and the Australian average. In Victoria we are doing
better in terms of competitiveness than the rest of
Australia. That ability to be more competitive
ensures that we can support our businesses, and we
have done that in many ways. We have done that by
cutting taxes in Victoria again and again. Land tax
used to be 5 per cent and it is now 2.25 per cent.
Payroll tax has been slashed. The member for
Scoresby, that brilliant economist, has said, ‘It’s
terrible — land tax has gone up! It’s terrible —
payroll tax has gone up!’ There is a reason payroll
tax has gone up: more people are employed in
Victoria. If more people are employed, there will be
more payroll tax. What have we done to help
business? We have slashed payroll tax. That is what
you do to help people — you slash taxes.
A very important area of the budget accounts for
rebuilding after the bushfires — that is, supporting
affected families and communities, assisting affected
businesses and preparing for the future. There is just
under $1 billion for the investment going forward.
There is assistance from the federal government in that
regard. There is also a large amount of money coming
from the Victorian government. We are putting money
into that. We accept that this is an absolute tragedy, and
we are supporting that. We are meeting our obligations
and meeting generously the needs that are there. But at
the same time we are ensuring good fiscal management
and an operating surplus of $165 million.
The last area I want to mention is the fact that we are
working with the federal government. The Victorian
government has always been open to working with the
federal government. We worked with the Howard
federal government in terms of COAG. We led the
agenda. We led the argument in terms of improving
productivity. We led the argument about building on
and improving our skills base. We led the argument
about having a more healthy community and trying to
deal with obesity. We led the argument about investing
in infrastructure.
The massive failure in the last 10 years, quite frankly,
was the massive failure of the former federal Treasurer,
Peter Costello, to invest in infrastructure for the future
in Australia. The Victorian government did its part. In
the last few budgets we have had $2 billion, $3 billion,
$4 billion a year going into infrastructure. Given the
difficulties we have, we have said we will do even
more. We will bring forward that spending on
infrastructure and look to have $7 billion next year in
terms of infrastructure investment in the general
government sector. With the other ones I mentioned
that brings us up to $11.5 billion going into
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infrastructure. It is needed now. Why is it needed? To
secure the jobs.
We are working with the Rudd federal Labor
government to support economic growth and jobs to
meet the challenge of the crisis. There is a crisis. It is a
matter of being sensible about this. It is a matter of
meeting it head on and doing what is required when
there is a crisis — and this budget does what is
required. It is not a matter of empty rhetoric, it is a
matter of hard work and putting your head down and
actually doing things when there is a crisis. This budget
does that. It is not a matter of whining about what is
going on, as the member for Scoresby does. It is a
matter of getting out there and doing things and doing
them well, of building on our foundations and of
making sure we do things properly. We have a plan in
Victoria to build rail and roads across the state. In fact
we do not just have a plan, because in this budget we
are going to do it. This budget is about doing things. It
is not just about plans, it is about implementing those
plans. That is what this budget does.
This is a budget that will strengthen educational
facilities. We are working with the Rudd government to
do that in our schools right across the board. We have
committed $1.9 billion, including over $400 million of
state funding, for schools in this budget. We are
working with the Rudd government on a
once-in-a-multigeneration investment in our schools. It
is not just once in a generation. Premiers Bolte and
Thompson did some, but quite frankly they did not do
all that well because of all the lightweight timber
construction buildings we have to replace. This
investment in our schools is marvellous, and it is being
done by Labor governments. Labor invests, Labor has
the vision, Labor does it. That is what Labor is about.
We are building the capacity of our health services. I
understand there will be another announcement today
about the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre proposed for
Parkville. Labor does it in terms of our hospitals. We do
not close them; we build them and we rebuild them. We
must have rebuilt over 60 hospitals now. Of course we
have rebuilt practically every police station in Victoria,
or certainly in country Victoria. The budget contains a
major boost to housing. We are rebuilding social
housing. We put $500 million into it; we were ahead of
the pack. The federal government is now putting
billions of dollars into social housing because there is a
great need for it in Australia. We are working with the
Rudd Labor government to do that.
I am a bit concerned about the views of the opposition.
The coalition is more like a collusion. I was disturbed
to read yesterday the brilliant analysis of the Leader of

Thursday, 7 May 2009

the Opposition’s appearance on the Jon Faine radio
show. He talked about how the budget is built on
assumptions. Of course it is built on assumptions —
that is what budgets are! Maybe the Baillieu household
does not make any assumptions when it does its family
budget, but everyone else does. We assume that
someone in the house has a job. We assume that the
kids will be healthy. We assume there is a roof over our
heads and that it will not fall in. We assume that the car
will not break down. There were a lot of accusations.
The Leader of the Opposition said taxes are growing by
over 5 per cent, but they are not. He has not read the
budget papers, because it is actually 4 per cent. He said
land tax was 10 times more than last time. The land tax
rate has been cut many times, but the value of the land
has been going up. Land tax is not going up 5 per cent
next year.
Kim’s calculator has struck again. You have to look
more carefully at these figures and understand what
they are and what the base is. In fact some of the figures
have gone down this year. The statement was that
stamp duty is going up 10 per cent next year, but if you
look at the figures, you see that compared to last year’s
budget it has already gone down 22 per cent this year.
A statement on the budget was that there is an illusion
about the taxation thing. If you read the budget and
compare it to last year’s estimates, you will find that
over four years there is $2 billion less in state taxes —
half a billion dollars a year less than was estimated last
year. There is less money to work with. There is less
money in the state in terms of state taxation let alone in
terms of the GST. We have to deal with that. We have
to make sure we can work with that. Fortunately we
can. Fortunately it is a good budget that is built on those
fundamentals rather than on a misunderstanding of
these things and not knowing where things are going.
I noted the comments made following the Leader of the
Opposition’s segment on the Jon Faine show yesterday.
One person said, ‘Ted said all budgets are based on
assumptions’. Another said, ‘What drivel’. That is the
opposition’s response — drivel. There is no plan there,
it is simply a commentary. Members opposite have no
plan and no idea. They stand for nothing. Whether it is
the member for Scoresby or the Leader of The
Nationals, they stand for nothing. Labor stands for
things — Labor stands for 35 000 jobs.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is good to see that the
member for Burwood has joined the coalition members
in wearing a red tie in honour of the debt that this state
is sliding into. It is good that he has joined our silent
protest and our noting of the debt that this state will be
sinking into following this budget.
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As far as education is concerned, the Brumby
government will be slipping further into debt to rebuild
the schools it should have been maintaining with its
record surpluses and record amounts in tax collection. It
has not done that. The coalition recently identified more
than $150 million worth of outstanding maintenance
that should have been done on our schools. I will
concentrate on Bendigo. There were millions and
millions of dollars of outstanding maintenance on
schools in Bendigo. This government said we should
not have brought that up. It said the schools are being
rebuilt. Of course the schools are being rebuilt — they
had to be knocked down before they fell down. These
schools are in such a deplorable state and falling down
because they have been totally ignored by this
government for so many years. That is the
government’s badge of honour. It says it is not
maintaining schools until they are so bad they have to
be rebuilt. I will go into more detail on that during my
speech.
In this budget the government has been lying to
Victorians about its spending on education. It has been
claiming federal money, federal programs and federal
partnerships as its own. The budget documents are
littered with examples of this. As you go through the
education sections of these budget documents all you
see is ‘Rudd government’, ‘Rudd government’, ‘Rudd
government’, national program’, ‘national program’
and ‘money from the federal government’. It is like
reading a leaked preview of the federal government’s
budget, which is to be handed down next week. It is full
on riding on the coat-tails of federal government
initiatives and federal government funding. I will go
into some detail about that.
The deception starts with the first statement the
Treasurer made regarding education during his speech
the other day. His first deception was to say that this
budget will deliver a record $4.1 billion worth of
education spending. Let us just look at that $4.1 billion.
Some $2 billion of that is federal money for Building
the Education Revolution and Primary Schools for the
21st Century, so that is half of it gone straightaway.
There is $141 million for the science and language
centres that secondary schools in Victoria are bidding
for now. Again that is federal money that is part of that
$4.1 billion.
There is $559 million worth of commonwealth national
partnership programs, which is another part of that
$4.1 billion. There is $508 million from the National
Secondary Schools Computer Fund. Again this is
federal money that is being claimed as part of the
$4.1 billion spend. The four figures I have just read out
add up to $3.2 billion, so $3.2 billion of the
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government’s claimed $4.1 billion is federal money. In
the end this $4.1 billion is really $900 million, and this
government has a cheek in going out and lying to
Victorians, telling them that that is their money and
saying, ‘Aren’t we great; why don’t you vote for us?’ It
is not the state government’s money; it is federal
money.
The next lie concerns the Victorian school plan. At the
last election this government said it was going to spend
$1.9 billion on rebuilding, replacing and modernising
schools — these are all the schools that have become
run-down through lack of maintenance. The
government said it was going to spend that much
money, but I am going to analyse that figure by
referring to the last three budgets. In the 2007–08
budget this government said it would spend
$550 million on the Victorian school plan, which is to
rebuild, replace and modernise. The actual projects
funded only came to $360 million, so there was a
shortfall of nearly $200 million. In the 2008–09 budget
the government claimed it would spend $592 million
on the Victorian school plan to rebuild, replace and
modernise, yet the actual rebuilding, replacing and
modernising programs came to $309 million, so there
was a $280 million shortfall in that year.
In this year’s budget the claim is $402 million for
rebuilding, replacing and modernising in the Victorian
school plan, but the programs to be funded in this
budget come to $290 million. There you have a
shortfall of $110 million. So over the last three budgets,
this government has claimed it has spent $1.5 billion of
this $1.9 billion plan, but it has only committed to
$959 million worth of projects to rebuild, replace and
modernise. There is a $600 million gap between what it
is claiming and what it is doing.
Let us look at the 2009–10 budget in some detail on this
point. The programs this government has said are part
of rebuilding, replacing, and modernising but which are
not so are the following. There is $25 million for four
new schools in growth areas — that is neither
rebuilding, modernising nor replacing, yet the
government counts it is that. There is $19 million for
relocatable classrooms, but those classrooms are going
to be anywhere over the next number of years at
whatever schools, so that is not part of rebuilding,
replacing or modernising any particular school. There is
$31 million for land purchases — again land purchases
are not rebuilding, replacing or modernising, yet this
government claims they are.
There is $12 million for science and maths centres,
which again is not rebuilding, replacing or
modernising — these are new facilities. There is
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$24 million for two new selective entry schools — I
digress by saying these are actually a coalition policy
which this government knocked but has now jumped on
board with — but these two brand-new schools are not
rebuilding, replacing or modernising. Those are the
details just for this year of $111 million worth of lies
told by this government in trying to claim that it is
rebuilding, replacing and modernising schools.
There are hundreds and hundreds of schools throughout
Victoria that are still untouched by this government.
The maintenance is not happening, and there is
absolutely no commitment to extra maintenance in this
budget for any of those schools. We have schools
where generation after generation of students are sitting
in classrooms that are falling down, that are leaking,
that have windows that cannot be opened, that are
unsafe workplaces for teachers and that are unsuitable
for modern learning environments. That is what
hundreds of thousands of schoolchildren in Victoria
have been condemned to by this government.
I move now to computers. When you look in the
2007–08 budget papers for the ratio of computers to
primary students you see that it was 1:3. The figure has
now slipped to 1:5, and it is projected to stay that way.
This government has wanted a pat on the back for its
claim that it is going to spend $7 million on computers.
If it is putting that much money into computers, why is
that ratio not improving? The reason is that in primary
schools that money will be used for replacement
computers. There is going to be no improvement in that
ratio.
It is even worse when you look at secondary schools.
This government is going to receive $508 million from
the federal government as part of the Digital Education
Revolution. That money is for computers that are going
into secondary schools. If you look at the ratios you see
that that 1:3 is slipping out to 1:5 and staying there.
Despite that massive injection of $500 million into
computers in secondary schools, the ratio is not going
to improve. Why? Because that federal money is being
used to replace run down, broken computers this
government should have been replacing and
maintaining all along. The state government is using
federal government money to make itself look good
and to do the job it should have been doing all along.
I turn to the next lie — the budget map. If members go
to the Premier’s website they will see that there flashes
up a budget map, a Google map of Victoria, covered
with little blue triangles of the Victorian logo. Each of
these triangles is meant to represent a project that is
being funded in the budget. A lot of my colleagues,
naturally, have been zooming in on their electorates,
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which they know fairly well, and seeing an intersection
with a nice little blue logo on it, have been thinking,
‘That is one of my local primary schools. It is getting
some money. Isn’t that fantastic? And it wasn’t even
mentioned in the budget!’. They click on the little icon
and up comes a box saying this is funding from the
2009–10 budget and, underneath that, saying where you
can get more details and what the program is. But what
is the program? It is the Primary Schools for the 21st
Century program. It is federal government money.
Those schools are not receiving a cent of state
government money, yet this government is saying,
‘This is our money; this is our budget’. The allocations
appear on the state government’s budget map and it is
claiming the allocations, but this government has
nothing to do with them.
Schools have been ringing up their local members and
saying, ‘I thought we weren’t getting any money from
the state budget’, and we have been saying, ‘You’re
not’. They have been saying, ‘Yes we are, because we
looked at the Google map and it said we were’. It is just
an absolute lie, and everyone is falling for it and should
not be. This government stands condemned for what it
is saying about what it is spending in education. It is
indicative of this government. It is all about surviving
to the next election, not about being truthful or honest.
I move on to non-government schools, an area where
there is no increase in funding despite the huge
increases in numbers. This government has not
matched our commitment to Catholic schools, which is
to pour money into Catholic schools to help them with
their needy students, their disabled students, the
professional development their teachers need and the IT
they need.
This government says this budget is all about an
emphasis on jobs, yet there is absolutely no increase in
the number of students who are going to be undertaking
VET (vocational education and training), VCAL
(Victorian certificate of applied learning) and
accredited training courses within our schools — no
increase! This is supposed to have been a budget about
jobs and equipping young people to get out into the
work environment and do the jobs that we need them to
do and that will pay them, but there is no increase and
no commitment there. I know that Mr Hall, a member
for Eastern Victoria Region in the Legislative Council,
will talk about the training tax, which is an extra tax of
$10 000 on people who want to upskill — another new
tax from this government. Talk about a disincentive
against training people to be job ready! That is one, and
I am sure Mr Hall will do a good job in talking about it.
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The $60 million ultranet project is falling by the
wayside. The government claims to have spent
$42 million on this so far. There is not yet one
computer in one school in Victoria which is connected
to the ultranet. There are ultranet coaches out there who
have walked around the schools in Victoria and said,
‘Half your computers are not ready. You had better do
something about it’. That is all they have done. They
are sitting there doing absolutely nothing.
I do not know what the government has spent
$42 million on. It has only got $18 million left and it
has not even started. In fact the government has had to
re-tender the project because it was totally off in what it
was expecting this project to deliver and the amount of
money that was provided for it. When it was
re-tendered, not one Victorian or Australian company
was part of the tender short list.
This government talks about jobs for Victoria. The
reality is the government is not interested in Victoria. It
is all about rhetoric; it is not about the actual practice. I
will be interested to see where this ultranet project ends
up and how much it costs.
In my remaining 2 minutes I wish to mention my
electorate. I am disappointed for Tootgarook Primary
School, which is in one of the poorest postcodes in this
state. The school has been led to believe for three years
now that it would be receiving funding, and it has not
received that funding. It has been promised and it has
been let down, and the community is awfully
disappointed. The school needed to know where it was
going so it knew what to apply for as far as federal
money was concerned. If the school goes ahead —
which it will with federal government funding — it will
probably have to change its whole project, which is
going to add more time and more costs. That is a
disappointment for Tootgarook Primary School, which
has been led to believe by this government that it would
be receiving funding this year.
It is good to see that this government is going to come
up with the $10 million it said it would give to Point
Nepean when it takes over that area. There will be
ongoing funding of four lots of $1 million over four
years, but no detail has been given about the future of
Point Nepean. There is no mention of a master plan.
There is no way this government needs to close down
Point Nepean for six months in order to come up with
another master plan. There has been no mention of
whether the federal funds that are still sitting in the
bank will transfer across to the new entity or across to
the state to run Point Nepean and, most importantly, to
maintain it. It has to be maintained because it is a very
exposed area. There are wonderful heritage buildings
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that have been updated so far by the federal
government. That maintenance needs to continue.
The Frankston bypass is a major issue. It is not in my
electorate, but it feeds down into my electorate. The
figures are very rubbery on that. It is now worth
$750 million — it must be being paved in gold. There
is no indication as to how that funding is going to work.
Why is it over five years? Why has only $350 million
been mentioned in the budget? It is so rubbery, it is
incredible. I am starting to have doubts we will actually
see that Frankston bypass operating in the budget
period. It would be great if it is, but the figures are very
rubbery.
It seems government members are out there with their
vests on. They wear these bright orange vests so that it
will distract the cameras away from the fact that they
have their fingers crossed when they start promising
money. They say, ‘We are going to do this and we are
going to do that.’ Everyone looks at the hard hat, the
hard head and the orange vests, and they do not look at
the crossed fingers of government ministers as they tell
lies and make claims they cannot fulfil about how much
something is going to cost and when it is going to be
completed. I have finally worked out what the orange
vests are all about.
Sound barriers and noise abatement on freeways are
going to be a major issue in my electorate. We have the
no. 1 priority — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Sykes) — Order!
The member’s time has expired
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
contribute to the debate on the Appropriation
(2009/2010) Bill 2009. This is a budget for tough times.
It is a budget that maintains vital state services and
builds infrastructure. It will drive economic growth and
protect jobs. It is a budget that has been well received
by practically everyone — by economic commentators,
a wide range of interest groups and the business
community. The only group it does not suit is state
opposition members. They are the only ones who are
not happy with the budget.
The opposition hopes the recession worsens and
punches big holes in the state budget. It hopes that
Victoria will sink into deficit like other states have
done. It knows it is getting no traction with the
electorate. It knows it is not getting anywhere with its
policy prescriptions. Opposition members were praying
that there would be red ink on the bottom line of the
state budget so they could scare the electorate about a
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rising deficit. But there is no deficit, and Standard and
Poor’s reaffirmed Victoria’s AAA rating.
There is no savage cut to services. There are no cuts to
services at all. There are no big tax increases, but there
is a huge infrastructure program that will help protect
jobs and drive economic growth. The opposition
opposes that infrastructure program. We know that it
opposes the infrastructure program, because it opposes
borrowing today to fund infrastructure in the future. It
claims it wants to see infrastructure investment, but it
cannot explain how it will fund it. The opposition
complains about the need for new money to build
hospitals, schools, roads and public transport, but it
does not want to borrow to fund it. The Brumby
government by contrast is investing $11.5 billion in this
budget to fast-track infrastructure and to protect and
create jobs across the state.
I listened very carefully to the shadow Treasurer, the
member for Scoresby, and I did not hear him nominate
one capital works project that he would not proceed
with. In fact all his colleagues are out calling for more
in their electorates. They do not want any cuts to
infrastructure or capital works. They want more capital
works. They have no priorities; they just want more
spending, but they have no idea at all how they would
pay for it. Perhaps the opposition would pay for it by
undercosting projects.
Let us look at public transport. At the 2006 state
election, just over two years ago, the Liberal Party
promised only $12 million to extend the rail line from
Epping to South Morang. In this state budget the
Brumby government has committed $562 million to
duplicate the single track from Keon Park to Epping
and extend the line from Epping to South Morang,
securing up to 460 jobs in construction. Which figure
do you think would build that rail line — $12 million or
$562 million? Which number do you think will create
construction jobs for Victorians in these hard times?
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! I inform the house that
the Minister for Community Development and Minister
for Energy and Resources will be absent from question
time today. He is attending a funeral. Questions
directed to the Minister for Community Development
will be answered by the Minister for Mental Health and
questions for the Minister for Energy and Resources
will be answered by the Minister for Agriculture. The
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Minister for Police and Emergency Services will be the
acting Leader of the House.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the Ombudsman’s
report, which reveals that ministers, their officers,
members of the government and senior Labor officials
have been involved in corrupt activities involving
Brimbank City Council, and I ask: is it not a fact that
the Premier refuses to establish an independent,
broadbased anticorruption commission because he has
known all along that this corruption exists at the highest
levels of government and throughout the Labor Party?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — Let me make some
general points firstly about the Ombudsman’s report
and then specifically in relation to the matter raised by
the Leader of the Opposition. I obviously have read the
Ombudsman’s report — and read it very closely — and
the government has taken decisive action today on the
matters which are raised in the report. The Minister for
Local Government announced earlier today that the
government had accepted all of the recommendations in
the report. This includes, by the way, introducing
legislation to ensure that in the future an elected
councillor will not be able to be employed by a member
of Parliament or by a minister.
In relation to other matters raised in the report, there are
obviously matters that are raised in relation to the
performance and roles of Labor members of
Parliament. I have asked the Deputy Premier and the
Attorney-General to act on those matters with those
members of Parliament and to discuss the other issues
raised with the Australian Labor Party.
Like anybody who has read this report, I believe
the — —
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Bass for some cooperation.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier is
addressing the question asked by the Leader of the
Opposition. I ask the member for Bass for some
cooperation so that the entire chamber can hear the
answer.
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Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bass.
Mr BRUMBY — Anybody who has read this report
would, I think, reach the same conclusion that I have,
and that is that the behaviour which has occurred in
relation to Brimbank is unacceptable. I am appalled by
the behaviour which has occurred, and it is, I think, an
affront to democratic processes in that area.
In relation to the investigation into Brimbank, this was
an investigation undertaken by the Ombudsman on the
basis of a whistleblower’s report. The fact — —
Dr Napthine interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — I have long argued in this
Parliament that the institutions that we have in place to
protect democracy and to alert us to and bring to our
attention as a Parliament abuses of that democracy are
entirely appropriate. This report by the Ombudsman
confirms that the powers, the authority, the funding and
the structure of the Ombudsman’s office are completely
appropriate. I am not sure what it is that the opposition
is complaining about, because the Ombudsman has all
the powers, all the resources and all the legal protection
he needs, and I would have thought this report was
proof of that. The Ombudsman has been able to
investigate — —
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I also seek the
cooperation of the member for Hastings in the smooth
running of question time today.
Mr BRUMBY — The fact is that the Ombudsman
has investigated this matter; he has done so without fear
or favour, and he has reported to the people’s place, to
the Parliament, and that is exactly appropriate.
The Ombudsman has recommended that a number of
actions be taken, and we have accepted all of those
recommendations. They include appointing an
inspector of municipal administration from Local
Government Victoria who will report directly to the
Minister for Local Government. The inspector will
initially be assigned until the next council election in
November 2011. The government has also accepted the
recommendation to complete the establishment of a
dedicated investigative unit within Local Government
Victoria, and as I said, we will complete the
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implementation of a documented process to record the
formal assessment of complaints. The Minister for
Local Government has also announced that we will
legislate in relation to the employment of councillors by
members of Parliament.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition for some cooperation.
Mr BRUMBY — In examining this report the
Minister for Local Government and I considered long
and hard whether it would be appropriate to dismiss the
council and to appoint an administrator. That was not
what was recommended by the Ombudsman, and on
balance we accepted the Ombudsman’s
recommendation that the council in place now is a
different council from the council that was in place
before 2008, and that it should be given a last
opportunity to prove itself capable. The investigator
will be put in place, and I think both the minister and I
would reiterate that obviously this is the final notice for
the council. Any breach of any standard will result in
the council being dismissed and an administrator being
appointed.

Budget: cancer care initiatives
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the government’s
jobs-building budget, which will secure 35 000 jobs for
Victorians, and I ask: could the Premier outline to the
house how the Brumby government is supporting
world-class cancer care and research for this state?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I thank the member for
her question. I indicate to the house that consistent with
last year I will be at the Mother’s Day Classic with the
member — —
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — I will be walking, Hullsy! This is
such a great event on Mother’s Day. I know many
members on both sides of the house participate. It is a
great thing to do to raise money for breast cancer
research and treatment.
Earlier today with the Minister for Community Services
and the Minister for Education I launched the A Fairer
Victoria budget initiative, of which I am particularly
proud. A little later in the morning, with the Minister
for Health, the Minister for Innovation and the federal
Minister for Health I announced our commitment to a
new and comprehensive cancer centre for Victoria. I
was able to announce that in partnership with the
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federal Rudd government we will be contributing
$426.1 million in funding towards the establishment of
a new, comprehensive cancer centre in Parkville which
I believe will rank as one of the 10 great cancer centres
in the world. That is our goal, our objective.
Over recent years a huge range of people and
organisations have worked to make this dream a reality.
At the launch this morning I said that it is hard to think
of a more positive announcement for our state. This is a
wonderful achievement for our state. When you think
of the lives lost in our state, just about every day we
tend to focus in the media and often in this Parliament
on the 300 Victorians who lose their lives each year on
our roads, but we lose 10 000 lives a year to cancer, and
many people lose their lives at much too early an age.
Anything we can do to combat cancer in our
community is a good thing; it is a great thing to do.
We have made a lot of strides since we have been in
government in tackling cancer. Last year we announced
the $150 million cancer plan. We have invested of
course in other facilities — in biomedical research we
doubled the capacity of the Walter and Eliza Hall
Institute of Medical Research and there is the
synchrotron. Last week I visited the synchrotron to see
the new 100-metre beam line which will be used in the
treatment of very rare cancers such as brain cancers.
The micro beam is so fine as to be able to literally pick
out a single cell and destroy it.
Today I announced a great partnership. As I said, there
will be $426 million from us and $426 million from the
commonwealth, and there will be around $200 million
raised from private donations, philanthropy and the sale
of some land. The project partners are the Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre, Melbourne Health, the
University of Melbourne, the Ludwig Institute for
Cancer Research, the Royal Women’s Hospital and the
Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of Medical Research.
All of these institutions have worked together to
develop this submission with us and now to be
successful in gaining funding for it.
I mentioned this morning that I remember visiting the
Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer Centre in New York
in 2005 with a former Minister for Health, the member
for Melbourne. It is probably the best in the world at the
treatment of cancer. It has a huge research facility for
clinical treatment. The evidence is overwhelming that if
you can combine the best research with the best
detection and the best treatment, the survival rates are
just so much higher — immeasurably higher. That is
what we will be doing with the comprehensive cancer
centre. The Minister for Health has been a fantastic
supporter of this project. In 2007 he funded a $5 million
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business case, and as a result of that we have the
funding for this project.
The final thing I want to say about this project is that it
will help us achieve our goal of increasing cancer
survival rates in Victoria by 10 per cent by 2015. If we
achieve that, it will save literally thousands of lives a
year in our community. Sixty years ago Victoria led the
way with a combination of government and
philanthropy with the establishment of the Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre, but that was 60 years ago.
This new, comprehensive cancer centre will be bigger,
it will be better linked, it will be in the heart of
Parkville, and it will bring together the best
researchers — and we have some of the very best in the
world — with the best clinical treatment.
People will look back at this announcement and this
decision in decades to come. This is equally as
important for our state as was the establishment of the
Peter MacCallum centre 60 years ago. Most
importantly, when you think of all this investment we
are making in our budget, you find this is such a great
example of where there is just so much public good.
This is about public good; this is about saving lives. It is
a great investment. It is a significant amount of
money — $426 million — and again, as I said
yesterday in Parliament, half of that will be paid for by
the operating cash generated in the budget and half
through debt. It is a great example of the investments
we can make that will serve not just this generation but
generations of Victorians for decades to come.
It is a great partnership. It is a very proud day for our
state as we embark on what will be one of the 10 best
cancer centres anywhere in the world.

City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Mr BAILLIEU (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer to the damning
Ombudsman’s report tabled today which reveals Labor
MPs and current and former advisers in the Premier’s
government have been variously involved in bullying,
intimidation, vendettas, potential breaches of the
Electoral Act, potential breaches of the Local
Government Act, political interference, breaches of
public trust and the misuse of public funds, and I ask: is
it not a fact that the tentacles of corruption start right
here inside this government?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest the Minister for
Health and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition go
outside to finish their conversation.
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Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I said in response to
the earlier question from the Leader of the Opposition
in relation to the Ombudsman’s report, what the
Ombudsman reveals is completely unacceptable. That
is why we have taken, as a government, decisive action
to implement each of the recommendations in the
Ombudsman’s report.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
South-West Coast for some cooperation. I also seek the
cooperation of the member for Narre Warren North.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is warned.
Mr BRUMBY — As I made very clear in my
answer to the earlier question, we have acted decisively
and promptly to implement all the recommendations of
the Ombudsman’s report. In particular we have
indicated we will legislate on the employment of
councillors by members of Parliament or ministers.
As to the central thrust of the Leader of the Opposition
in this question and a previous question, I make this
point. Matters involving allegations of serious criminal
misconduct and corruption by public officers and local
government will remain the responsibility of the state
Ombudsman working with Victoria Police. That was
the Liberal Party policy at the last election. The
Ombudsman is the appropriate body to address this
matter.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Any member of the
opposition who does not want to hear responses to
questions is quite at liberty to leave the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY — As I indicated, the Ombudsman
has been able to undertake that report utilising all the
resources at his disposal. He has investigated this
without fear or favour, he has made recommendations
and we have accepted them.

Budget: justice
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) — I have a question
for the Attorney-General. I refer specifically to the
government’s jobs-building budget, which will secure
35 000 jobs for Victorians. Would the
Attorney-General inform the house of how the Brumby
Labor government is taking action to ensure that
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Victorians have a fair, accessible and modern justice
system?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for her question and for her interest in social
justice issues. I am pleased that this budget will build
on the Brumby government’s commitment to social
justice by delivering a package of nearly $80 million
for the justice system in this state. The budget will
substantially increase funding for legal aid and provide
ongoing funding for key initiatives, including the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre, the Sentencing
Advisory Council and family violence programs.
This year the Brumby government will deliver a
$24.7 million increase to Victoria Legal Aid funding,
which is an increase of almost 50 per cent on base
funding, to ensure continued access to legal
representation for the socially and economically
disadvantaged. This funding boost has been welcomed
by the Law Institute of Victoria and also the Victorian
Bar Council, and I agree with the sentiments they have
expressed in their media releases. The law institute says
that the $24.7 million funding announced for Victoria
Legal Aid in the state budget this year is welcomed, but
it must be backed by improved federal funding. It goes
on to say that future federal funding should ensure
increased availability for legal services for those
appearing before the courts at increased legal aid rates.
The law institute says that the boost to legal aid funding
announced in the state budget has been welcomed by
the Victorian Bar but that chairman John Digby has
said more is needed, including a similar commitment
by the federal government in the budget next week. I
have to say I certainly agree with those sentiments, and
it is important that the federal government step up and
match our substantial commitment so that legal aid can
continue its vital work in family law and other federal
matters.
The Neighbourhood Justice Centre will also receive
some $26.2 million in this budget, enabling it to
continue its role in reducing reoffending and building a
much stronger community. As we know, the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre began as a pilot in 2007.
There were those who did not support the
Neighbourhood Justice Centre at the time. In fact one
person described it as being an apartheid justice system.
That was the member for South-West Coast. I am
pleased to report that the Neighbourhood Justice Centre
has been a tremendous success, and it is the nay-sayers
and gloom merchants who now stand condemned in
relation to this matter. It leads the country in promoting
a community-based approach to justice and also
encouraging the development of local solutions to
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overcome the root causes of crime and repair the harm
caused by criminal behaviour.
The Brumby government’s commitment to helping
women and children experiencing family violence will
not cease. As many would know, courtrooms have
often represented fear and anxiety more than justice for
victims of sexual assaults and family violence. That is
why we have committed a further $10.8 million for the
ongoing work of the Family Violence Court division at
Ballarat and Heidelberg Magistrates courts, which also
provide a range of legal and nonlegal support services
to victims.
As we know, sentencing is a very difficult task, but I
am sure all members would agree it should be just, it
should be consistent and it should reflect community
attitudes, and that is why five years ago we established
the Sentencing Advisory Council, which was a
groundbreaking initiative to give all Victorians a say in
relation to sentencing. This budget provides
$7.5 million over four years to the council, which has
been invaluable to understanding how our courts are
dispensing justice by producing credible and
high-quality data on sentencing and identifying areas
for reform. We know that under the former government
the sentencing unit within the Department of Justice
was abolished.
The Brumby government is tough on crime, but it is
also tough on the causes of crime — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HULLS — This budget will provide
$10.5 million over two years to the Court Integrated
Services program. I would have thought such a
program — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! While I am sure the
Attorney-General appreciates the enthusiasm with
which his comments are greeted, I ask once again that
the opposition show some respect for the minister
addressing a question.
Mr HULLS — This is a very important program,
because it provides assistance to defendants with
multiple and complex needs, and it aims to identify and
address the underlying causes of offending through
treatment and support services.
I want to conclude by saying that I am tremendously
proud of this budget and what it will do for the justice
system in Victoria. It will certainly continue the great
tradition of the Brumby Labor government’s strong
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record of investment in social services, and it will
ensure that Victorians have a fair, accessible and, can I
say, innovative justice system that will support
Victorian families in tough global times now and into
the future.

City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — My question is to
the Minister for Local Government. I refer the minister
to the findings of the Ombudsman’s report that the
minister’s department took ‘little action’ and failed to
‘adequately deal with a number of complaints’, and I
ask: is it a fact that no adequate investigation occurred,
and will the minister now accept responsibility for his
complete failure to fulfil his ministerial duty and his
role in this cover-up and resign?
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Warrandyte that interjections of that nature are most
disorderly.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to the member
for Kew that to interject before the minister has even
reached the table to commence a response is totally
unacceptable.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for Shepparton for her question. The
Ombudsman’s report that has been tabled today is a
huge disappointment to the government because — —
Mr Hodgett interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kilsyth
is warned.
Mr WYNNE — That is because it shows a
fundamental failure of governance by the Brimbank
City Council.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister could take
a seat for a moment. The question has been asked by
the member for Shepparton. She has a right to expect to
be able to hear the answer.
Mr WYNNE — I remind the house, as the Premier
has already indicated, that we will be adopting all of the
recommendations of the Ombudsman’s — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Ferntree Gully, and I suggest to the member for
Hastings that he is already on a warning.
Mr WYNNE — We will adopt all of the
recommendations of the Ombudsman regarding this
matter, and we are going further, as the Premier
indicated. We are putting in place a municipal inspector
to oversee the implementation of the recommendations
that specifically relate to the City of Brimbank. That
municipal inspector will report on a monthly basis to
me — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast obviously has a different recollection
of the question as it was asked by the member for
Shepparton, who clearly referred to the Ombudsman’s
report and the investigation of complaints by the local
government department, which the minister is
addressing. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Questions interrupted.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the Leader
of the Opposition for some cooperation so that question
time can continue in an orderly manner. I seek his
cooperation once again.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth is now warned.
Mr WYNNE — The municipal inspector will report
to me on a monthly basis in relation to the
implementation of all of those recommendations and
governance matters at the City of Brimbank. I also
remind the house that we have increased the
investigatory capacity of Local Government Victoria
and have engaged a senior investigations officer from
the Ombudsman’s office.
I also remind the house that in fact we were
investigating at Brimbank an alleged breach of
confidentiality by the former Cr Eriksson. That
investigation was ongoing until such time as, on the
own-motion inquiry by the Ombudsman, we handed
over to the Ombudsman all the evidence we had
collected to that date, as we should. As the Premier
indicated earlier, the right processes are in place to deal
with any questions in relation to local government.
I need only remind the house that 12 months ago the
Ombudsman reported to this house in relation to
conflict-of-interest matters. We implemented all of the
recommendations of the Ombudsman in relation to
conflict of interest, and I also remind the house that at
that stage the Ombudsman commented that he had
adequate powers.
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. He was asked whether he
would accept responsibility and resign. It is about time
he answered that question.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 the member for Warrandyte will absent
himself from the house for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Questions resumed.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) —
In that report the Ombudsman asked for no further
powers, and indeed in this report he has asked for no
further powers. The appropriate checks and balances
are in place to deal with these matters, and the report
tabled in the house today is testimony to that process.

Budget: mental health and child protection
services
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My question is
for the Minister for Mental Health. I refer to the
government’s jobs-building budget, which will secure
35 000 jobs for Victorians, and I ask: what action is the
government taking in the budget in the areas of mental
health and child protection to deliver vital social
services for Victorians in need?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Mental Health) — I
thank the member for Pascoe Vale for her question. In
these tough economic times the Brumby Labor
government is taking action to stand by and support
vulnerable Victorian families by delivering the services
and supports they need. This year’s budget invests
almost another billion dollars in initiatives under A
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Fairer Victoria. I was pleased to join the Premier and
the Minister for Education today in launching this
year’s A Fairer Victoria.
We understand that when things get tough it is the role
of government to provide appropriate funding to
services that support families, particularly vulnerable
families. Unfortunately not everybody supports that
view. In fact some have raised questions about the
value of many of the services this government funds to
support vulnerable families and those living with a
mental illness. There are people who have suggested
that we should review our funding for some
programs — things like area mental health services,
child protection and postnatal depression services.
These are vital initiatives that are worth $1.3 billion but
apparently are not worthy of support. Who would make
these suggestions? None other than the member for
Doncaster has suggested that those opposite would
review all these programs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
resume her seat. If no-one else in the chamber is
interested in hearing the minister’s response, the Chair
is.
Ms NEVILLE — I would like to assure the
Victorian community that this government supports
these services. In contrast to cutting funds, our
jobs-building budget has a combined allocation of over
$340 million devoted to mental health services and
protecting Victoria’s children. There is $161 million to
help keep kids safe, to help vulnerable families and to
better support traumatised children through initiatives
like recruiting 100 expert practitioners to care for
children with high needs in their own homes, like
providing more intensive support for parents so that we
can keep children at home for as long possible without
the need to remove them into care and like providing
more counselling services for children who have been
sexually assaulted, with new funding to improve access
for over 1300 children each year. There is $135 million
for out-of-home care alone, which will enable a
comprehensive reform of the out-of-home care system
to ensure that children who have been abused and
traumatised and who can no longer live at home are
able to get the best possible support.
This year’s budget also provides $182 million for our
landmark mental health reform strategy. The package
will deliver earlier diagnosis, quicker treatment and
better support for children through the expansion of
child and adolescent mental health services and youth
early intervention teams. It will deliver enhanced
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psychiatric triage. It will deliver better outcomes in
recovery and social participation by addressing the
housing and employment issues that people with a
mental illness often face. It will deliver new hospital
and residential facilities for mental health patients
through a massive investment in new beds in Bendigo,
in Dandenong, in Frankston and in Geelong — modern,
state-of-the-art facilities that will also generate
construction jobs.
These budget initiatives, which deliver more than
1000 jobs in both service delivery and construction,
have received widespread praise. Ray Cleary from
Anglicare has welcomed new spending on child
protection, saying that the minister and the government
are to be commended for this initiative. Colleen Clare
from the Centre for Excellence in Child and Family
Welfare said it is pleasing to see that the government
has listened and ‘had the wisdom and the humanity to
put some money behind those children and families
most in need’. The Victorian Council of Social Service
in its support of the budget said it is ‘decent spending in
tough times’, and it welcomed state funding for
additional services in mental health and out-of-home
care. The Australian Medical Association said, in
supporting the mental health package, ‘The shining
light is new funding for mental health’, and it also said
that the additional funding for mental health is an
important investment in the mental health strategy and
that the Victorian branch congratulates the government
for its leadership in mental health. Widespread praise!
This new investment is proof of this government’s
commitment to investing in social infrastructure and
standing by vulnerable Victorians in these tough
economic times.

City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
findings of the Ombudsman that:
The individuals identified by my investigation as exercising
influence over councillors from outside Brimbank include
serving members of Parliament, Mr Seitz and the Hon. Theo
Theophanous, MLC; and Mr Hakki Suleyman … Dr Andrew
Theophanous … and Mr Craig Otte. My office also received
evidence that Mr Telmo Languiller, MP, and the
Hon. Stephen Conroy, Senator, were also involved —

and —
My investigation identified that their influence was exerted
behind closed doors and at times for their own personal or
political motivations —
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and I ask: given that the Premier refuses to establish an
independent, broadbased anticorruption commission,
why should anyone trust his government?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I said in relation to
the earlier question, matters involving allegations of
serious criminal misconduct and corruption by public
officers and local government will remain the
responsibility of the state Ombudsman working with
Victoria Police. That is the policy of the Liberal Party
and The Nationals.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier should not
debate the question.
Mr BRUMBY — I would not always say this, but
on this occasion I would say that that is a good policy,
that is the right policy. It is the same as our policy —
that is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — You have had seven different
positions on this — seven different positions.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to come
back to the question.
Mr BRUMBY — The facts are that this matter has
been investigated by the Ombudsman with
complete — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind all members
that there are many members on warnings.
Mr BRUMBY — The matter has been investigated
with complete independence, without fear or favour,
with no constraints, and the Ombudsman has reported
to the Minister for Local Government and to the
Parliament.
Mr McIntosh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew
knows well enough that if he has a question to ask, he
stands in his place at the appropriate time and is given
the call. It is inappropriate to shout across the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said before to the
house, the Ombudsman has broader powers than any
similar position anywhere in Australia, and he has
reported to the Parliament. If it were the case that the
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government was rejecting the recommendations made
in his report, I could understand why there would be a
legitimate debate about those matters, but that is not the
case. The Ombudsman has made recommendations. I
have said that what the Ombudsman has found is
completely unacceptable. He has made those
recommendations, and we have agreed with them and
accepted them lock, stock and barrel. We took that
action today.
In terms of the way the public administration checks
and balances work, the Ombudsman has the resources,
the Ombudsman has the powers, the Ombudsman
launched his own investigation and has reported to the
Parliament. He has made recommendations, and the
government has acted decisively and promptly to
implement those recommendations.

Budget: police
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — My question is the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I refer to
the government’s jobs-building budget, which will
secure 35 000 jobs for Victorians, and I ask: could the
minister advise the house how the expansion of the
Brumby government’s record police station building
program will further assist in creating jobs in regional
Victoria?
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the member for
Macedon for her question and her interest in policing in
country Victoria. The Brumby government is
committed to providing our police with the appropriate
resources with a record $1.89 billion budget. There is a
record number of police on the front line and we have
invested in the state’s largest ever police station
building program.
What we have wanted to do is move away from the
neglect of the Liberal-Nationals coalition era,
particularly in regional Victoria, when police stations
fell into disrepair just as country Victoria fell into
disrepair. Over 10 years we have invested more than
$400 million in our police station building program,
which is the biggest ever in the state’s history, with
either the rebuilding or substantial refurbishment of
over 150 police stations. That is the biggest ever.
Three-quarters of those stations are in country Victoria.
The reason for that is that there is only one party in this
house that is the party of country Victoria, and that
party is Labor.
The impressive list of stations includes Nhill,
Maryborough, Bellarine, Bendigo, Gisborne, Mildura,
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Tallangatta, Seymour, Mount Hotham,
Bairnsdale — —
Mr Holding — Manangatang.
Mr CAMERON — Manangatang — I am being
spurred on by the former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The list goes on. Work is under
way at the moment to rebuild stations at Ararat, Foster,
Kyneton, Ouyen and Swan Hill, because Labor is the
party of country Victoria. This budget puts an
additional $32 million towards rebuilding a further
10 country stations — Korumburra, Lara, Mortlake,
Axedale, Balmoral, Buninyong, Castlemaine, Koo Wee
Rup, Pyalong and Riddells Creek.
That country infrastructure equals hundreds of building
jobs in country Victoria. That is something that we
believe is necessary and something that has proven to
be very worthwhile over the period we have been in
government, and it will continue to be into the future. I
can assure members that we on this side of the house —
that is, the party of country Victoria — totally reject the
policy of those opposite to cut police numbers by 800
and ignore country police facilities.
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that those conflicts are a result of councillors being
employed by members of Parliament.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I suggest that even
though members of the opposition may not like the
answer the Premier is giving, they do need to listen and
to give the Premier the respect that all members in this
chamber have a right to expect.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr K. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass is
free to leave question time at any stage.
Mr BRUMBY — The Ombudsman recommended
that legislation be introduced to ensure that no
councillor could be employed by a member of the
Parliament or a minister. There are — —
Honourable members interjecting.

City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Mr BRUMBY — There are members — —
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — My question without
notice is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
finding of the Ombudsman that:
Decisions … were also significantly influenced behind the
scenes by individuals who hold no elected local government
office: Dr A. Theophanous, Mr Suleyman, Mr Seitz and
Mr Languiller. I consider their involvement in council
business makes it difficult to determine whether councillors
acted in the best interests of the community or as a result of
the pressure exerted on them.

And I ask: will the Premier provide the house with a
categorical commitment that any member of his
government or any staff members who are found to
have breached public trust will be sacked?
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — I was thinking back to
the Kennett government and how many broken
promises there were! Like breaching public trust — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! We still have this and
one other question to go for question time.
Mr BRUMBY — As I have said in answer to
previous questions, in relation to all of the matters
recommended by the Ombudsman, the government has
accepted every one of those recommendations. In
relation to the conflicts, the Ombudsman has concluded

Dr Napthine interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for South-West Coast
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the member for South-West Coast to
leave the chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for South-West Coast
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Questions resumed.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — There are — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the member
for South-West Coast is highly regarded by the
opposition, but he has left the chamber.
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Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

Mr K. Smith interjected.

Member for Footscray
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Bass
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the member for Bass to leave the
chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Bass withdrew from
chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the member for Footscray to leave the
chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Footscray withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Questions resumed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Questions resumed.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — As I said, the
Ombudsman made the recommendation in relation to
the employment of councillors. We are acting on that.
Of course councillors have been employed by — —
Mr Wakeling interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ferntree Gully
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the member for Ferntree Gully to leave
the chamber for 30 minutes.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City of Brimbank: Ombudsman’s report
Questions resumed.
Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — By members — —
Ms Thomson interjected.

Mr BRUMBY (Premier) — In relation to other
matters, the Ombudsman has recommended that these
matters be further investigated. They will be further
investigated, and upon the results of that further
investigation I will report back.

Budget: regional and rural Victoria
Mr EREN (Lara) — My question is for the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development. I refer to the
government’s jobs-building budget, which will secure
35 000 jobs for Victorians, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house how regional Victoria has responded
to the budget?
The SPEAKER — Order! In calling the Minister
for Regional and Rural Development can I point out
that it is quite a broad question, and I ask her to limit
her remarks to 4 minutes.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Regional and Rural
Development) — I had better be quick, because there is
plenty of good news in this year’s budget. I thank the
member for Lara for his question. Victorians from right
across the state have responded enthusiastically to the
announcement in this year’s state budget that it is going
to create 35 000 new jobs and invest $8 billion in
infrastructure across the state.
Almost all regional Victorians have understood that
they will benefit from the Brumby government budget.
And I say ‘almost’ because there continue to be some
people in this chamber who do not support the budget
and who do not appear to understand the benefit that it
brings to regional and rural Victoria. But there are
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plenty of people outside this chamber who do. Let me
give some examples.
The member for Lara and I were in Geelong today, and
we were talking to Lawrie Miller, the head of the
Geelong Chamber of Commerce. In reference to the
fantastic announcement yesterday of the significant
boost to the first home buyer bonus for newly built
homes in regional Victoria he said, as reported in the
Geelong Advertiser, that it ‘would be an important part
of keeping the economy going during the financial
downturn’. Across in Bendigo, the executive officer of
the Bendigo Business Council, Kevin de Vries, is
reported in yesterday’s Bendigo Advertiser as saying,
‘It is pleasing to see the state government’s strong
emphasis on jobs, skills, investment, innovation and
infrastructure’.
It is projects big and small in this year’s budget that
have been welcomed. There is one small project in
particular that I know the member for Lowan would be
interested in — that is, of course, the $5.7 million
funding of the Nhill truck exchange. This is something
that has been strongly welcomed. The mayor of the
Hindmarsh Shire Council, Cr Michael Gawith, has said,
‘It is our no. 1 priority right now … and we are very
excited about the project’.
The Brumby government’s 2009–10 budget delivers
over $1.7 billion in new infrastructure and services right
across the state. There is almost $1 billion for new road
and rail investments, which are critical for supporting
transport infrastructure in regional Victoria. There is a
$150 million funding boost for our regional
hospitals. That would only happen under a Brumby
Labor government — something the shadow Minister
for Health herself admitted to just yesterday.
There is also the delivery of the biggest regional school
building program in Victoria’s history, with
$88.3 million for regional schools. Included in this
funding is $10.8 million for stage 2 of the Wangaratta
High School redevelopment. This project has been
hailed locally with these comments:
Together with construction of the Technical Education Centre
at the Wangaratta GOTAFE campus and the redevelopment
of TAFE facilities at South Wangaratta, redevelopment of the
high school augurs well for the continued delivery of the
highest standard of education to students from Wangaratta
and surrounding districts.

Who said that? Who gives credit when it is due? Who
recognises a job well done? That would be the member
for Murray Valley.
To finish, this budget also provides another boost to the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund. It is a great
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fund that has seen vital investment in infrastructure in
regional Victoria. In this year’s budget the fund gets a
$20 million boost for regional airports, $10 million for
rail trails and $7.5 million for the upgrade of local roads
to markets. All of these initiatives support local
industries, and I am sure they will be welcomed by all
regional Victorians, apart from those who continue to
attack and put misleading information out about this
vital fund — and that of course would be those opposite
and the Leader of The Nationals.
This is a great budget for all of Victoria. It is a budget
for families and a budget for businesses in regional
Victoria. It will support schools, it supports hospitals, it
supports transport and, most importantly, it supports
more jobs in regional Victoria.

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — In speaking on the
budget before the lunch break I examined the
opposition’s total opposition to funding new
infrastructure through increased borrowings even
though its members are all out there calling for
increased capital works spending in their electorates.
They do not want to fund this new infrastructure
through new debt. The only way they could fund
infrastructure would be by increasing taxes, cutting
services or perhaps using el cheapo capital works
projects. We know the Liberal Party has form on this.
You only have to look back to the 2006 election and its
proposal to extend the train line to South Morang. It
costed South Morang at $12 million. What will it cost
to duplicate and extend the track from Epping to South
Morang? It will be $562 million. Which figure would
you believe — $562 million or $12 million?
It is the same with new trains. At the last election the
Liberal Party promised to deliver six new trains at a
cost of $90 million. In this state budget the Brumby
Labor government has committed $650 million to build
20 new X’trapolis trains to cater for the increasing
demand for metropolitan train services. That is on top
of the 18 trains we have already promised. If I went out
to Bombardier at Dandenong or the UGL Rail
workshops in Ballarat, who do you think they would
accept the job from — the Liberal Party or from us?
Which is the proper costing for those trains? Is it our
costing or the costing the Liberal Party took to the last
state election? Which budget allocation will put real
trains on the tracks? This is the problem the Liberal
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Party has. It says it wants to invest in infrastructure, but
in order to make it add up it has to undercost and
underfund it.
Let us look at the Liberal Party’s commitment at the
last state election to upgrade five railway crossings and
do grade separations at five locations, including
Springvale Road. It said that could be done for a total of
$200 million. In this budget we have funded the
upgrade and grade separation of Springvale Road alone
at a cost of $140 million. That is what it really costs.
That is what it would cost if the Liberal Party was ever
really going to seriously tackle those grade separations.
The Liberal Party undercosts proposals so it does not
have to make the hard choices.
Let us look at the Liberal-Nationals coalition’s
opposition to the federal government’s economic
stimulus package. In the Australian Parliament the
federal coalition sought to vote down the package. It
did not think the money should be provided, and it was
supported by its state coalition colleagues. If they had
been successful, they would have deprived Victorians
of $2 billion in capital works for our schools, not to
mention other vital infrastructure provided for in this
state budget. They would have deprived every primary
school in this state of up to $3 million to rebuild, yet
virtually every member of the opposition will get up
here and complain about a school in their electorate that
has not yet received an upgrade — upgrades that they
are opposed to having funded. They say they are for the
upgrades, but they are opposed to the money that will
be used to build them.
Perhaps they are opposed to the upgrades, because at
the last state election they promised to open just five
Victorian technical colleges and four selective entry
secondary schools. That was the sum total of their
capital works for schools. They promised $200 million
towards school maintenance, but that was it. There was
no capital funding for our schools. By contrast, state
Labor allocated $1.9 billion to redevelop 500 schools
over four years. The opposition allocated no funding to
rebuild our existing schools and just this year opposed
$2 billion from the commonwealth to help in rebuilding
schools, yet its members will get up and whinge and
whine and complain that their schools have not yet got
their money or they have not got enough money.
The problem with the opposition is that it has no
policies and no priorities. Its members also have
absolutely no shame. They do not have to face up to the
hard decisions about taxation, services, infrastructure
and debt. Let us just have a look at taxation. In the
lead-up to the state budget the shadow Treasurer said
that the Brumby government should deliver a freeze on
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existing state taxes, fees and fines. If we followed the
opposition’s policy prescription, that would result in
$6 billion less in tax, fee and fine revenue over the next
four years. If we did engage in that kind of fiscal
lunacy — the loss of $6 billion in tax, fee and fine
revenue over the next four years — the only way that
could be paid for would be to cut services, cut spending
on infrastructure or increase the debt by a further 2 per
cent, something the opposition claims it would not do.
In his contribution to this debate the shadow Treasurer
complained about the infrastructure levy on developers
who build residential developments in our growth
areas. That levy will raise $84 million. The shadow
Treasurer says this is a new tax and that it should not be
imposed. Why should developers who are getting
windfall gains from land on the urban fringe that is
rezoned for residential development not pay an
infrastructure levy towards the services and the
infrastructure that will be provided in those outer
suburbs?
Why should they not contribute to that? Why should
they not have to be part of providing services in that
area? If we followed the opposition’s policy
prescriptions, the government would have to cut
services and not fund infrastructure. That is the logical
conclusion you have to draw from the positions
opposition members have put in the house today.
By way of contrast, this budget protects and creates
jobs. We have an $11.5 billion infrastructure program
that will protect and create 35 000 jobs, and that is a
conservative Treasury estimate; there will be other
significant multiplier effects in terms of jobs that will
be protected and created as a result of that infrastructure
program.
Whatever job losses occur in Victoria as a result of the
current global financial crisis, they would be much
worse if opposition members were in government,
because the opposition’s policy prescriptions would
lead to the loss of even more jobs as a result of the
government not spending on infrastructure such as
roads, rail, hospitals and schools. We are protecting the
bottom line with this budget, we have preserved our
AAA credit rating, we have protected services and we
have helped protect and create jobs.
This budget has been supported by the business
community and a range of interest groups in the
community, and the only people who are out there
opposing it — who say it is not a budget for the times
and not the right budget and that we should not be
borrowing for infrastructure — are members of the
state opposition. The Australian Industry Group does

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
1304

ASSEMBLY

not agree with them; the major employer groups do not
agree with them. Opposition members are out there all
on their lonesome with that position.
This budget has resulted in significant improvements to
schools in my electorate. Bentleigh West Primary
School will get $2 million for a canteen, music rooms
and a gymnasium, McKinnon Primary School will get
$2.2 million for refurbished classrooms and a
gymnasium and Coatesville Primary School will get
$3 million to build a library and a learning
neighbourhood with six new classrooms. This will not
only improve the learning environment for students in
my electorate but will also create jobs.
Likewise the 20 new X’trapolis trains that have been
promised in this budget at a cost of $650 million will
lead to new services, including new peak hour services,
on the Frankston line, which will relieve congestion.
That will also lead to Victorian jobs provided in
Ballarat at a time when they are sorely needed.
Similarly we are going to see a significant investment
in extending our rail infrastructure. That will also result
in 400 construction jobs, which the opposition if in
government presumably would not have or protect,
because it would not have borrowed the money to build
the infrastructure we need here in this state.
Really the opposition’s policy prescriptions are
essentially this: ‘We want to freeze fines, fees and
taxes; we want to rip $6 billion out of the state budget
over the next four years; but we would not cut any
services. We of course want to fund every infrastructure
project the Labor government is funding — but with no
extra debt. And of course there are also a whole lot of
projects we would like to see, which we are going to
complain about and which we think should be provided
in our electorates’. Opposition members will want to
see all that, yet they claim that somehow our budget is
wrong and that we are driving the state into debt. The
reality is that we have a budget surplus, we have a
AAA-rated state budget and we have a very
manageable level of state debt that will decline after
about four years. More importantly for these times in
which jobs are at a premium, we have an investment in
infrastructure that will protect and create 35 000 jobs.
The opposition has no such policy position and would
condemn Victorians to higher unemployment, to
second-rate infrastructure and to second-rate services. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Appropriation (2009/2010) Bill. In
commencing I commend the shadow Treasurer, the
member for Scoresby, and the Leader of The Nationals
for their very good critiques of the budget and the
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issues they set out concerning the government budget
as we see it from this side of the house.
As I speak to people in my electorate and as I travel
around country Victoria, the constant message I get
back is, ‘Here we go again — on the debt treadmill’. In
horror those people and I watched the state Labor
government back in the 1980s, and we saw all the
disasters that happened through that time. We saw the
collapse of the Pyramid Building Society in Geelong
and how the then Treasurer, Rob Jolly, promised that
people’s money was safe in the Pyramid Building
Society and that the collapse was never going to
happen. A week later it was gone. We saw the collapse
of the Tricontinental merchant bank and what that did
to the state bank and how a Labor government
effectively brought down the State Bank of Victoria,
the state bank that had been there for nearly 150 years
and was lost in the debacles of the Cain-Kirner era of
the 1980s.
We saw also the massive debt build-up carried out
through that time by those two premiers, and it was
only the diligent work of the Kennett-McNamara
government that got Victoria back on track. We can all
remember the jokes of the time. ‘What was the capital
of Victoria after the Cain-Kirner era?’ The answer was,
‘$2’. We were known as the rust bucket state. People
were leaving the place in droves because we were
broke.
Mr Hudson interjected.
Mr WALSH — This is a good bit of history for the
member for Bentleigh to think about as he attempts to
be an amateur economist and considers what should
happen with the budget into the future. You have to be
very careful as to how you manage debt and what you
spend it on, and you have to make sure you have a
payback plan. That is one of the things the
Kennett-McNamara government did — it paid off the
debts of the Cain-Kirner government, leaving a great
legacy for Victoria. But that legacy is now starting to be
destroyed by this Premier. This state’s debt is going to
balloon out again to something like $31 billion, if you
add to the core government debt the debt of
government instrumentalities.
The legacy that Kennett and McNamara left us is now
being wasted by a Labor government. The genie is out
of the bottle. For quite a few years I think the Brumby
government believed it had a monkey on its back and it
had to be fiscally responsible. The global financial
crisis and all the things that have happened have given
it an excuse to revert to type. The genie is out of the
bottle when it comes to Labor governments borrowing
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money and starting to run up the tote again here in
Victoria.
We have seen the revenue of this state more than
double in the last decade while the Labor government
has been in power. It has gone from $19 billion to
$42 billion. But what have we got to show for all this
extra revenue? What have Victorians got to show for a
state that has had a doubling of its revenue? We have
got a train system that does not work and does not run
on time.
Ms Kosky interjected.
Mr WALSH — It does not work. The Minister for
Public Transport, who is at the table, is now promoting
the fact that she is going to take the seats out of the
trains so we can fit more people in. There are soon
going to be no seats in the trains, so people can stand up
and get into the trains. We have had a decade of water
strategies. We have had a decade of advertising from
the government about water, but our water storages
continue to go down.
We are going to get a pipeline from the north to the
south of the state — that is, coming from a
drought-impacted area — which is not going to be able
to deliver the water that is claimed. We are going to get
a desalination plant that it appears no-one actually
wants to fund. If you look at the agriculture sector of
the budget, you find that 10 of the 13 drought programs
in the budget are unfunded after 30 June. Although we
have had some rain around country Victoria, it has not
been enough to say the drought is over. Even if it were
enough to say the drought is over, it does not actually
rain money. There seems to be a delusion on the other
side of the house that as soon as it rains the drought is
over. People’s bank balances do not just magically top
up again with the rain. The emotional and financial
scars of this drought will linger for a long time.
I remind the Minister for Agriculture that the drought
does not work on the basis of financial years. On
30 June the drought will not be over. The people of
country Victoria do not believe the drought is over, and
more importantly, the bank managers of country
Victoria do not believe the drought is over. I believe it
is wrong that no accommodation is made for ongoing
drought programs in this budget.
Look at some of the very good programs that were
budgeted for. The money for the catchment
management authority drought employment program
was creating employment in country Victoria and doing
very good environmental works. After 30 June there
will be no money for that. One of the interesting things
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on that is that in my area one of the programs run by the
North Central Catchment Management Authority spent
the money on 29 new utes. The money was for people
to be employed, but there is now a fleet of utes that will
be parked somewhere, because that is what the
authority bought with the money. I find it rather ironic
that it would spend capital on utes for a short-term
employment program. There are going to be 29 utes
that no-one will be using sitting in a yard somewhere at
Kerang.
Look at the drought apprenticeship retention bonus
scheme. The money was to help businesses keep
apprentices. From 30 June that is gone. The drought
extension support program — 30 June, that is gone.
The water rates rebate for irrigators — 30 June, gone.
The Rural Infrastructure Development Fund small
towns development fund — from a drought point of
view, that is gone. There are these very important
things that are not going to be done.
Look at what the shadow Treasurer said in his
contribution. This state is now going to have a bill of
something like $2.2 billion per year in interest. If you
look at the budget papers, you find that the government
spends something like $500 million on the whole
Department of Primary Industries. We are going to be
spending on interest to fund the debt more than four
times what we spend on assisting the food-producing
sector of this state to produce food into the future.
Last year the Future Farming strategy was announced
prior to the budget to make sure it was given good
press. What happened immediately after the budget?
The Minister for Agriculture and the Department of
Primary Industries (DPI) went out and sacked 70 staff
and closed institutes at Walpeup and Kyabram and
significantly pulled back at Toolangi and Snobs Creek.
At Snobs Creek they took the freshwater aquaculture
people and sent them to Queenscliff, which has
seawater. How can freshwater aquaculture research be
done at a seawater institute? I find that rather amazing.
The DPI depots at Sea Lake, Charlton, Rainbow and
Stawell were also closed. Recently a new review of DPI
has been announced. I would like to see the Minister for
Agriculture actually give a categorical commitment that
there will be no further job cuts from DPI and no
further closure of DPI facilities.
Talking about the issue of water, which I briefly
touched on before, we have had a decade of developing
so-called water strategies around the state. We have had
a plethora of announcements. We had the red helicopter
in which the former Premier flew up and down. We
have had major advertising campaigns. The only people
who have had any benefit out of that are the people
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from Shannon’s Way through what they earnt out of
this whole program. We have had water strategies, we
have had announcements, we have had media stunts,
we have had advertising campaigns, but we have not
had any serious commitment from this government to
recycling water. The upgrade of the eastern treatment
plant was announced in 2002. Nothing has happened
there yet. Supposedly it is going to come online in
2012, but we never know. I will not hold my breath.
There are potentially 100 000 megalitres of water for
Melbourne if that is done.
Promises that have been made at Werribee over the
western treatment plant have not been met. The
irrigators were promised a lot, and they are very
disillusioned. We have had no commitment to
stormwater harvesting. The Minister for Water has said
that tanks do not work. Excuse me, but every person
brought up in country Victoria knows that tanks do
work, because we were all raised on tank water.
I refer to some very simple figures for Melbourne. It
uses about 450 000 megalitres of water a year, and
something like 300 000 megalitres of wastewater is
pumped out to sea at Gunnamatta and Werribee. We
use 450 000 megalitres, we waste 300 000 megalitres
that goes out to sea and something like
500 000 megalitres of stormwater runs off into the bay
from Melbourne every year. There are some
opportunities there that the government has not been
pursuing. It is very good at advertising and media
stunts, but it is not very good at actually pursuing real
projects.
As I have said, we have the pipe from the north to the
south, and despite its name change to the Sugarloaf
interconnector or whatever the spin story of today calls
it, it will be known as the north–south pipeline to
everyone in country Victoria. Looking at the budget
papers again, you will see that the cost per megalitre of
the water savings for that pipe is up and the number of
megalitres found is down. We have even had the
Premier recently admitting that there will not be the
amount of water to go down the pipeline that was
originally promised. There seems to be total confusion
in the minister’s office and in the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) as to what is real
and what is fiction when it comes to water savings. The
online Weekly Times Now of 27 April reports that there
was some conjecture over what was real and what was
not real as far as savings to come down the pipeline are
concerned. The article states:
A DSE source said it appeared ‘some idiot’ has confused
accumulated water savings with the actual volume being
pumped down the pipe in the original water plan.
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I suppose the rhetorical question to ask is: is ‘some
idiot’ actually in the department or is ‘some idiot’ in the
minister’s office?
Ms Asher — Or is it the minister?
Mr WALSH — Or is it the minister, as the member
for Brighton asks. It has got to the stage now that the
department and the minister’s office are starting to
bicker amongst themselves as to who is right and who
is wrong. When a senior DSE source starts saying
‘some idiot’ does not really know what is going on in
water, obviously it is not a happy camp.
I mention by way of an aside with regard to my
particular area of the state that we had a promise from
the Premier that he would fund 50 per cent of the cost
of fire hydrants in the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
project. That cost has significantly gone up, and now
local government has been stuck with having to pay
that cost. I ask the Premier to honour his original
commitment and fund 50 per cent of the cost of those
fire hydrants.
I will refer to a couple of things in finishing up. When
this government was elected it took up one of the great
targets of the Kennett-McNamara era, which was to
increase the food and fibre exports out of this state to
$12 billion by 2010. It is not doing any work to try to
achieve that now, and we are actually going backwards
on that target. If you look at the investment in the
Department of Primary Industries, which is the major
driver of the food industry here, you will see that the
investment is going down. That target is a mirage that is
going further and further into the future because there is
no real commitment.
The last thing I would like to touch on relates to
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigades. Quite a few of
the brigades in my electorate have benefited from
funding in this budget for new fire appliances. That is
great news, but we will all be paying for about
three-quarters of the cost of those fire appliances.
Although the Premier is saying it is government
largesse that is funding these new fire trucks — the
heavy tankers, the light tankers and all those fire
appliances — as I understand it from those who went to
the budget briefing breakfast this morning, the fire
services levy on everyone’s insurance will have to go
up to pay for those new fire appliances.
As everyone in this house would have heard numerous
times from quite a few of us on this side, the fire
services levy on fire insurance is an inequitable way of
raising money to help fund the fire brigades in this
state. The Premier says it is not a tax, it is only a levy. I
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have got news for the Premier: everyone out there
views it as a tax on insurance. And there is a tax on a
tax, because not only do we have to pay the tax on fire
insurance, we have to pay GST on it, and then we have
to pay stamp duty on top of that. For every single
person in country Victoria who takes out fire insurance,
the cost of that fire insurance effectively doubles
because of the taxes imposed by this government to
help fund the CFA. The fire services levy should be
spread more equitably across the community so that
everyone makes a contribution to fund the fire services
in this state, both the CFA and the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade.
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — It is with great pleasure
that I rise in support of the budget for 2009–10. It is an
important budget at a very difficult time for this state.
This state, like the rest of the world, is being gripped by
the global financial crisis, and this is a budget which
protects jobs and continues to not only maintain
services and the rebuilding of Victoria but more
importantly provide the economic stimulus in terms of
infrastructure spending to really support and maintain
jobs in Victoria.
We have heard from the opposition a fairly incredible
rant against government expenditure and the issue of
debt. In fact it has condemned the Brumby government
for borrowing to build important infrastructure. It has
basically said it wants to bank the money — put the
money away. It has said it wants to reduce taxes. It
wants to have less payroll tax and less land tax. It
fundamentally wants to rip apart our tax system and
make it impossible to maintain the level of services and
the building of infrastructure that are so important to
Victoria and Victorians.
The opposition says it wants to maintain services and
increase infrastructure expenditure, but at the same time
it wants to cut taxes and reduce borrowings. All I can
say is that the opposition treats the budget, the
Victorian economy and the state tax system as if it is a
magic pudding that you can keep taking pieces from
without it somehow getting any smaller. That is the
way the opposition views the Victorian economy. That
fundamentally demonstrates a lack of political
leadership.
What we have in Victoria is very strong political
leadership from the Premier. We have a good budget
that will increase infrastructure spending, build the hard
infrastructure we need in Victoria in terms of water,
schools, public transport and roads and also build the
soft infrastructure in terms of service delivery. More
importantly the budget is about saving 35 000 jobs this
financial year and providing an economic stimulus for
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Victoria as it confronts the global economic crisis —
the greatest economic crisis since the Great Depression.
Victoria and Australia are facing terrible and difficult
times, but importantly we are doing it with very strong
political leadership, which is totally lacking from the
opposition benches. The opposition does not have a
clear position or a clear policy on how to confront the
global financial crisis. Its policy is to cut taxes but
maintain services; to stop borrowing but increase
infrastructure spending. Fundamentally that is a whole
lot of nonsense and a smokescreen to hide the fact that
it does not have the clear political framework, the
economic understanding or the political leadership to
lead Victoria in these difficult times.
The economic situation in Victoria is very difficult, as it
is in the rest of Australia and the rest of the world. We
cannot escape that. It is not a product of this
government’s actions but a product of international
occurrences and weaknesses in financial markets
globally. It is not a situation of our making, but it is one
we have to confront to protect jobs and to protect
families in Victoria.
Unemployment is increasing. As is noted in the budget
papers, it will go above 7 per cent, but it will be worse
if we do not fulfil the agenda of this budget. We need
governments to spend and spend well, and that is
exactly what the Brumby government is doing. Not
only is it spending important money in terms of
infrastructure but also the money is being well spent. It
will provide a legacy in the form of new schools and
refurbished schools and in the form of new trains and
new trams. The Minister for Public Transport is at the
table, and I note that we will be seeing new rolling
stock in the next few years to provide for the massive
increase in public transport use in this state. The budget
is about providing for roads and hospitals — those
things that will benefit not only our generation but also
future generations in this state.
We see what is happening in Victoria and Australia as a
response to this global crisis. The Reserve Bank of
Australia has dropped interest rates, and the federal
government is doing what is necessary to stimulate the
economy. It is spending, and it is providing for
infrastructure not only to stimulate the economy now
but also for the rebuilding period as the economy pulls
out of the difficulties that it finds itself in.
We need serious infrastructure. There is no doubt that
there is a need to spend both at a state level and
throughout Australia. What is really terrific about
Victoria is the level of partnership between the state
government and the federal government in our desire to
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stimulate the economy and provide the necessary
infrastructure for our economic benefit.
In the short term infrastructure spending will provide an
economic stimulus which will build on our ability to
ride out the economic crisis and provide the necessary
infrastructure for an eventual upturn in the economy.
The budget contains record expenditure on
infrastructure in those areas which are important to all
Victorians — schools, public transport, roads, health
and water.
Victoria is seeking to avoid a recession. The
government is maintaining the state’s AAA credit
rating, and that is really important. Victoria will
probably be the only state government that can say it
has both avoided a recession and maintained its
AAA credit rating. It demonstrates the strength of
economic management in this state and also the
underlying strength of the Victorian economy. The
investments being made through this budget will secure
the jobs of 30 000 people in Victoria. That is
30 000 families, and in itself it is a stimulus to the local
economy. There is no doubt that the maintenance and
promotion of jobs and the stimulation of the economy
are the central features of the Brumby government
budget.
We cannot avoid the impact of the global financial
crisis. As I noted before, this is the greatest economic
crisis to hit the world since the Great Depression. None
of the post-war recessions have been akin to this either
in their scope or in the level of decline in trade,
manufacturing and financial activity on a global scale.
We know the enormous impact it has had on the United
States of America and the difficulties that country has
experienced, but it has also affected Europe and Asia.
Some of the largest declines in exports have come from
the Asian economies — from Korea and from Japan. It
is an economic crisis that demonstrates weaknesses in
world financial markets but which also demonstrates
problems in world trade and manufacturing which
inevitably will be dealt with but which will create
problems. While we cannot avoid the impact of the
global financial crisis, what we can do in the state
budget is lessen the impact on Victorian families and on
working people by securing 35 000 jobs and providing
opportunities for people to work so they can ride out
this difficult period and prepare the state for when the
economy improves on a global scale.
This budget contains projects which are critical to my
electorate of Brunswick. It is an electorate which has
undergone significant changes in recent years. It has
become less of a manufacturing centre and more of a
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service area. To some extent it is a dormitory for the
inner city, for the central business district, for
universities and for hospitals. A large proportion of the
population of the Brunswick electorate are students or
people who work in the education institutions, in the
central business district and in the hospitals.
The money this government is putting into schools,
together with the federal government’s Building the
Education Revolution program, is significant to people
in my electorate. We have a lots of small schools with
just over 200 students. Often the students are in
buildings that are over 100 years old. The sort of money
we are now spending on those schools is significant.
They are great schools and great communities with
great educational outcomes, but the buildings are old
and they need to be tidied up. They need new buildings,
and that is exactly what is happening. Schools which,
dare I say, had been largely neglected in the period of
the Kennett government are now receiving significant
investment.
People living in my electorate are heavily dependent on
public transport. The area is rich in its provision of
public transport. We have tramlines, a train line and a
number of bus services. We have experienced an
enormous surge in the use of public transport, and the
purchase of new trains through the budget and the
procurement of the 50 new low-floor trams is
significant. I represent an area with six tramlines, so the
increased number of low-floor trams will be significant
as we meet the increasing demands for public transport.
Hospitals are important not only in servicing my
community but also because a large number of
members of my community work in inner city
hospitals. The government is making a significant
investment in hospitals. A large number of people work
in the Parkville biotechnology industry. A new cancer
centre was announced today, and the various
investments in the Parkville biotech precinct are
important for my electorate.
We have already seen money for the rebuilding of our
schools. The Pascoe Vale South Primary School in my
electorate has been funded with a $2 million investment
for a new block and the demolition of a very old
breezeblock building in the front of the school. Over a
relatively short period we will see a number of
announcements about the refurbishment and rebuilding
of primary schools in the Brunswick electorate.
I am pleased we are committed to increasing the
number of kindergarten places. That commitment is
significant not only because of the importance of
kindergartens — and Labor has been committed to
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increasing kindergarten places since it was elected in
1999 — but also because of the baby boom, which
means there are large numbers of children now wanting
to enrol in four-year-old kinder. It is terrific to be able
to provide places for those children in some terrific
institutions throughout my electorate.
The budget will provide for 20 000 more dental patient
visits and more dental chairs. It has probably been the
biggest area of demand in terms of community health in
my electorate. Obviously there are community health
centres in my electorate, but there is also a large
demand for dental care, particularly as the dental
hospital is nearby. That allocation was well received.
As I said, there will be new trains and $5 million to
begin the procurement of 50 new trams, which is
significant to my electorate. There is also $55 million to
upgrade bus services, and while I have said that the
Brunswick electorate is very much a tram-dependent
area — having six tramlines and a train line is not
bad — there are also significant bus services running on
our east–west routes. This year the government will be
reviewing those services as part of the bus review, so it
is significant that money will be available to improve
and finetune those services and to ensure that public
transport use is being looked after. Brunswick is
probably one of the biggest areas for public transport
use in metropolitan Melbourne, if not the biggest.
Increasing the water and sewerage concession cap and
allocating $42 million for water and sewerage bill
concessions is also significant. Water and investments
in water come at a price. It is important to protect
low-income earners and to improve concessions as we
invest in water and the provision of water in Victoria.
We are piloting a bike hire project which will provide
600 bicycles at 50 bike stations in inner Melbourne. It
is common for people who visit European cities to see
bikes for hire.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — Labor governments
always revert to type, and this is a budget of debt and
unemployment. The parameters have been well laid out
by the shadow Treasurer. The key feature of the budget
is the $31 billion debt by 2013, which will mean a
$2.2 billion annual interest bill. That money could have
been spent on basic services for Victorians but will now
go on interest. There will be 7 per cent unemployment
in 2009–10, up to 7.75 per cent in 2010–11 and the out
years. In human terms over 200 000 Victorians are
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going to be unemployed according to the government’s
budget papers.
The government should be grateful to the federal
government, because that is the only reason it is not in
deficit now. The fundamental message of this budget is
that the government has squandered the good economic
times. It did not invest in infrastructure when it had the
money, and now we are going into debt and
unfortunately we are going to see huge levels of
unemployment in this state.
The tag line for the government’s budget is that it is
about building jobs. It says 35 000 jobs, but my view is
that what the government is doing is building spin. In
particular I refer to the Minister for Water’s press
release which he issued on budget day. There is
absolutely nothing new in that for water, but the
minister knows this budget is not creating jobs because
he refers to securing jobs. The minister knows this is
not job creation.
Interestingly enough, as we go through the minister’s
press release we see that many of these jobs have
already been created — for example, those relating to
the food bowl modernisation project, the Sugarloaf
pipeline and the Geelong interconnector. Those projects
were announced ages ago and are occurring.
The minister also referred in his press release to the
desalination project and the jobs it will create. I again
make the observation that whilst that has been
announced and re-announced, the contractor has not
even been chosen. I am sure there will be challenges in
financing the project.
The minister also mentions the upgrade of the eastern
treatment plant. That announcement was made in 2002,
which is when that plant was meant to be upgraded.
That will now not occur until 2012.
I also want to refer to the Treasurer’s speech, because it
is a case study in spin. The Treasurer mentioned one
water project — the northern sewerage project. It was
significant enough to be put in the Treasurer’s budget
speech, but that was a bad example because that project
commenced in 2007. That project is an old project; it is
not a project first announced in this budget, showing
this is all spin. The Minister for Water in fact
announced the second stage of this project in a press
release on 2 October 2008, and members can imagine
the scene.
There are obviously a lot of people in this government
who watch a lot of the West Wing or the Hollowmen. I
guess someone in the Treasurer’s office said, ‘What is
the biggest water project we are doing that is not
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controversial?’. Someone pulled out the Minister for
Water’s press release and — lo and behold — it is
recycled in the Treasurer’s budget speech. The minister
said in his press release that the project was not
glamorous; he also said the project was not glamorous
on page 6 of the budget speech. The minister’s press
release of 2008 refers to there being around 77 000 new
homes expected to be built in the outer northern
suburbs over the next 20 years. The Treasurer’s budget
speech says:
Without it, the sewerage system will not be able to handle the
77 000 new homes likely to be built in the city’s northern
suburbs over the next 20 years …

The big water announcement in the Treasurer’s budget
speech was first announced by the minister in 2008. If
you look at the documents on the Leighton website in
relation to this project, you will see the project is late. It
was meant to have been concluded in January 2012, but
the minister now says it will not be completed until
mid-2012.
Unless there is some state component in this budget, the
project has blown out from $468 million to
$650 million. If you look at the documentation in the
minister’s press release, you see that the purpose of the
project was not job generation. The purpose of the
project in 2007, according to the contractor, was that
there was increased population in the northern suburbs,
and we needed more sewerage piping et cetera going
there, and there were some environmental benefits.
That is what the Leighton documentation says, and the
minister agreed with that in 2008. The minister’s press
release did not mention job creation. The minister’s
press release on this project that was mentioned in the
Treasurer’s speech is about increased population in
Melbourne’s northern suburbs; therefore you need
more infrastructure and an environmental benefit. But
the Treasurer’s speech has now changed. The spin of
this year is that it is to create jobs. The fact of the matter
is this is an existing project that commenced in 2007,
and the Treasurer has simply looked around for a
project to shove into his speech.
I also want to briefly touch on tourism. The Treasurer
wants to give the impression that this is a budget for
infrastructure. However, the tourism industry wants an
expansion of the Melbourne Exhibition Centre. VECCI
(Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry) asked for only four things in this budget, and
one of them was the Melbourne Exhibition Centre
expansion, because that is a project that would increase
employment in the state of Victoria. However, the
government has chosen not to fund that project. Given
that the government likes press releases I will refer to
the Victoria Tourism Industry Council media release
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which refers to the fact that it is disappointing that the
budget did not fund the project. The press release says:
… this initiative would have had a positive impact on our
tourism and major events offering and job creation in the
sector

I also want to refer to the fact that the exhibition centre
expansion is estimated to offer an additional economic
benefit to Victoria of $150 million per annum. There is
a clear return for the economy and for jobs from the
project, yet it is a project the government has chosen
not to include in the budget.
I have responsibility for the shadow small business
portfolio, and I note there are some increases in that
area, but given the time constraints on me here I will
save my observations for the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee.
I want to make some observations about the electorate
of Brighton, because the Labor Party has a very
interesting view of Brighton. Of course it is happy to
take all the taxes from the electorate of Brighton —
land tax and stamp duty — but it is ripping services out
of the electorate with an approach which I call
government by postcode. The Labor Party does not like
postcode 3186. It will take the money out, and it is
shutting services down. My contention is that we have a
right to basic services such as a police station. It is
disgraceful that the government is shutting our police
station and selling the land to add to consolidated
revenue.
I want to make reference to an absurd comment from
the Chief Commissioner of Police which appears in the
Bayside Leader of 20 April 2009. Mr Overland was
obviously responding to complaints about closing the
Brighton police station, and he is reported as having
said:
… the reality is they —

meaning people —
would be safer and we would be more efficient if we had
fewer —

police stations. The chief commissioner then went on to
say:
Police tend to respond from the van, not from a police
station …

In the case of Brighton, the government is cutting our
vans too. These comments from a police commissioner
are absurd. I would like to put on the record that it is not
too late for the government to reverse the absurd
decision to pull police services out of Brighton and to
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not sell the land in Asling Street and Carpenter Street.
The police are still operating there at the moment, and
that should not change.
The second comment I want to make about my
electorate is in relation to land tax. Land tax is punitive,
and this year we have seen the impact of the fact that
the government has removed the cap on land tax. I
particularly want to make reference to Brighton
Bowling Club, which has been hit with a 5 per cent
special land tax on the sale of land which was
previously exempt from land tax. The Premier and the
Treasurer are familiar with this extraordinary case,
because the club and I have written to both those
gentlemen. The club sold its land and is now located on
council land. After 30 years that facility, which has
been redeveloped, will be handed over to council. The
facilities were able to be redeveloped because the land
was sold to finance the redevelopment. What has now
happened is the club has received a bill for special
one-off stamp duty of $258 000. This is absurd. It is a
community facility that is going to be handed over to
Bayside City Council. The sale of the land was simply
a mechanism to build a better community facility, and
community facilities are meant to be exempt from land
tax. I request that the Premier and the Treasurer make
sure the State Revenue Office withdraws that land tax
bill. It is entirely inappropriate. It is simply a grab for
cash by the government from a community-supporting
facility and a community club.
I also want to make reference to a much-needed
pedestrian crossing in Hampton Street at the Dendy
Village shopping centre. I have raised this issue in the
house, and the minister is intransigent on it. We have
had one death in this area already, and I urge the
minister to learn from that tragic death of an old man
and fund this facility in the Brighton electorate.
I turn now to Brighton Secondary College. I have one
government secondary school in my electorate; the rest
are private. This school does not receive favourable
treatment from the government. I might add that the
children of a lot of the member for Bentleigh’s
constituents attend this school. The school needs a new
science, technology and art facility. In previous years
the school has contributed $2.9 million of its own
money to school facilities, yet the facilities for science,
technology and art are very old and would be deemed
unsuitable in any other school.
The government has made contributions to this school
only for maintenance, and in one year for an emergency
when there was a fire at the school. The school has
indicated that if the government wishes to fund a new
science, technology and art facility, the school itself
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will make a contribution to the project. I know the
school is called Brighton Secondary College, and I
know the government’s attitude to Brighton, but this is
a government school that takes a lot of students from
outside the Brighton area. It is an excellent school. It
has pulled itself up by its bootstraps, and it deserves to
be considered for government funding.
I wish to conclude my budget presentation with a
quotation from a speech the Premier made when he was
the federal member for Bendigo. On 22 September
1983 the Premier made a speech in the House of
Representatives and talked about Victorian
personnel — the then Premier, John Cain, and the then
Treasurer, Rob Jolly. This indicates completely where
the Premier is coming from in this budget. He said:
The Cain government has led the way.

He was talking about budgets. This Premier said the
Cain government, probably the worst government on
record in this state, has led the way. Then he went on to
say:
The Victorian Treasurer —

he was referring to Rob Jolly —
is the most adventurous and at the same time responsible
Treasurer of any state.

I think this explains the rationale of this Premier now
that he is in charge of the state. He regards John Cain
and Rob Jolly as economic role models. The Premier
regards the kings of debt, the kings of unemployment,
as role models. This explains the squandering of
revenue in good times. This admiration for John Cain
and Rob Jolly explains the $31 million of debt. This
admiration for those two gentlemen explains why we
will see — —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The time set down for consideration of items on the
government business program has arrived, and I am
required to interrupt business.

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Community
Development).
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Munt) — Order!
The question is:
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ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading

That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Dr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Kairouz, Ms

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

Noes, 32
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
Smith, Mr K.
Smith, Mr R.
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Mrs
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Weller, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Debate resumed from 5 May; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Minister for Roads and Ports.
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

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

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 May; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General)
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

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

APPROPRIATION (2009/2010) BILL
Second reading

Question agreed to.
Debate resumed.

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

Ms ASHER (Brighton) — In the 19 seconds
remaining let me say that this is a budget with the
Labor Party reverting to type. It is a budget of debt and
it is a budget of unemployment. We are going to see
$31 billion of debt and over 200 000 Victorians
unemployed. Unfortunately the government has
squandered the good times. It is a bad budget.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MERLINO
(Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL
Clerk’s amendment
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing order 81
I have received a report from the Clerk that he has
made a correction in the Planning Legislation
Amendment Bill 2009. The report is as follows:
In clause 6, page 13, line 7, after ‘DAC from’ I have inserted
‘time’ so that the line now reads, ‘members of the DAC from
time to time; and’.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Equal Opportunity Act
Mr CARLI (Brunswick) presented report on
exceptions and exemptions options paper, together
with appendices and minority report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be printed.

CLASSIFICATION (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER GAMES)
(ENFORCEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2009.
In my opinion, the Classification (Publications, Films and
Computer Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Bill 2009, 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 objective of the Victorian Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 (the
Victorian classification act) is to give effect to the cooperative
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commonwealth, state and territory scheme for the
classification of publications, films and computer games set
out in the Commonwealth Classification (Publications, Films
and Computer Games) Act 1995. The Victorian classification
act provides for the enforcement of classification decisions
made under the commonwealth act, prohibits the publishing
of certain publications, films and computer games and
prohibits certain material on online information services.
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Victorian
classification act to implement amendments consequential
upon the Commonwealth Classification (Publications, Films
and Computer Games) Amendment (Assessments and
Advertising) Act 2008 (the commonwealth amendment act).
Human rights issues
1.

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

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,
whether within or outside Victoria and whether this
information be imparted orally, in writing, in print, by way of
art or in another medium chosen by him or her.
The national classification scheme (NCS) limits freedom of
expression. The purpose of the NCS is to establish a
regulatory regime for certain categories of publications, films
and computer games. The NCS imposes restrictions on an
individual’s ability to access and to use certain types of films,
publications and computer games. As such, it restricts an
individual’s ability to seek, receive and impart information.
The following clauses in the bill engage and limit the right to
freedom of expression:
clause 6 prohibits advertising for an unclassified film or
an unclassified computer game, otherwise than in
accordance with the conditions set out in the new
commonwealth advertising scheme (the advertising
scheme);
clauses 7, 9 and 10 extend the ‘commensurate audience
provisions’ to cross-product advertising, to prevent a
film or a computer game that has been classified, or
assessed as being likely to be classified, from being
advertised together with material of a lower
classification in certain circumstances;
clause 8 prohibits an advertisement for higher level
material (i.e., a film or a computer game that is
classified, or likely to be classified, MA15+ and above)
from being screened in a public place, or so that it can be
seen from a public place, subject to certain exceptions.
The above limitations are considered ‘reasonable’, pursuant to
section 7(2) of the charter, on the basis of the following
analysis.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of expression is essential to the
operation of a democracy. It enables people to participate in
political debate, to share information and ideas which inform
that debate, and to expose errors in governance and the
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administration of justice. The right may be engaged when a
restriction is imposed on what a person may say, write or
communicate or when a person requires prior approval before
expression may lawfully occur. This list is not exhaustive.
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(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no practicable less restrictive means available to
achieve the desired purpose.

(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
Section 8: recognition and equality before the law
The limitation aims to protect the best interests of a child, by
shielding minors from material that is likely to harm or
disturb them. Section 17(2) of the charter is therefore also
engaged, and is positively promoted. Further, the limitation is
important for the purposes of ensuring that appropriate
safeguards are in place to prevent any person from exposure
to unsolicited material that they may find offensive.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
Both existing and proposed provisions in the Victorian
classification act limit an individual’s rights to freely
communicate and access advertising ‘information’ regarding
computer games and films.
However, the bill limits the right to freedom of expression in
various ways, particularly in relation to receiving and
imparting information. Clause 6 makes it an offence for a
person to publish an advertisement for an unclassified film or
an unclassified computer game, otherwise than in accordance
with certain conditions, therefore also necessarily restricting a
person’s ability to access such material. The relevant
conditions are to be set out in the advertising scheme and
determined in a commonwealth legislative instrument, in
accordance with section 31(1) of the commonwealth
amendment act. The conditions are likely to include, amongst
other matters, conditions about the display of a message about
classification, and limitations on advertising unclassified
films or unclassified computer games together with classified
material to reflect the ‘commensurate audience rule’. The
‘commensurate audience rule’ is mirrored in clauses 7 to 10
of the bill.
An advertisement for a film or a computer game classified or
likely to be classified MA15+ and above is prohibited from
being screened in a public place, or so that it can be seen from
a public place, subject to certain exceptions (clause 8).
Clause 8 also incorporates a complete prohibition in relation
to advertising for certain material classified, or assessed as
being likely to be classified, X18+ or Refused Classification
(RC).
In this respect, the clauses limit the right by restricting a
person from being able to freely impart and receive
advertising ‘information’ in relation to films and computer
games.

Section 8 of the charter establishes a series of equality rights.
The right to recognition as a person before the law means that
the law must recognise that all people have legal rights. The
right of every person to equality before the law and to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination means that
the government ought not to discriminate against any person,
and the content of all legislation ought not be discriminatory.
Discrimination means discrimination within the meaning of
the Equal Opportunity Act 1995 on the basis of an attribute
set out in section 6 of that act.
Age limitation
Clauses 6 to 10 in the bill engage and limit the right contained
in section 8(3) of the charter, by setting out offences in
relation to advertisements for films and computer games that
give effect to the classification categories established under
the national classification code and classification guidelines.
The relevant classification categories include MA15+, which
is material restricted to those 15 years of age and over, and
R18+, which relates to films only, and is material restricted to
those 18 years of age and over. These restrictions limit the
right to equality on the ground of age, however, this limitation
is reasonable, pursuant to section 7(2) of the charter, on the
basis of the following analysis.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The prohibition on discrimination is one of the cornerstones
of human rights instruments and this is reflected in the
preamble to the charter. However, as with all rights protected
by the charter, the section 8 right to equality before the law,
may be subject to reasonable limitation, pursuant to section 7
of the charter.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the differential treatment of those under
15 years of age, and under 18 years of age, reflected in
clauses 6 to 10 of the bill, is to ensure that minors are not
exposed to material that is likely to disturb or harm them. The
limitation is for the important purpose of protecting the best
interests of a child, and therefore promotes section 17(2) of
the charter.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation

(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation imposed
by the bill and the purpose of the limitation. It is not the
purpose of the limitation to hinder or restrict freedom of
expression. Such hindrance or restriction is merely a
by-product of the primary purpose of the limitation, that is:
to protect the best interests of children in particular, as
much as is possible, from the harm of exposure to higher
level material
to prevent all people from being confronted with higher
level material than they may choose to view.

Clauses 6 to 10 reflect the ‘commensurate audience rule’ that
applies in certain circumstances where films or computer
games are advertised together with classified films or
classified computer games.
Clause 6 restricts the types of advertisements that minors are
able to view by providing that unclassified films and
unclassified computer games may only be published in
accordance with the conditions set out in the advertising
scheme. The relevant conditions may include limitations on
advertising unclassified films or unclassified computer games
together with classified material to reflect the ‘commensurate
audience rule’. The offences in clauses 7, 9 and 10 apply in
circumstances where advertisements are either screened
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together with feature films, or sold together with feature films
or computer games, and clause 8 applies where
advertisements for higher level material are screened in a
public place, or so that they can be seen from a public place.

covers persons charged with an offence whether it is
indictable or summary. It requires that the prosecution bears
the onus of proving that the accused committed the offence
and must prove all elements of a criminal offence.

The right is limited to the extent that persons under 15 years
of age, and under 18 years of age, are prevented, in keeping
with the commensurate audience rule, from viewing
advertisements for material classified, or likely to be
classified MA15+ and R18+, and R18+ respectively.

Provisions which impose a legal onus on the defendant may
limit the right under section 25(1) of the charter. This is
because where a defendant is unable to prove a defence (or
disprove a presumption) she or he could be convicted even
though reasonable doubt exists as to her or his guilt. An
evidential onus is less likely to be an unreasonable limitation
on the right to be presumed innocent.

(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of protecting the best interests of children, by
shielding them, as much as is possible, from exposure to
material that is likely to harm them.
(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no practicable less restrictive means available to
achieve the desired purpose.
For these reasons I consider the limitation on section 8 of the
charter to be ‘reasonable’ in this circumstance.
Section 13: right to privacy
Section 13(a) of the charter recognises a person’s right not to
have his or her privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. Privacy encompasses
concepts of personal autonomy and human dignity. It
encapsulates the notion that individuals should have an area
of autonomous development, interaction and liberty — a
‘private sphere’ free from government intervention and from
excessive unsolicited intervention by other individuals.
Privacy comprises bodily, territorial, communications and
information privacy.
Clause 8 engages the right to privacy of the home because it
provides that it is an offence to screen an advertisement for a
film or a computer game that is classified, or assessed as
likely to be classified, MA15+ and above, so that it can be
seen from a public place, subject to certain exceptions. The
provision may capture the screening of an advertisement for
such higher level material from a person’s residence, where
the screening occurs so that it can be seen from a public place.
However, the right to privacy of the home is not limited, as
the interference is lawful and not arbitrary. The interference is
not arbitrary because it is in accordance with the provisions,
aims and objectives of the charter, particularly section 17,
which provides for the protection of children, and is
reasonable in the circumstances because the intent is to ensure
that individuals, and children in particular, are protected from
being inadvertently exposed to advertisements for higher
level material. Further, the interference is lawful, as the bill
specifies the precise circumstances in which the interference
is permitted.
The offences in clause 8 therefore do not amount to an
unlawful or arbitrary interference with the right to privacy.
Section 25(1): the right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter protects the presumption of
innocence in criminal proceedings. The presumption of
innocence is a well-recognised civil and political right and a
fundamental principle of the common law. Section 25(1)

Current section 49(2) in the Victorian classification act
provides for reverse onus defences that place a legal burden
on the accused to prove the elements of the defence in each
case. The defences apply in relation to a prosecution for an
offence for the screening of an advertisement for a film or a
computer game classified MA15+ and above, where the
advertising occurs in a public place or so that it can be seen
from a public place (section 49(1)). The defences in
section 49(2) are only available where the defendant can
prove that the advertisement was screened during a program
for the exhibition of a film of an equal or higher classification,
or the place in which the advertisement was screened was a
restricted publications area. The defences are not available in
relation to material classified RC or X18+.
Rather than requiring the defendant to prove the matters in
existing section 49(2), the bill now excludes those matters and
narrows the scope of the offences in section 49(1). As such,
clause 8 removes the existing reverse legal onus defences
under section 49(2) to ensure consistency with the right to be
presumed innocent.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
to the extent that some provisions may limit human rights,
those limitations are reasonable and justified in the
circumstances.
Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General

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

The Victorian government is committed to ensuring
that the regulation and enforcement of classification
decisions in relation to publications, films and computer
games, complies with the cooperative commonwealth,
state and territory regime for the classification and
enforcement of these materials, the national
classification scheme (NCS).
Under the NCS, the Commonwealth Classification
(Publications, Films and Computer Games) Act 1995
(the commonwealth act) establishes the Classification
Board and the Classification Review Board, which are
responsible for providing a classification rating and
consumer information for certain publications, films
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(including videos and DVDs) and computer games.
This information assists consumers in making
appropriate choices with regard to consumption of this
type of material.
The states and territories are responsible for the
enforcement of the classification decisions. The
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Act 1995 (Victoria’s act)
provides for the enforcement of classification decisions
made by the Classification Board and the Classification
Review Board, prohibits the publishing of certain
publications, films and computer games and prohibits
certain material on online services.
The main purpose of the bill is to implement
consequential amendments to Victoria’s act to ensure
that the enforcement provisions are consistent with
recent amendments to the commonwealth act, enacted
by the Commonwealth Classification (Publications,
Films and Computer Games) Amendment
(Assessments and Advertising) Act 2008 (the
commonwealth amendment act).
Currently, Australian state and territory enforcement
legislation makes it an offence to advertise an
unclassified film or an unclassified computer game.
There are limited exceptions for cinema release films.
Industry has raised increasing concerns that the current
advertising arrangements under the NCS are
cumbersome and outdated. The growing risk of piracy
means that products are often available for
classification only very close to their release date. It is
considered that the current prohibition on advertising
films and computer games prior to their classification,
with limited exceptions only for public exhibition films,
places unnecessary regulatory limitations on marketing
classifiable products.
As a result, the commonwealth amendment act
establishes a new scheme to allow the advertising of
films and computer games prior to their classification,
subject to certain conditions. A key feature of the new
advertising scheme is the introduction of a
self-assessment regime whereby authorised industry
assessors will assess the likely classification of an
unclassified film or an unclassified computer game for
the purposes of advertising. Industry assessors will not
make actual classification decisions — the
Classification Board remains responsible for all
classifications. Alternatively, where self-assessment is
not cost effective, or difficult in cases, industry will also
have the option of applying to the Classification Board,
for a fee, for an assessment of the likely classification
of the product.
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The conditions under which advertising will be
permitted under the new scheme are to be set out in a
commonwealth legislative instrument. The
commonwealth censorship minister must consult with
state and territory censorship ministers before making
the legislative instrument, which is reflective of the
cooperative nature of the NCS. The policy objectives of
the new advertising scheme have been agreed to by
censorship ministers through the Standing Committee
of Attorneys-General (Censorship) forum.
The conditions on which advertising may occur under
the new scheme will also ensure that there are a range
of appropriate safeguards to maintain the integrity of
the classification process under the NCS. Some of the
key proposed conditions and safeguards include,
amongst other matters:
limitations on advertising unclassified films or
unclassified computer games together with classified
material, so that the instrument may contain a
‘commensurate audience rule’. For example, it will
be prohibited to advertise a film or computer game
that has been classified or assessed as likely to be
classified PG or M during the screening of a G-rated
film;
strict time periods for industry to include
classification information on advertisements after a
film or computer game is classified; and
mechanisms to monitor industry assessors who may
not comply with the new scheme, including
mandatory training for assessors, and providing for
the director of the Classification Board to issue a
‘barring notice’, for example, to revoke or suspend a
person’s authorisation to assess materials, in
specified circumstances.
Importantly, the current prohibition on advertising for
certain types of publications and on advertising
sexually explicit products will be retained under the
new advertising scheme. Advertising unclassified films
assessed as likely to be classified X18+ (restricted to
adults 18 years and over) or Refused Classification
(RC) and computer games likely to be classified RC
will continue to be prohibited.
In summary, the bill implements the following
amendments to Victoria’s act:
consequential amendments to ensure consistency
with the commonwealth act and with the NCS, and
specifically to enable advertising to occur under the
new advertising scheme for films and computer
games, prior to their classification, subject to
prescribed safeguards;
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amendments to remove existing reverse legal onus
defences in existing section 49(2) to ensure
compatibility with the right to be presumed innocent
in section 25(1) of the human rights charter;

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.

necessary technical amendments, including:

The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge the attendance of the Deputy Bishop for
the Macedonian Orthodox Church, Diocese of Australia
and New Zealand, the Very Reverend Jovica
Simonovski, and other church dignitaries and welcome
them to the house today.

amendments to extend the ‘commensurate
audience provisions’ to ‘cross-product
advertising’. This includes trailers on DVDs and
trailers or demos on computer games. Currently
the commensurate audience provisions apply
only to films advertised together with other films,
or computer games advertised together with other
computer games. Extending the provisions to
ensure that they capture computer games
advertised with films, or films advertised with
computer games is consistent with the
commonwealth amendment act, and aims to
ensure that advertisements are appropriate to the
audience; and
amendments to ensure that RC material is
captured by the offences in existing section 49(1)
relating to the screening of advertisements for
certain higher level material, that is material
classified or assessed as likely to be classified
MA15+ and above, in a public place or so that it
can be seen from a public place.
The overall focus of the bill is to improve the operation
of the NCS and to respond effectively to the changing
technological environment for entertainment media.
The amendments contained in the bill should come into
force by 1 July 2009, which is the date on which the
new advertising scheme will commence.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to clause 5 of the bill that has been
circulated to the house and the fact that the copies
which have been circulated all incorporate a
handwritten amendment to include the words, ‘of the
principal act’ following the words, ‘heading to
section 46’. I ask for your guidance and instruction as to
what arrangements will be made to ensure that a
corrected version of the bill is made available to the
public and to the house before the debate resumes,
including on the website for the publication of
Victorian government bills.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am advised by the
Clerk that a corrected version is being printed.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS

MACEDONIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH
(VICTORIA) PROPERTY TRUST BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Macedonian Orthodox Church (Victoria)
Property Trust Bill 2009.
In my opinion, the Macedonian Orthodox Church (Victoria)
Property Trust Bill 2009, 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 is introduced on behalf of the Macedonian Orthodox
Church Diocese of Australia and New Zealand in Victoria
(the MOC) to establish a statutory trust (the trust) to enable
certain properties held on behalf of individual trustees to vest
in that trust. The bill provides for the membership and the
governance of the trust. Further, the bill sets out the powers
and functions of the trust which include the ability to acquire,
hold, deal with and dispose of property located within
Victoria.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 20 of the charter which provides that a person must
not be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with law has been considered. Two specific
properties listed in part 3 of the bill are held currently by the
metropolitan, the deputy bishop and a parish priest as
individual trustees. This legislation will transfer the property
to the trust and will confer an exemption from the payment of
any tax or duty in connection with the transfer. The vesting
provision is included at the request of the individual trustees.
The vesting of the property into a statutory trust with
established governance processes is intended to provide a
more transparent system for the acquisition of, holding of, and
disposal of property by the MOC for the benefit of the
broader MOC community.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise
human rights issues.
Rob Hulls, MP
Attorney-General

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

This bill is introduced on behalf of the Macedonian
Orthodox Church, Diocese of Australia and New
Zealand. The Macedonian Orthodox Church has its
origins in the early Christian communities of
Macedonia and the Balkan Peninsula. The Macedonian
Orthodox Church is currently presided over by the
archbishop, His Beatitude Stephen, of Ohrid and
Macedonia. The Macedonian Orthodox Church
currently consists of 13 dioceses across Europe, North
America, Australia and New Zealand and, according to
the church, consists of about 500 parishes and over
2000 church communities and monasteries.
The Diocese of Australia and New Zealand, which was
established in 1959, consists of about 20 parishes across
Australia and New Zealand. There are six parishes in
Victoria and, in addition, two diocesan sites, one for a
future monastery and the other for a cathedral. The
current metropolitan and administrator of the diocese,
Bishop Petar of Presba and Pelagonia, has requested the
enactment of this bill to provide for a corporate trustee
with perpetual succession to hold and to better facilitate
the administration of diocesan property. The new
statutory trust will also take the place of individual
trustees who currently hold the two diocesan sites on
trust for the community of the Macedonian Orthodox
Church in Victoria.
The bill will establish the trust as a body corporate with
perpetual succession and will provide for a board of
nine trustees to administer it. The bill enables the trust
to hold property only in Victoria. The two diocesan
properties at Sydenham and at Donnybrook, where the
monastery and cathedral are to be situated, will be
vested in the trust by operation of the act. The bill does
not vest parish properties in the trust. The transfer of
parish property to the trust will depend on the decision
of the parish management committee and the transfer of
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the property by the individual trustees or other owners
under the Transfer of Land Act.
This bill follows a number of facilitative bills
introduced in recent times by the Victorian government
on behalf of religious and charitable institutions,
including the Uniting Church of Australia, the Coptic
Orthodox Church and the Scots Church. The bill
reflects our ongoing commitment towards
strengthening the rich multifaith and multicultural
community fabric for which Victoria is rightly
recognised.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.

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 2009.
In my opinion, the Superannuation Legislation Amendment
Bill 2009, 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
1.

The overall objectives of the bill are to:
(a) amend the Emergency Services Superannuation
Act 1986 to give protective services officers
(PSOs) access to the defined benefit section of the
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme
(ESSS defined benefit scheme);
(b) allow the reinstatement of reversionary spouse
pensions that were cancelled upon remarriage of
the recipient;
(c) amend the acts governing Victorian public sector
superannuation schemes to enable the trustees of
these schemes to give effect to superannuation
agreements and orders made under the Family Law
Act 1975 (cth) in respect of persons in de facto
relationships; and
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(d) amend the Emergency Services Superannuation
Act 1986 to ensure that the Emergency Services
Superannuation Board (the ESS board) can comply
with the Commonwealth Bankruptcy Act reforms.
The bill also contains amendments that will:
allow the board to offer insurance to spouse account
holders;
give members of the former State Superannuation Fund
the option to transfer their commonwealth government
co-contribution payments into a superannuation product
of their choice;
clarify the ability of beneficiary account holders to join
the ESSPLAN accumulation fund; and
amend the Constitution Act 1975 to enable a future
Governor to enter into salary sacrifice arrangements.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 8(3) of the charter recognises that every person is
entitled to the 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, as a consequence, legislation should
not have a discriminatory effect on any person.
Discrimination under the charter means direct or indirect
discrimination as defined in the Equal Opportunity Act 1995
on the basis of an attribute set out in section 6 of that act,
which includes discrimination on the basis of ‘sexual
orientation’ and ‘marital status’.
The charter has implications for two of the amendments in the
bill: reinstatement of spouse pensions that were cancelled
upon remarriage and the amendments to make Victorian
superannuation law consistent with the commonwealth’s de
facto relationship law.
Reinstatement of spouse pensions that were cancelled
upon remarriage
In Victoria, prior to November 1993, the State
Superannuation Act 1988 (SSA) and the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 (PSSA) provided that
a widow/er of a member (and/or deceased pensioner in the
case of the SSA) was not entitled to receive a pension in
respect of any period during which they were subsequently
married. These provisions were repealed on 30 November
1993.
The cancellation of reversionary spouse pensions on
remarriage was based on the (now outdated) notion of
financial dependency of spouses. The inappropriateness of
this policy was recognised in Victoria with the 1993 changes
to the PSSA and SSA.
This bill will amend the SSA and the PSSA to allow the
reinstatement of reversionary pensions that were cancelled on
remarriage. Reinstatement will be on application to the
board/trustee and will be from a date no earlier than the date
of application.
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This amendment will redress the historical discrimination on
the basis of marital status that occurred when reversionary
spouse pensions were cancelled upon remarriage.
Amendments to make Victorian superannuation law
consistent with the commonwealth’s de facto relationship
law.
The Superannuation Legislation Amendment Act 2008
amended the definition of ‘eligible spouse’ in the Victorian
superannuation legislation such that the definition reflected
the commonwealth’s definition in the Family Law Act 1975
(cth). At the time the commonwealth’s definition was not
compliant with the charter.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee and the
Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights Commission
in relation to the Superannuation Legislation Amendment Act
2008 were of the view that the limitation should have been
characterised as incompatible with section 8(3) of the charter.
The commonwealth definition of spouse at the time was
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. The
commission nonetheless acknowledged that it was impossible
to extend access to contribution splitting to same-sex couples
(given the federal framework in Australia).
The commonwealth has since amended the Family Law Act
1975 by amending the definition of spouse to include parties
in a de facto relationship (including same-sex relationships).
The commonwealth amendment also introduces a part into
the Family Law Act 1975 that allows for superannuation
splitting agreements and superannuation splitting orders to be
made in respect of those in de facto relationships.
The changes in the bill bring Victorian superannuation law
into line with the changes to commonwealth law in relation to
de facto relationships. It does this by amending the definitions
of ‘spouse’ and ‘superannuation agreement’ in the family law
parts of each superannuation act such that the definitions refer
to the commonwealth definitions in section 90MD of the
Family Law Act 1975 (cth).
The practical effect of these amendments is that trustees of
Victorian public sector superannuation schemes will now be
able to give effect to family law superannuation orders or
agreements made in respect of members in de facto
relationships (including those in same-sex relationships).
These amendments, in conjunction with changes made by the
commonwealth, will remove discrimination in relation to
same-sex de facto couples and therefore the amendments to
make Victorian superannuation law consistent with the
commonwealth’s de facto relationship law are compliant with
the charter.
Conclusion
In my opinion, given the positive impacts the above
amendments have in removing discrimination, the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Bill 2009, as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly is compatible with the
charter.
Tim Holding, MP
Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident
Commission
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Second reading
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Finance, WorkCover
and the Transport Accident Commission) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to amend the Emergency
Services Superannuation Act 1986, the County Court
Act 1958, the Constitution Act 1975, the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968, the State
Employees Retirement Benefits Act 1979, the State
Superannuation Act 1988, the Transport
Superannuation Act 1988 and the Superannuation
(Portability) Act 1989.
The amendments will:
give new protective services officers (PSOs) access
to the Emergency Services Superannuation (ESSS)
defined benefit scheme and give current PSOs the
option of joining the ESSS defined benefit scheme;
allow the reinstatement of reversionary spouse
pensions that were cancelled upon remarriage of the
recipient;
amend the acts governing Victorian public sector
superannuation schemes to enable the trustees of
these schemes to give effect to superannuation
agreements and orders made under the Family Law
Act 1975 (cth) in respect of persons in de facto
relationships;
allow the Emergency Services Superannuation
Board (the board) the option to offer insurance to
spouse account-holders;
give members of the former State Superannuation
Fund (SSF) the option to transfer their
commonwealth government co-contribution
payments into a superannuation product of their
choice;
amend the Emergency Services Superannuation Act
1986 (ESSA) to ensure that the board can comply
with the commonwealth Bankruptcy Act reforms;
amend the ESSA to clarify the ability of beneficiary
account-holders to join the ESSPLAN accumulation
fund; and
amend the Constitution Act 1975 to enable future
Governors to enter into salary sacrifice
arrangements.
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Admitting protective services officers to the
emergency services superannuation defined benefits
scheme
The Police Regulation Act 1958 provides that the Chief
Commissioner of Police may appoint up to
150 protective services officers (PSOs) for the purpose
of protecting public officials, public offices and places
of public importance. PSOs generally undertake
protective services functions at Victorian courts,
Parliament House, Victoria Police headquarters, the
Shrine of Remembrance and the Treasury Place
precinct. Under this act, these roles differed from those
of sworn police officers.
Given their more limited role, PSOs have historically
not been considered as ‘operational’ staff for
superannuation purposes.
In 1994 the ESSS defined benefit scheme was closed to
new ‘non-operational’ staff members. As a result, all
PSOs who commenced after this time became members
of the ESSPLAN accumulation scheme and PSOs who
joined before 1994 remained in the defined benefit
scheme. Currently there are approximately 40 PSOs in
the defined benefit scheme and approximately 100 in
the accumulation scheme.
A review by Victoria Police and the Police Association
has recommended an expanded role for PSOs that
includes additional security-related duties. The
expanded role for PSOs is contained in the Police
Regulation Amendment Bill 2008, which is currently
before Parliament. The expanded role warrants a
change in status for PSOs from ‘non-operational’ to
‘operational’ staff members and thus all PSOs will
become entitled to join the ESSS defined benefit
scheme.
Current PSOs who are not already members of the
defined benefit scheme will have the option to elect to
become members of the defined benefit scheme or
remain in the ESSPLAN accumulation scheme.
There will be a limited period of time in which to make
the election. The election is irrevocable.
Current PSOs who elect to join the defined benefit
scheme will retain their accumulated benefit in
ESSPLAN. The benefit they receive from the defined
benefit scheme will be based on periods of service after
their admission to the defined benefit scheme.
Given the financial implications of the election for
current PSOs, free financial advice will be made
available through ESSSuper’s financial advice
provider. Alternatively, a subsidy of $900 will be
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available to those PSOs who wish to obtain advice from
their own financial adviser.
Death and disability benefits for current PSOs who are
already members of the defined benefit scheme (and
who are currently classified as ‘non-operational’ staff),
will continue to be based on prospective service to age
60 notwithstanding their reclassification as ‘operational
staff’. This grandfathering provision will ensure that
these members are not disadvantaged.
Reinstatement of spouse pensions that were
cancelled upon remarriage
The bill will also provide for the reinstatement of
spouse superannuation pensions that were previously
cancelled on remarriage. In Victoria, prior to November
1993, the State Superannuation Act 1988 and the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968
provided that a widow/er of a member (and/or deceased
pensioner in the case of the State Superannuation Act)
was not entitled to receive a pension in respect of any
period during which they were subsequently married.
These provisions were repealed on 30 November 1993.
While cancellation of a spouse superannuation pension
on the grounds of remarriage may well have been
consistent with contemporary views on such matters in
the 1950s and 1960s, this is no longer the case. The
legislative provisions which provided for cancellation
of spouse pensions were repealed many years ago.
This bill will therefore amend the State Superannuation
Act 1988 and the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to allow the reinstatement of
reversionary pensions that were cancelled on
remarriage. Reinstatement will be on application to the
board (trustee) and will be from a date no earlier than
the date of application.
In 2007 the commonwealth introduced similar
amendments to the laws governing its public sector
superannuation schemes which prospectively restored
reversionary spouse pensions that had previously been
cancelled on remarriage.
Amendments to make Victorian superannuation
law consistent with the commonwealth’s de facto
relationship law
The bill also contains amendments in relation to family
law matters. Recent commonwealth legislation
(including amendments to superannuation and family
law) has removed discrimination in relation to people in
de facto relationships (including same-sex
relationships), and children of those relationships.
These reforms rely on a referral of powers by the states,
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so that de facto couples can access federal family law
courts to resolve matters relating to both children and
property on the breakdown of their relationship. These
commonwealth reforms complement changes
previously made in Victoria to remove discrimination
against same-sex and de facto couples.
Relevantly, the commonwealth has amended the
Family Law Act 1975 by introducing a part into the act
that allows for superannuation splitting agreements and
superannuation splitting orders to be made in respect of
those in de facto relationships. The change also amends
the definition of spouse.
The changes in the bill will bring Victorian
superannuation law into line with the changes to
commonwealth law in relation to de facto relationships.
It does this by amending the definitions of ‘spouse’ and
‘superannuation agreement’ in the family law parts of
each superannuation act such that the definitions refer
to the commonwealth definitions in section 90MD of
the Family Law Act 1975 (cth).
The practical effect of these amendments is that trustees
of Victorian public sector superannuation schemes will
now be able to give effect to family law superannuation
orders or agreements made in respect of members in
de facto relationships.
Other amendments
A number of other miscellaneous amendments are
included in the bill. The first of these relates to spouse
accounts. The ESSS board already offers a spouse
account product. However, at present the board is
unable to offer any death or disability insurance to
spouse account-holders. The board has requested that it
be empowered to offer such insurance. The cost of this
insurance would be borne by the member spouse.
The second amendment relates to members of the
various schemes that comprised the former State
Superannuation Fund (SSF).
The bill will permit members to elect in writing to the
board to have the balance of their account in the lump
sum account rolled over within the superannuation
system as nominated by the member. This will enable
members to select a superannuation fund which
matches their risk preferences. For example, the
member may choose to invest in a conservative fund, a
balanced fund, or a more aggressive growth-oriented
fund.
The bill will also amend the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act 1986 to comply with recent
amendments to the commonwealth Bankruptcy Act that
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enable the recovery of superannuation contributions
that are made with the intention of defeating creditors.
The board believes that the likelihood of receiving an
application or notice under these provisions is low.
Legislative amendment is necessary to ensure that the
board can comply with its obligations under
commonwealth bankruptcy legislation.

Thursday, 7 May 2009

the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The bill seeks to:
facilitate investment in developments of public benefit
on Crown land by increasing the maximum lease term in
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 (excluding nature
conservation reserves) and the Forests Act 1958 from
21 years up to 65 years;

Access to ESSSuper accumulation products was
widened in 2008 via amendments contained in the
Superannuation Legislation Amendment Act 2008.
However, the amendments introduced by that act do not
explicitly provide that beneficiary account-holders may
join the ESSPLAN accumulation fund.

reduce the regulatory burden on government and Crown
land licence-holders and to improve business certainty
by increasing the general licence term in the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 from 3 years up to 10 years
and up to 21 years where a licence is associated with
adjacent leased land;

It is therefore proposed to amend sections 21 and 21B
of the ESSA to include in the definition of ‘member’, a
beneficiary account-holder who applies to the board to
become a member of ESSPLAN. These amendments
will clarify the position that beneficiary
account-holders, on acceptance of their application, are
members of ESSPLAN.

establish a uniform and improved licensing regime for
commercial tour operators and activity providers on
public land through amendments to the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Forests Act 1958, Land Act 1958,
National Parks Act 1975 and Wildlife Act 1975,
including providing for up to 10-year licence terms and
associated enforcement provisions;
update and improve the operation of the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Forests Act 1958, Land Act 1958,
National Parks Act 1975 and Wildlife Act 1975.

Finally, this act will amend the Constitution Act 1975
to include provisions that will enable future Governors
to enter into effective salary sacrifice arrangements.
This will bring the office of the Governor into line with
judges, magistrates and other statutory office-holders.
This amendment does not impact on other
office-holders’ salary sacrifice arrangements.

The bill engages three human rights protected by the charter.

I commend the bill to the house.

Section 12 — Freedom of movement

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

The right to freedom of movement is protected by section 12
of the charter which provides that every person lawfully
within Victoria has the right to move freely within Victoria
and to enter and leave it and has the freedom to choose where
to live. It includes the freedom from physical barriers and
procedural impediments.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.

CROWN LAND ACTS AMENDMENT
(LEASE AND LICENCE TERMS) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Crown Land Acts Amendment (Lease and
Licence Terms) Bill 2009.
In my opinion, the Crown Land Acts Amendment (Lease and
Licence Terms) Bill 2009, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by

Human rights issues
1.

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

This right is relevant to clauses 11 and 19 of the bill, which
increase the maximum lease term available under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act 1958. This
engages the right to freedom of movement because a lease
conveys an exclusive right to occupy an area or premises to
the exclusion of others. Although leases can already be
granted under those acts, the proposed increase in maximum
lease terms under the bill means there is potential for
restrictions on public access to be for a longer period of time.
Section 19 — Cultural rights
Section 19 provides 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.
This right is relevant to clauses 11 and 19 of the bill, which
increase the maximum lease term available under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act 1958. A lease
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conveys an exclusive right to occupy an area or premises to
the exclusion of others. Granting a lease may limit cultural
rights under section 19 because it affects the ability of
Aboriginal persons to conduct cultural ceremonies or
activities within areas over which a lease is granted.
Although leases can already be granted under those acts, the
proposed increase in maximum lease terms under the bill
means there is potential for any restrictions on access to the
land to be for a longer period of time.
Section 20 — Property rights
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(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Where a lease is granted, the lessee is entitled to exclusive
occupation and use of the property in accordance with the
lease terms. The right to occupy and use the property endures
throughout the term of the lease and is to the exclusion of all
others.
Leases with terms of up to 21 years can already be granted
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act
1958. However, the bill extends the maximum lease term
from 21 years to 65 years.

Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property except in accordance with law. A
deprivation of property is in accordance with law where the
deprivation occurs under powers conferred by legislation
pursuant to a law which is formulated precisely and is not
arbitrary.

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose

Notwithstanding that leases can already be granted under
existing provisions of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
and Forests Act 1958, the bill may be perceived to engage
property rights of traditional owners of land where such
owners have a recognised native title claim over the land
because it allows the minister to increase the maximum lease
term available under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
and Forests Act 1958.

(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose

However, where recognised native title rights exist over the
land, a lease can only be granted after an indigenous land use
agreement (ILUA) is negotiated between the proponent and
the native title holders. The property rights of the native title
holders would be addressed during negotiation of the ILUA.
Any deprivation of property rights as a result of granting a
lease in these circumstances would be in accordance with law
and not arbitrary. Property rights protected under section 20
of the charter will therefore not be limited.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Any limitation on the public’s ability to enter and move freely
within leased property is a direct consequence of granting a
lease under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 or Forests
Act 1958.

There are no less restrictive means to achieve the purpose
identified in (b) above, nor to ensure lessees are granted
exclusive occupation of the leased property.
(f)

any other relevant factors

It is intended that the majority of leases will still be granted
within the maximum term of 21 years and that longer lease
terms will only be granted where the minister is satisfied that
the proposed development, improvements or works are of a
substantial nature, deliver public value and justify the longer
term.
In granting or approving a lease the minister acts as a public
authority and is subject to section 38 of the charter. Section 38
requires a public authority to give due consideration to charter
rights when making a decision. As such there is an obligation
to consider charter rights on a case-by-case basis when leases
are granted.

Freedom of movement
Cultural rights
(a) the nature of the right being limited
(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of movement is a fundamental human
right which protects against restrictions on people’s ability to
move freely within the state. The right is not an absolute right
and under the charter may be subject to such reasonable
limitations as are demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
In this instance, the limitation relates to public access to areas
over which a lease is held.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Current maximum lease terms under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act 1958 are sometimes not
long enough to allow for recovery of capital investment in
major developments on, or improvements to, Crown land or
to generate sufficient return from that investment.
Extending maximum lease terms under the bill is therefore
needed to facilitate and encourage the proper use and
development of Crown land for commercial, tourism and
other purposes of public benefit.

Section 19(2) of the charter provides that Aboriginal people
have distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the ability
to enjoy their identity and culture, or 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.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Current maximum lease terms under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act 1958 are sometimes not
long enough to allow for recovery of capital investment in
major developments on, or improvements to, Crown land or
to generate sufficient return from that investment.
Extending maximum lease terms under the bill is therefore
needed to facilitate and encourage the proper use and
development of Crown land for commercial, tourism and
other purposes of public benefit.
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(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Where a lease is granted, the lessee is entitled to exclusive
occupation and use of the property in accordance with the
lease terms. The right to occupy and use the property endures
throughout the term of the lease and is to the exclusion of all
others.
A lease granted under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978
or Forests Act 1958 may limit the ability of Aboriginal
persons to conduct cultural ceremonies or activities within
areas over which a lease is granted.
Leases with terms of up to 21 years can already be granted
under those acts. However, the bill extends the maximum
lease term from 21 years to 65 years.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
Any limitation on the cultural rights of Aboriginal persons is
a direct consequence of granting a lease under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 or Forests Act 1958.
(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means to achieve the purpose
identified in (b) above, nor to ensure lessees are granted
exclusive occupation of the leased property.
(f)

any other relevant factors

It is intended that the majority of leases will still be granted
within the maximum term of 21 years and that longer lease
terms will only be granted where the minister is satisfied that
the proposed development, improvements or works are of a
substantial nature, deliver public value and justify the longer
term.
In granting or approving a lease the minister acts as a public
authority and is subject to section 38 of the charter. Section 38
requires a public authority to give due consideration to charter
rights when making a decision. As such there is an obligation
to consider charter rights on a case-by-case basis when
granting leases. When deciding whether the particular
circumstances warrant granting a lease of up to 65 years, the
minister will need to give relevant consideration to the
cultural rights of Aboriginal people under section 19 of the
charter.
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Public land sustains considerable activity critical to the
economy of Victoria, including major commercial and
tourism developments; mineral exploration and
extraction; and agriculture. In addition, Victoria’s
public land estate provides an important setting for our
community’s sporting, recreational and cultural
activities.
Leasing on public land allows the operation of
businesses and clubs which are important to both local
and rural economies, enhances local employment and
fosters community pride.
The $10 million redevelopment of the Hepburn Mineral
Springs Reserve bathhouse in Daylesford, opened in
September 2008, is an example of a major development
on public land. The bathhouse is pivotal to the
economies of Daylesford and Hepburn and contributes
substantially to the tourism industry in the Macedon
Ranges.
The amendments contained in the Crown Land Acts
Amendment (Lease and Licence Terms) Bill 2009 will
ensure that Victoria’s public land assets continue to
provide a foundation for, and a means of, supporting
economic development across the state as well as the
achievement of broad social, community and
environmental outcomes.
Given viable business cases, the Victorian government
encourages private operators to lease and develop
public land to enhance the community’s use and
enjoyment of this important asset. Indeed, private
investment in public land results in significant
economic and social benefits for the whole of the
Victorian community.

Conclusion

However, there exists a major barrier to attracting
further private sector interest in public land — this
being the length of lease term available to investors.
Out of all the Australian jurisdictions, Victoria has the
most restrictive statutory leasing framework.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because, although the
extension of lease terms will limit the right to freedom of
movement under section 12 and cultural rights under
section 19, the limitations are reasonable.

Currently, the Victorian government is limited to
offering leases of up to 21 years over land managed
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests
Act 1958.

Peter Batchelor, MP
Minister for Community Development

A maximum lease term of this length is often not long
enough to allow the operator to recover the level of
capital invested or generate a sufficient return on their
investment.

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

This acts as a disincentive to the private sector and
places Victoria at a competitive disadvantage in
attracting major tourism and commercial developments
on public land.
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Shorter lease terms may also have the impact of
thwarting private sector innovation — thereby resulting
in developments and services on public land not being
at the standard or scale expected by the community.
To enable Victoria to compete with other jurisdictions
and attract major commercial and tourism
developments, we need to be able to offer a lease term
that is commensurate with the type of development
proposed.
The bill extends the maximum lease term under the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act 1958
from 21 years up to 65 years.
This will position Victoria as a more attractive choice
for private investment and help facilitate significant
public infrastructure works that will benefit the
Victorian community — such as major hospital
developments and public utility works.
It will also deliver on the commitment made by the
Victorian government in Victoria’s Nature-based
Tourism Strategy 2008–12 to increase maximum lease
terms.
However, the Victorian government recognises that a
balance must be sought between offering longer term
leases in order to attract private investment and
ensuring that the unique environmental and social
values of public land are protected.
In this regard, the bill introduces a framework in which
long-term leases will only be granted for developments
that are of a substantial nature, deliver public value and
can reasonably justify the need for a longer term lease.
Before granting such leases, the minister must be
satisfied that the proposed development will confer an
economic benefit at a local, regional or state level. The
minister must also be satisfied that the development
will deliver public benefit.
This could include:
facilitating community access to the area;
building indigenous partnerships; or
stimulating innovation through the introduction of
new skills, technologies or services.
The bill also requires the minister to be satisfied that the
proposed development will be a sustainable use of
public land for the duration of the lease, for example,
by requiring the developments to meet one or more of
the commercially available ratings systems for
environmentally sustainable development.
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Furthermore, the proposed legislative amendments will
be supported by the commercial leasing policy for
Crown land in Victoria which the minister’s department
is currently preparing. The policy, once completed, will
clarify the criteria which must be satisfied before a
commercial lease can be granted over Crown land and
will provide further support and guidance for
developers wishing to invest in Crown land.
It is anticipated that the majority of leases granted under
the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and Forests Act
1958 will be for terms of less than 21 years, and that the
extended lease term will only be used to facilitate major
developments with clear benefits to the community and
economy and which meet clear environmental
guidelines.
The bill also provides for improved licensing
arrangements for commercial tour operators on public
land.
In 2003 to 2004 the tourism industry contributed
$10.9 billion to Victoria’s economy, and provided for
almost 160 000 jobs. Nature-based tourism is an
important and growing sector of the tourism industry,
showcasing our diverse natural attractions to both
Victorians and visitors from interstate and overseas.
Nature-based tour operator businesses offer a wide
range of activities and experiences to visitors — from
coach tours and guided bushwalks to horseriding and
rock climbing. Businesses which operate on public land
are regulated by a licensing system, which protects the
natural and cultural values of the land and helps ensure
public safety.
The bill introduces an enhanced licensing and
enforcement regime for commercial tour operators on
public land to deliver key reforms to the tour operator
licensing system proposed in Victoria’s Nature-based
Tourism Strategy 2008–2012 and the Licensing System
for Tour Operators and Activity Providers on Public
Land in Victoria policy released in 2008.
Currently, licences are issued to tour operators on
public land for up to three years. In addition to short
licence terms, a gap exists in Victoria’s public land
management system as it is presently not an offence for
tour operators to operate without a licence.
The government recognises that a longer licence period
would help to encourage investment and innovation in
developing business cases and business planning and
would encourage licensees to invest in staff training,
business systems and equipment.
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This bill amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978,
Forests Act 1958, Land Act 1958, National Parks Act
1975 and the Wildlife Act 1975 to establish a uniform
licensing regime for commercial tour operators
operating on public land. This includes providing for
licence terms of up to 10 years. The bill also makes it
an offence for tour operators to operate on public land
without a licence.

The bill provides explicit power for the minister to enter
into agreements to lease land with prospective
developers prior to a substantive lease being granted
over the relevant Crown land. This will encourage
major developments on public land by giving greater
certainty to both developers and the government when
negotiating major infrastructure projects and
subsequent leasing arrangements.

Overall, the government’s reforms to the tour operator
licensing system, which have been developed in
consultation with industry representatives, will help
make the nature-based tourism market more attractive
and encourage growth and investment in the industry. It
will provide greater business security for tour operators,
the majority of which are small businesses in regional
Victoria.

The bill also provides clarity to a leasing provision in
the Land Act 1958. The Land Act currently does not
make it clear that the term ‘building’ does, in fact,
include all types of structures or improvements.
Therefore, it may prevent the government from entering
into long-term leases for some high-value
developments, such as marinas.

The bill also makes a number of smaller amendments to
update and improve the operation of the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, Forests Act 1958, Land Act 1958
and the National Parks Act 1975.
For example, a further barrier to private investment on
public land is the requirement that all assets and
improvements on the land remain the property of the
Crown and are returned to the Crown at the end of the
lease. Lessees are often reluctant to invest in
infrastructure and improvements of which they will not
have ownership. Also, there may be circumstances in
which the government is liable for removing structures
that are no longer required at the end of a lease.
This bill removes that constraint and allows the
government and lessees to negotiate ownership of any
improvements or assets on a case-by-case basis. This
will create a more attractive environment for private
investment on public land.
The bill also streamlines the process of leasing and
licensing associated with hospitals located on public
land.
Many hospitals are located on reserved public land.
Often these hospitals incorporate commercial retail
outlets, such as florists or kiosks. Leases and licences
for these outlets are currently approved by the minister
responsible for the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
This bill provides the minister with the ability to
transfer responsibility for these approvals to the
minister responsible for the Health Services Act 1998.
This amendment will ensure that commercial activities
within important public infrastructure are authorised by
the minister with the primary responsibility for this
area.

This bill will clarify the Land Act 1958 to put beyond
doubt that the term ‘building’ includes all types of
developments and is not just limited to buildings.
Another amendment relates to unused road licences.
Victoria contains a large network of unused roads,
mostly in rural areas, that were created on parish plans
in the 19th century. Many of these roads are now
subject to agricultural licences, such as grazing, under
the Land Act 1958.
At present, licences can be cancelled if it is in the public
interest to do so. However, there is no provision for a
licence to be cancelled for only part of the land.
This bill will amend the Land Act 1958 to allow an
unused road licence to be cancelled in part, thereby
creating a simpler and more efficient process for both
the licensee and the government.
The bill will also amend the Crown Land (Reserves)
Act 1978 to simplify and streamline the process for
appointing chairpersons of incorporated committees of
management for Crown land reserves. It does this by
allowing chairs to be appointed by the minister, rather
than by the Governor in Council. Cabinet approval will
continue to be required for chair appointments for
major committees of management, such as the Great
Ocean Road Coast Committee.
The bill also amends the Forests Act 1958 to allow
leases and licences to be granted by the minister
without the approval of the Governor in Council. This
will make the Forests Act 1958 consistent with the
Land Act 1958, the National Parks Act 1975 and the
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
In conclusion, the bill will deliver a range of benefits to
the Victorian community, including:
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encouraging investment in the state’s nature-based
tourism industry;
supporting economic growth, particularly in regional
areas;
encouraging the provision of significant public
infrastructure;
improved stewardship of our valuable public land;
and
a more streamlined process for leasing public land.
I commend the bill to the house
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms ASHER
(Brighton).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(AUSTRALIAN ENERGY MARKET
OPERATOR) BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Energy Legislation Amendment
(Australian Energy Market Operator) Bill 2009 (bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced in the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
1.

Overview of bill

The bill will support the application of the functions of a new
national energy market operator, the Australian Energy
Market Operator (AEMO), in Victoria and transfer all rights,
responsibilities, assets and liabilities of the Victorian Energy
Networks Corporation (VENCorp) to AEMO. In April 2007,
the Council of Australian governments (COAG) agreed to
establish a single, industry-funded national energy market
operator, to be called AEMO, for both electricity and gas to
strengthen the national character of energy market
governance. Under the proposed reforms, AEMO will assume
the powers and functions of the National Electricity Market
Management Company, VENCorp and various state retail gas
market operators. In addition, AEMO will perform new
functions including a national transmission planner (NTP)
function for electricity and prepare the gas statement of
opportunities (GSOO).
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The conferral of AEMO’s functions will be achieved by
amendments to the National Gas Law (NGL) set out in the
schedule to the National Gas (South Australia) Act 2008 and
the National Electricity Law (NEL) set out in the schedule to
the National Electricity (South Australia) Act 1996
(Amendments). Under the proposed reforms, the amendments
to NGL and the NEL will apply automatically in Victoria and
in all participating jurisdictions by virtue of their existing
application acts. In Victoria, these reforms will apply by the
operation of section 7 of the National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008
and section 6 of the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2006.
In order to support the amendments to the NGL and NEL, the
bill will amend the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005,
the National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008, the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 and the Gas Industry Act 2001, as well as make
consequential changes to other acts. These amendments will
enable AEMO to continue to carry out in Victoria the
functions performed to date by VENCorp — specifically,
electricity transmission planning and procurement
independent of the owners of the transmission networks, and
operation of a wholesale gas market in Victoria. The bill will
also amend the Gas Industry Act 2001 to abolish VENCorp
and to transfer all its rights, responsibilities, assets and
liabilities to AEMO.
2.

Human rights issues

Both the bill and the Amendments to the NGL and the NEL
have been assessed against the charter.
The bill provides for the novation of contracts from
VENCorp to AEMO. Although the vast majority of these
contracts are with corporations, to the extent that any such
contracts involve individuals, the charter could be engaged.
However, as the bill does not otherwise alter the contracts
other than to substitute VENCorp for AEMO, no human
rights issues are raised. Similarly, the Amendments will
provide for the novation of contracts from the Gas Market
Corporation or the Australian Energy Market Operator
(Transitional) Ltd (AEMO T) to AEMO. AEMO T is a
transitional body established to assist in the transition to
AEMO. For the same reasons, this does not raise any charter
rights.
2.1. Right to property
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 4 of the bill (which inserts new section 44 into the
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005) imposes obligations
on declared electricity transmission operators to ensure access
to land by prospective operators and AEMO. The access to
land required under new section 44 of the National Electricity
(Victoria) Act 2005 is for the purposes of planning,
construction or operation of an augmentation to the declared
electricity transmission system. Access will occur in
accordance with a lease or licence and disputes arising from
the negotiation of leases and licences to facilitate this access
can be resolved by the Australian Energy Regulator (clause 4
of the bill which inserts new section 45 of the National
Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005) and are subject to the right to
apply for judicial review.
Clause 11 of the bill (which inserts new section 33A into the
Electricity Industry Act 2000) provides that the minister may
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revoke or amend conditions of electricity transmission
licences. This clause allows for the variation and cancellation
of redundant licence conditions that have been superseded by
new obligations inserted into the national framework. These
obligations will be imposed directly on participants, and not
indirectly through the Victorian licensing regime. Although
‘property’ may include statutory rights such as licences, the
cancellation or alteration of a licence will not amount to a
deprivation of property where the licence-holder did not have
a reasonable expectation of the lasting nature of the licence.
All licensees in the electricity and gas industries are
corporations and not individuals. The licensing of individuals
is not anticipated and is highly unlikely.
To the extent that clauses 4 and 11 are capable of affecting
individuals, even if a deprivation of an individual’s property
did occur under these provisions, it would be in accordance
with law and would not be arbitrary so as to limit section 20
of the charter.
2.2.

Information gathering powers

Although the Amendments to the NGL and NEL are also
primarily concerned with corporate entities, the new
information gathering framework could be used to require
natural persons (who come within the class of prescribed
people to whom such a request can be addressed) to provide
information to AEMO under the threat of a civil penalty for
non-compliance. Deliberately responding with incorrect
information under these provisions attracts a criminal penalty.
This framework is common to both gas and electricity and
empowers AEMO to issue market information orders and
market information notices to gather information from gas or
electricity market participants (market information
instruments). AEMO will also be given prescribed rights and
obligations in how it uses and discloses this information.
AEMO must consider any representations from the relevant
person before deciding to issue final market information
instruments (MII). As with all decisions made by AEMO,
judicial review is available. Although the duty to comply with
the instrument prevails over any duty of confidence,
immunity is given from civil liability resulting from the
disclosure. The instruments are also expressly subject to the
operation of legal professional privilege and the privilege
against self-incrimination.
Right to freedom of expression
The right to freedom of expression, protected by section 15 of
the charter, has been interpreted in some jurisdictions to
include a right not to impart information. The definition of
‘expression’ has been interpreted to include false, misleading
and dishonest communications.
To the extent that the information gathering powers impose
any restrictions on the freedom of expression, they are
reasonably necessary for the protection of public order under
section 15(3) of the charter because electricity and gas are
considered essential services. The ability to acquire
information through the use of MIIs will provide AEMO with
an effective and transparent mechanism to gather the
information required to undertake its statutory functions
(which include key operational, administrative and planning
functions of the electricity and gas industries, networks and
systems) and address ongoing issues of information
asymmetry between market participants and AEMO. These
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provisions are an important aspect of monitoring and
responding appropriately to electricity and gas markets, and
are necessary to fulfil the objectives of the amendments.
Privacy
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. The
type of information collected and disclosed under the
amendments is unlikely to engage the right to privacy.
However, to the extent that the collection and disclosure of
personal information by AEMO is permitted, any interference
with privacy would be lawful because it is provided for in the
NGL and NEL for purposes connected with the exercise of
AEMO’s statutory functions.
It would not be arbitrary as it would occur only in precise and
prescribed circumstances and would be subject to a number
of safeguards, including: judicial review of AEMO’s
disclosure decisions; merits review of decisions for the
disclosure of protected information considered to be in the
public interest; and obligations on AEMO to protect
information.
Section 13 of the charter also protects the right not to have an
individual’s reputation unlawfully attacked. Clause 34 of the
bill inserts new section 238 into the Gas Industry Act 2001
that provides that any person holding office as a director of
VENCorp ceases to hold office. As this clause has the effect
of removing a director from his or her position, it technically
engages the charter’s protection of reputation. However, as
VENCorp is being abolished by the bill, the director’s
reputation is not being unlawfully attacked because his loss of
office is solely related to the legislative abolition of an entity
and not for reasons related to performance.
3.

Conclusion

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions do raise human rights issues, these
provisions do not limit human rights.
Peter Batchelor, MP
Minister for Energy and Resources

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

The bill will facilitate improved governance
arrangements for the Australian energy sector as part of
the national energy market reform program under the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG). In
particular, the bill will support implementation of
COAG’s decision of April 2007 to establish, by July
2009, a single national energy market operator for both
electricity and gas that would assume the powers and
functions of the existing market operators in the various
jurisdictions.
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The new national energy market operator will be the
Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO). AEMO
will be a not-for-profit company limited by guarantee,
whose members will be all governments other than
(initially) Western Australia and the Northern Territory.
The governments will hold 60 per cent of voting rights
of AEMO, with energy supply side entities holding 40
per cent of voting rights.
AEMO’s powers and functions will be set out in the
National Electricity Law and the National Gas Law.
Accordingly, two bills will be introduced into the South
Australian Parliament to make the necessary
amendments to those laws. In particular, the South
Australian bills will provide for AEMO to assume the
powers and functions of the existing market operators,
namely: the National Electricity Market Management
Company (NEMMCO); the Victorian Energy
Networks Corporation (VENCorp); and the retail gas
market operators in New South Wales, Queensland and
South Australia.
The South Australian bills will also provide for AEMO
to take on a new national electricity transmission
planning function, to administer the gas market bulletin
board, and to be responsible for preparing an annual
statement of national natural gas supply and demand
conditions.
This Victorian bill will complement the South
Australian bills. Substantive amendments are proposed
to the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the
National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008, the Electricity
Industry Act 2000 and the Gas Industry Act 2001, as
well as consequential changes to other acts.
New Parts are to be inserted into the National
Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005 and National Gas
(Victoria) Act 2008 that will enable AEMO to continue
to carry out in Victoria the functions performed to date
by VENCorp — specifically, electricity transmission
planning and procurement independent of the owners of
the transmission networks, and operation of a wholesale
gas market in Victoria.
The new parts provide as well for the transition of
current regulatory arrangements, for the appointment of
a responsible officer for the purposes of electricity
emergency management and for access to land for the
purposes of augmentations to the Victorian electricity
transmission system.
The bill will also provide for AEMO to assume
VENCorp’s responsibilities under the gas market
‘retailer of last resort’ scheme, the Financial
Management Act 1994 and the Gas Safety Act 1997.
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The bill will also amend the Gas Industry Act 2001 to
abolish VENCorp and to transfer all its rights,
responsibilities, assets and liabilities to AEMO. A new
part will be inserted into the act to provide for the
transition from VENCorp to AEMO, including
succession in law, substitution in any court proceedings
and substitution in contracts.
Victoria continues to be a leader in the national energy
market reform process. The integration of the
VENCorp functions into the national energy market
arrangements is expected to stimulate more efficient
investment in the national energy markets and assist the
efficient convergence of increasingly interdependent
electricity and gas market operations. The integration
will also assist the national optimisation of investment
between the electricity and gas transmission networks
and the electricity generation sector.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 May.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services).

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

Horticulture: federal award
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Industry and Trade. Of the total
horticultural industry in Victoria, 50 per cent of the
raspberry and blackberry growers, 45 per cent of the
strawberry growers and 10 per cent of the cherry
growers are in the Yarra Valley. The action I request is
that the minister communicate urgently with the federal
government and support the request from the
horticulturists that the federal government review the
horticultural award.
On 1 January 2010 the government will make a new
horticultural award. Clause 15 of the award has been
totally redrafted. The dairy, broadacre and nursery
industries have all gained exemptions from the award
provisions. The redrafted clause 15 has increased the
piecework loading from 12.5 per cent to 15 per cent and
implanted a floor to the piecework rate based on a
minimum hourly rate, undermining the whole intent of
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the concept of piecework. Pieceworkers must be paid at
least the same as the hourly rate, regardless of whether
they have picked enough to earn it.
The current award incorporates penalty rates for
full-time and part-time positions. The modernised
award will extend those rates to casuals and
pieceworkers who already receive a 30 per cent loading
over permanent rates. Harvest workers currently work
around 50 to 60 hours per week. Under this
modernisation employees will be restricted to 38 hours
per week, limiting workers’ income and employment
opportunities. The normal hours under this new award
will be from 6.00 a.m. to 6.00 p.m. Monday to Friday.
Penalty rates must be paid for work outside that span of
hours even if it is part of the worker’s ordinary 38-hour
week. A 150 per cent penalty will be imposed for all
Saturday work and a 200 per cent penalty rate will be
imposed for all Sunday work. Casual wages in excess
of 38 hours per week will also attract penalty rates.
Horticulture is a seven-day-a-week production cycle.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mrs FYFFE — There was an interjection from a
member from the other side who said it was slave
wages, but many of the women in my electorate work
on Saturdays and Sundays picking, packing and sorting
fruit while their husbands look after the children. It is
essential for them that this employment continue. The
alternative will be that we will have businesses scaling
right back so that just families can run them or they will
close down, which will result in more fresh fruit being
imported, more jobs being lost to other countries and
more people being unemployed.
Contrary to popular belief, a lot of people actually
enjoy working in this industry. They enjoy the
friendships, and they like the fact that it is seasonal
work and they are not working continuously for
12 months. Many of my friends pick fruit. I have
picked fruit. This proposed change will do away with
their jobs, and I urge the minister to represent the
industry in Canberra.

Warner Reserve, Ashburton: water-saving
project
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — The action I seek
today is from the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs. What I want him to do is support a
project under the drought relief for community sport
and recreation program at the Ashburton Pool and
Recreation Centre and the Warner Reserve, which is
just next door. Nearby is the Craig community health
centre. It is a wonderful community health centre which
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was built with the support of the state government. It
has a three-year-old kindergarten, child care and
wonderful social programs to support a lot of people.
The centre is supported by the Minister for Housing’s
program for neighbourhood renewal, and the committee
and the people working at the Craig centre do a
wonderful job.
My request is that the Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Youth Affairs support an Ashburton pool backwash
retention and irrigation project so the water from the
backwash in the pool can be used to reduce potable
water use in the facility’s spa and also be transported
outside the centre and used to irrigate the grounds of
Warner Reserve. The Ashburton Junior Soccer Club
plays at Warner Reserve. It is the third biggest soccer
club in Victoria and has many teams. There are two
fields there, with lots of players. It has not rained a lot,
and because the reserve does not have warm-season
grass — tiff grass or whatever it is called — the ground
becomes bare when it is dry. The proposal is to take the
excess water from the pool and put it onto the Warner
Reserve. That would produce an estimated water saving
of around 1.5 million to 2.5 million litres a year.
As I have mentioned, Warner Reserve is used by
around 700 kids who play there. Lots of people walk
their dogs there, other people play cricket there, and the
users of the Craig centre have picnics and other events
there. This project would ensure that this ground was
totally usable throughout the whole year. It is also a
neighbourhood renewal area, and I know the Minister
for Housing would support the project. It could be a
pilot that could be used in other local government areas
as well. I ask the minister to provide funding of
$60 000-odd to support this project.

Mining: gypsum
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Energy
and Resources. It concerns the long and expensive
bureaucratic process that those who seek to develop a
new gypsum mine site have to go through. Gypsum is
an essential element for many agricultural purposes and
also for road stabilisation projects. Gypsum boosts the
sulphur in soil levels and is particularly important for
those who want to grow canola in alkaline soils. It helps
leach salinity out of the soil, it is a soil conditioner,
particularly in clay and sodic soils, and it helps
roadmaking bases in certain soil types by stabilising
them.
Russell and Rachel Ayers, who are gypsum miners and
sellers in my electorate, have two new mining
applications to start a new gypsum mine. Previously
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they did not need a native vegetation removal program
and they did not need a flora and fauna plan or a
consultant’s report to do this, as the issues were
resolved locally. It used to take them about 12 months
from the start of an application to get a work authority
to start a new gypsum mine. But that is not the case
now. For the Ayers and for many others it is now a very
bureaucratic process. As some of the other gypsum
miners who have contacted my office have said, this is
the tip of what will be many applications into the future.
What the Ayers are faced with now is having to get a
cultural heritage management plan for the site — and
they have to have one for each application they put in.
For stages 1 and 2 of the application that will cost them
$20 000 per application, and if it moves to stage 3, it
will cost them another $55 000 to get this cultural
heritage management plan done. They need to get a
consultant’s report done for a native vegetation removal
plan. That will cost them another $10 000. On top of
that they need a flora and fauna report done by a
specialised consultant, which is going to cost them
between $25 000 and $30 000 for each application. It is
now a very expensive and bureaucratic process.
When I spoke to a lady at the Department of
Sustainability and Environment about this, she said,
‘Don’t shoot the messenger. It’s not my fault. These are
the rules that I have to stick to’. That is why I am
raising it with the minister. As I said before, it used to
take about 12 months to get a work authority. This
process has now been going on for the Ayers for three
years, and it is not nearing conclusion yet.
The action I seek from the minister is for him to reduce
the cost, the time and particularly the bureaucratic
process that people need to go through to get a work
authority to start a new gypsum mine and deliver what
is an essential element, particularly for agriculture into
the future.

Hospitals: Seymour electorate
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. I ask
the minister to take action to ensure that health services
in the Seymour electorate continue to have access to
high-quality medical equipment and facilities. Since
1999 the Bracks and Brumby governments have more
than doubled the funding available to hospitals in
Victoria, and that is reflected in the funding that is
provided to local hospitals, which have all had very
large increases over that time.
Since 1999 the government has also invested
$5.1 million across Victoria in the largest capital works
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program in Victoria’s history. I see evidence of that at
the Royal Children’s Hospital as I pass it regularly on
my way to Parliament. This week’s budget allocated
$35 million for replacement medical equipment for
hospitals across the state. As a result of continuing
government support our hospitals have the best medical
equipment and facilities to provide patient treatment
and diagnosis. As a part of this commitment I ask the
Minister for Health to take action to ensure funding is
provided for the upgrade of medical equipment at rural
health services in the Seymour electorate so they can
continue to provide quality health services to my
residents.
This government’s brilliant support for our hospitals
can be highlighted by a few of the grants that have been
made to services in my electorate in this term of
government, but it has been happening for some time.
Over the years I have had many photo opportunities
with health ministers as we delivered new equipment
for local hospitals. Recently, Seymour District
Memorial Hospital received $114 758 for new
electronic beds and a cardiac monitor and defibrillator.
In February 2008 the hospital received $45 000 for a
neonatal resuscitaire, a CTG machine — or
cardiotocographic machine — and two sonicaids.
Obviously the need for a neonatal resuscitaire indicates
that birthing is back at Seymour hospital; it is going
strongly at the moment, which is great. In 2007 there
was $90 000 to upgrade the sterilisation equipment at
the Kilmore and District Hospital.
This year’s budget demonstrates the Brumby
government’s commitment to rural health, with the
announcement of funding to build a new hospital at
Alexandra. In 2006 Labor made an election promise to
provide $15 million for a redevelopment of the hospital.
The minister has been fantastic in working with the
community as well as with the hospital board president,
Margaret Ray, and chief executive officer, Heather
Byrne. They have worked with the department and
everybody else to come up with a new hospital there,
and I think that is fantastic.

Hurstbridge Primary School: former principal
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise with the
Minister for Education a matter regarding Hurstbridge
Primary School. I ask the minister to instruct her
department to adopt in full the Ombudsman’s
recommendations on her department’s processes in
investigating allegations against former Hurstbridge
Primary School principal, Margaret Uren. This has
been a very long and drawn-out saga. This is the third
time I have raised it in this place. It has been going on
for over 12 months, and unfortunately there is no end in
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sight. This is obviously seriously affecting Ms Uren, the
staff of the school and the parents. Most importantly it
has disrupted the education of the children. Ms Uren is
a former principal of the year. She led a school the 2007
annual report for which showed that the school had
very high levels of parent and teacher satisfaction.
The minister said in this place that she had complete
confidence in the way her department and the regional
director had handled the case, yet the Ombudsman has
said that the department should appoint another
regional director to finish off the case because of
dissatisfaction with the process that has been
undertaken so far. Unfortunately this has not happened,
and Mr Craig is still involved in it. The Ombudsman
also said that because of the way the department had
handled the case, it should review its
complaint-handling procedures. The Ombudsman also
recommended that Ms Uren receive a written apology
from the department following the leaking of
information to the local paper about the nature of the
complaint made against her.
The whole saga is based on an initial anonymous
complaint. The minister said that she does not act on
anonymous complaints, yet the department did. The
Ombudsman confirmed that, because he said that the
department should consider its management of
anonymous complaints. We still have the sceptre of a
police investigation into stalking hanging over this
whole saga. There have been two acting principals of
the school, and for the first time in a long time there are
falling enrolments there. Once again I call on the
minister to adopt the recommendations of the
Ombudsman and to act on them so that this disgraceful,
drawn-out farce can stop, and the allegations and the
whole investigation can be thrown out.

South East Water: rainwater tanks
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which adds value to your home, or even to top up your
garden fountain. South East Water’s rainwater tank
solutions program was developed in direct response to
consumer demand. The program is a one-stop shop for
the finance, purchase and installation of rainwater
tanks. It provides complete solutions. It makes it as
easy as possible to get a rainwater tank. It has been
designed to overcome many of the barriers customers
face when considering a tank. It offers residential
customers a clear choice: a 12 or 24-month interest-free
payment plan; up-front payment discounts; reliable
onsite advice — a $100 site inspection fee applies but is
redeemable on tank purchase; an accredited installation
option; and a range of guaranteed products and
services.
The program allows South East Water’s residential
customers to reduce their use of precious drinking
water supplies in a way that suits their individual needs.
It is about creating sustainable solutions to suit one’s
lifestyle. The program acknowledges that lots of
Victorians want to do their bit to conserve water and
that, in addition to the rebate available under the
WaterSmart gardens and homes rebate scheme, they
could use some extra support to do so. That innovative
program allows customers to pay off their rainwater
tank by the savings they will inevitably make on their
water bill. It is most appropriate that more people get to
know about this terrific scheme. It was not so long ago
when I was in local government that people were being
deterred from putting in water tanks, so we have to do
everything possible to encourage them to do so.
I ask the Minister for Water to take the necessary action
to ensure that the South East Water rainwater tank
solutions program is widely promoted so more people
get to know about this great water initiative

Consumer affairs: Australian National Car
Parks Pty Ltd

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — The matter
I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Water and concerns the installation of rainwater tanks.
The action I seek is that the minister widely promote
South East Water’s rainwater tanks solutions program
so that more people are encouraged to take up the
scheme. I am most keen to have more people access the
scheme to achieve increased water savings in my
electorate, which of course means you not only save
water but you save money too.

Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, and it
concerns the predatory behaviour of a company called
Australian National Car Parks Pty Ltd. The action I
seek from the minister is for him to investigate this
company with a view to protecting Victorians from
unconscionable conduct or predatory behaviour by
ANCP, which preys upon ordinary Victorian citizens in
a blatant money-making scheme.

Installing a rainwater tank is a sensible move. Having a
supplementary supply means people have choices. As
the rainwater captured in tanks is not subject to water
restrictions it means that you can use the water as you
see fit — for example, for protecting your garden,

I have been approached as a member of Parliament by a
fellow Victorian who received a demand for payment
of $163, supposedly a fine for a parking offence. I have
already spoken to the minister and provided him with a
copy of the notice. This apparent offence occurred in
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the city of Darebin, but on contacting the City of
Darebin I was informed that it has never imposed such
a parking fine and that the address was on privately
owned land.
The apparent offence occurred in June of last year. The
apparent offender never received the notice, insists that
he has never been to the car park and also insists
obviously that he was not the driver of the car on this
occasion. Interestingly enough, it also raises the
question of how ANCP obtained his private licence
details, including his home address, from VicRoads,
and whether the details of the numberplate had been
correctly transcribed last year.
The notice that was received from ANCP appears to be
from a company based at Annandale in New South
Wales. In doing some research I have become aware
that a number of people, mostly in Melbourne or
Sydney, have complained to the press about the tactics
of this company.
This is a clear and blatant money-making scheme,
judging by the lack of prominent signage and the
contradictory information which appears on the notice
and at the site. These notice is made to resemble an
official parking ticket, and on these grounds you would
have to say that this constitutes unconscionable conduct
or predatory behaviour.
I request the minister investigate this matter, not only
on behalf of this particular Victorian but all Victorians,
to protect them from this sort of unconscionable or
predatory behaviour.

Princes Pier: restoration
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Major Projects. The
specific action I seek from the minister is that he attend
at Princes Pier, Port Melbourne, to discuss with me and
others the government’s plans for this important and
historically significant community asset. I do this in the
context of the Brumby Labor government’s 2009 jobs
and infrastructure budget which, as we know, has
delivered record spending on community and economic
infrastructure and which will secure 35 000 jobs. This
will help fill the gap created by the global financial
crisis which has caused the drying up of investment in
many areas of the private sector. The budget measures
will do this responsibly to secure the state’s AAA credit
rating, maintain the government’s reputation of prudent
financial management and ensure that we are well
placed to take full advantage of the turning of global
economic fortunes when that occurs.
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I make this request because one of the many projects
this government is supporting in this jobs budget — this
investment, AAA-rated Labor budget — is the
restoration of Princes Pier. The budget papers show
$20 million has been allocated to bring this important
project to a successful conclusion. The project will
secure community access, protect this historically
important structure and, insofar as it can, deal with the
major structural problems of the much-deteriorated
condition of the pier as a result of almost a century of
exposure to the perils of the bay.
This is an important project because Princes Pier
defines the Australian story and culture. Originally
known as the New Railway Pier, it was renamed in a fit
of misplaced loyalist insanity by someone who clearly
did not come from Port Melbourne. It has been the site
from which our armed forces departed for wars and for
many of them it was the last sight of their home. It was
the site of many bitter and terrible industrial disputes
and struggles of working people. The great wharfie
strike of 1928 saw the murder of Alan Whittaker as the
cost for advancing working conditions on the wharf. It
was the site where many thousands of people first set
foot on the shores of Australia to become part of our
great multicultural and diverse success story. It will
now be returned to being an integral part of the coastal
assets of Port Phillip Bay and used for the enjoyment of
the people of Port Melbourne and Victoria.
It is a great project which is only capable of being
delivered by a Labor government. It was ignored by the
Liberal Party when it had the chance to restore it as part
of the Beacon Cove redevelopment project. I look
forward to welcoming the minister to Port Melbourne
soon to discuss plans to bring Princes Pier to the next
stage of its long and colourful life.

Schools: Warrandyte electorate
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to ask the
Minister for Education to take all necessary steps to
ensure that the schools in my electorate receive every
dollar of the funds they are entitled to under the federal
government’s Building the Education Revolution
grants. What a mess the Brumby government has made
of the distribution of this money. How typical of the
Brumby government that it can turn a good news story
for schools into a disaster and a public relations
nightmare.
Putting aside for the moment the concerns about the
enormous debt that the federal government is giving to
all Victorian children to pay for these works, the
feedback I am getting from the schools in my electorate
is that they were very pleased the federal government’s
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stimulus package included grants to schools; schools
that had missed out on any attention from the Brumby
government in the past 10 years. But after weeks of
misinformation and conflicting statements from the
education minister and her department, the level of
uncertainty about what they are actually going to
receive from these grants remains high.
In a taxpayer-funded advertisement in my local paper
the state government is reported as saying:
… tight time lines are in place and funding will only be
provided to schools that can demonstrate that their projects
can meet implementation time lines.

What the Brumby government is saying in this
advertisement is that there may be some schools that
will miss out on this federal funding. Yet my other local
paper carried another taxpayer-funded advertisement,
this time from the federal government. It features a
smiling Kevin Rudd, the Prime Minister, and the
federal Labor member for Deakin, and it says:
A new library, multipurpose hall or classroom upgrade for
every primary school.

It says ‘every primary school’, so while the federal
government on the one hand is telling us that its own
grant will be used at every primary school, the state
government is telling us that in some circumstances
some primary schools may not get a dollar. The spirit of
the policy announcement from the federal government
was that every primary school would benefit and not
just those that the Brumby government sees fit to
recognise.
My message to the minister is that she does not get to
make decisions on where this grant goes, who it goes to
or who gets what, because it is not state money, despite
what the government has put on its website. Parents in
my electorate are fed up with the Brumby
government’s involvement in this whole affair, fed up
with the threats to withhold funds from their schools
and fed up with the continued interference in the
process. If schools do not receive their full allocation of
funds as determined by the federal government, parents
will want to know why — and they will expect to be
told where the funds have gone. The Brumby
government needs to account for the allocation of these
funds. More importantly the minister needs to ensure
that these schools actually receive what they are entitled
to.

Lake Wendouree: wastewater project
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to raise for
the attention of the Minister for Regional and Rural
Development a matter relating to a project that has been
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developed between Lihir Gold Ltd and Ballarat City
Council. As members would be aware, over recent
years Lake Wendouree, which forms a very significant
recreational hub in Ballarat, has become dry. Whilst the
state government and Central Highlands Water have
worked with the City of Ballarat to develop several
innovative projects to enable water to flow into the
lake, either from rainwater or wastewater flows from
the Ballarat North treatment plant, a new and
innovative project has been developed with great
support from Lihir Gold, which manages Ballarat’s
goldmine, and the City of Ballarat.
The project involves treating water used for dewatering
the goldmine and running it through pipes along
Pleasant Street, past Trekardo Park, Redan Oval and
City Oval in Ballarat and on to Lake Wendouree,
irrigating those recreational venues and other sporting
venues along the way as well as providing irrigation
water to Lake Wendouree, the Ballarat Botanical
Gardens and Sturt Street precincts, where we have
many historic trees. This innovative project is one I
support, and I hope the minister will look favourably
upon it.
The project will cost in the order of $1 million, to
which I understand the City of Ballarat is committing
$350 000. It is therefore looking for $650 000 from the
state government. The project would be of great benefit
to recreation in Ballarat. I note that in the last state
budget we committed a further $20 million to the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, which has
seen many great projects in the city such as the
University of Ballarat Technology Park — the new
IBM centre presently under construction, which is
going to employ over 250 people; Sovereign Hill’s
Journey through the Labyrinth tour, which is drawing
more people into Sovereign Hill and providing our
tourism industry with an added boost; and money
committed to Ballarat Airport, which will enable
employment opportunities to be further developed in
Ballarat. The Minister for Regional and Rural
Development has been very supportive of works in and
around Ballarat, and I trust she will look favourably
upon this project.

Responses
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Local Government) —
The member for Warrandyte has made a request of the
Minister for Education seeking support through the
Rudd government’s stimulus package money in relation
to the refurbishment of schools in his electorate. I will
make sure the minister is made aware of that matter.
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The member for Evelyn raised a matter for the Minister
for Industry and Trade seeking a federal government
review of horticultural award rates in relation to cherry
pickers, strawberry pickers and the horticultural
industry in her electorate, which I understand makes up
25 per cent of the electorate’s workforce. I will make
sure the minister is made aware of that request.
The member for Burwood raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs seeking drought relief support for
Ashburton Pool and Recreation Centre’s very
innovative project to redirect pool backwash for general
ground watering within the neighbourhood renewal
area that abuts the centre.
The member for Swan Hill raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Resources in
relation to gypsum mining applications by some of his
constituents, raising concerns about the time required to
get these applications through, particularly in relation to
native vegetation, flora and fauna. I will make sure the
minister is made aware of that matter.
The member for Seymour raised a matter for the
Minister for Health in relation to allocation of the
$38 million in this budget for medical equipment and
seeking his support for some of those funds to be
allocated to rural health services in Seymour. I will
make sure the minister is aware of that.
The member for Nepean raised a matter for the
Minister for Education in relation to Hurstbridge
Primary School’s former principal, Ms Uren, seeking
the minister’s implementation of an Ombudsman’s
report and recommendations in relation to a dispute. I
will make sure the minister is made aware of that
request.
The member for Narre Warren South raised a matter for
the Minister for Water in relation to support for South
East Water’s very innovative rainwater tank solution
and seeking the minister’s support for the promotion of
this innovation.
The member for Kew raised a matter for the Minister
for Consumer Affairs in relation to Australian National
Car Parks Pty Ltd alleging predatory behaviour and
unconscionable conduct by this organisation in relation
to parking fines that he has been made aware of. I will
make sure the minister is made particularly aware of
that matter.
The member for Albert Park raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Major Projects seeking a
visit by the minister to the very important precinct of
Princes Pier so he can advise the minister of the
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aspirations that people have for that historic and
important precinct.
Finally, the member for Ballarat East raised a matter for
the Minister for Regional and Rural Development
seeking support in the amount of $650 000 for a
partnership between Lihir Gold and the City of Ballarat
for a particularly innovative recycling program for
water from a goldmine for parks and Lake Wendouree.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house is now
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.24 p.m. until Tuesday, 2 June.
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Regional Infrastructure Development Fund Expenditure
2000/01 to 2009/10 ($ million)
Expenditure
Target for
coming year
as
announced in
Budget

Expected
Expenditure
for year
announced
in following
Budget

Actual
expenditure as
reported in
subsequent
Budget

2000/01

58.2

26.4

6.9

2001/02

91.2

61.7

28

2002/03

132.1

48.4

36.1

2003/04

86.5

87.5

43

2004/05

78.7

76.7

36.4

2005/06

36.8

64.2

48.6

2006/07

97.2

116.0

77.5

2007/08

92.2

88.4

53.8

Since 1999

672.9

569.3

330.3

2008/09

41.4

51.2

2009/10

84.6

Source: Budget Paper No 3
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 5 May 2009
Roads and ports: demerit points database
135.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to motor car licences, motorcycle
licences (class R), light rigid licences (class LR), medium rigid licences (class MR), heavy rigid licences
(class HR), heavy combination licences (class HC) and multi combination licences (class MC) —
(1)

How many Victorian motorists held each category of licence as at —
(a) 30 June 2005;
(b) 30 June 2006;
(c) 30 April 2007.

(2)

How many full licence holders and probationary licence holders in each licence category had
demerit points against their licences as at —
(a) 30 June 2005;
(b) 30 June 2006;
(c) 30 April 2007.

(3)

How many licence holders in each licence category had demerit points, listed from 1 to 12 demerit
points, including those who chose the option of continuing to drive once reaching their maximum
demerit points before licence cancellation, as at —
(a) 30 June 2005;
(b) 30 June 2006;
(c) 30 April 2007.

(4)

How many drivers in each licence category lost their licence for exceeding their demerit point
limit in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
(c) 1 July 2006 to 30 April 2007.

(5)

How many cases of demerit points being allocated to the wrong driver were detected by VicRoads
for each licence category in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
(c) 1 July 2006 to 30 April 2007.

(6)

On a case by case basis what caused the incorrect allocation of demerit points for each instance of
demerit points being allocated to the wrong driver in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
(c) 1 July 2006 to 30 April 2007.
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(7)
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How many licence holders in each licence category were informed in writing as to the incorrect
allocation of demerit points as in —
(a) 2004–05;
(b) 2005–06;
(c) 1 July 2006 to 30 April 2007.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The scope and details required to answer this question would constitute an unreasonable commitment of resources
and costs associated with its preparation which cannot be justified.

Roads and ports: Department of Infrastructure — staff appointment
150.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the
appointment of Glenyys Romanes as community relations manager for the Department of
Infrastructure —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

In which newspaper was the job advertised.
How many applications for the job were received.
What is the public service grade level at which the appointment was made.
What were the terms of the job description that was prepared prior to the job being advertised.
What is the correlation between the selection criteria and the skill set of the appointee.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The engagement of staff within the Victorian Public Service is governed by the Public Administration Act 2004.
Further information about the appointment of staff within the Victorian Public Service can be found in the
aforementioned act.

Roads and ports: Department of Infrastructure — staff appointment
151.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the
appointment of Elaine Carbines as a community consultation facilitator for the Department of
Infrastructure —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

In which newspaper was the job advertised.
How many applications for the job were received.
What is the public service grade level at which the appointment was made.
What were the terms of the job description that was prepared prior to the job being advertised.
What is the correlation between the selection criteria and the skill set of the appointee.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The engagement of staff within the Victorian Public Service is governed by the Public Administration Act 2004.
Further information about the appointment of staff within the Victorian Public Service can be found in the
aforementioned act.
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Roads and ports: VicRoads — traffic controllers
248.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to each of Rural City of Ararat,
Shire of Central Goldfields, Shire of Northern Grampians, Shire of Pyrenees, City of Ballarat, Shire of
Hepburn, Shire of Mount Alexander, City of Greater Bendigo, City of Greater Geelong, Shire of
Golden Plains, Colac-Otway Shire, Shire of Mitchell, City of Glen Eira, City of Kingston, City of
Whitehorse and City of Frankston — how many VicRoads controller jobs relating to intersections or
pedestrian crossings were reported to VicRoads during May 2007 for traffic signal problems; causing
traffic delays; graffiti; and other damage such as vandalism, and for each —
(1)
(2)
(3)

At which intersection or pedestrian crossing was the job reported.
On what date was the job reported.
On what date was the job completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The number of controller jobs reported to and recorded by VicRoads in May 2007 for the municipalities in question
is 411. The attached table lists the locations of the traffic signals, the municipality, the date of the report and the
date on which work was completed.
Site location
Curtis St and Peel St
Curtis St near Lowe
Drummond near Mair
Gillies and Lake Gardens
Hertford near Alfred
Hertford near Alfred
Hertford near Alfred
Little-Bridge St and Peel St
Mair and Armstrong
Mair and Lydiard
Mair and Lydiard
Mair and Lydiard
Mair and Peel
Mair and Peel
Midland Hwy and Macarthur
Midland Hwy and Mair
Midland Hwy and Mair
Midland Hwy and Mair
Midland Hwy, Sunraysia and Howitt
Sturt and Drummond
Sturt and Pleasant
Sturt and Pleasant
Sturt and Pleasant
Sturt St and Lydiard St
Sturt St and Lydiard St
Sturt St and Lydiard St
Victoria near King and Otway

Municipality
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City
Ballarat City

Report date
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
29/05/2007
15/05/2007
2/05/2007
15/05/2007
29/05/2007
18/05/2007
15/05/2007
4/05/2007
17/05/2007
14/05/2007
4/05/2007
16/05/2007
29/05/2007
8/05/2007
9/05/2007
28/05/2007
28/05/2007
23/05/2007
27/05/2007
21/05/2007
23/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/05/2007
18/05/2007
4/05/2007

Completion date
10/05/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
14/07/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
7/06/2007
3/07/2007
20/05/2007
10/05/2007
17/05/2007
3/07/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
10/05/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
3/07/2007
10/05/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
10/05/2007
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Site location
Victoria, Fussell and Water
Murray near Mclennan
Ballarto and McClelland
Beach and McMahons
Cranbourne and Lee
Cranbourne and McClelland
Cranbourne and Playne
Cranbourne and Playne
Cranbourne, Moorooduc and Frankston Fwy
Cranbourne-Frankston and Southgateway
Cranbourne-Frankston and Southgateway
Cranbourne-Frankston and Southgateway
Cranbourne-Frankston and Warrandyte
Cranbourne-Frankston and Josephine
Cranbourne-Frankston, Union and Pindara
Davey and Young
Davey, Baxter and Hastings
Fletcher, Beach and Railway
Fletcher, Beach and Railway
Frankston-Dandenong and Klauer
Frankston-Dandenong, Lathams and Hall
Frankston-Dandenong, Seaford and Ballarto
Frankston-Dandenong, Seaford and Ballarto
Frankston-Dandenong, Skye, Overton and Wells
Moorooduc, Golf Links and Towerhill
Moorooduc, Golf Links and Towerhill
Nepean and Davey
Nepean and Fletcher
Nepean and Fletcher
Nepean and Humphries
Nepean and Station
Nepean and Station
Nepean and Wells
Nepean near Reserve
Nepean near Wells
Seaford, Railway and Fortescue
Seaford, Railway and Fortescue
Balaclava near Empress
Balaclava near Hawthorn
Balaclava near Labassa
Balaclava near Orrong
Centre and East Boundary
Centre and Jasper
Centre and Jasper
Centre near Bignell
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Municipality
Ballarat City
Colac Otway Shire
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Frankston City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
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Report date
27/05/2007
7/05/2007
5/05/2007
4/05/2007
8/05/2007
2/05/2007
4/05/2007
24/05/2007
17/05/2007
18/05/2007
2/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
2/05/2007
8/05/2007
16/05/2007
28/05/2007
8/05/2007
10/05/2007
11/05/2007
7/05/2007
7/05/2007
17/05/2007
2/05/2007
12/05/2007
4/05/2007
23/05/2007
24/05/2007
7/05/2007
16/05/2007
21/05/2007
24/05/2007
18/05/2007
24/05/2007
11/05/2007
8/05/2007
21/05/2007
14/05/2007
7/05/2007
4/05/2007
20/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
8/05/2007

Completion date
30/05/2007
8/05/2007
20/09/2007
20/09/2007
8/05/2007
7/05/2007
7/05/2007
25/05/2007
21/05/2007
3/07/2007
3/05/2007
16/07/2007
7/05/2007
7/05/2007
3/05/2007
9/05/2007
17/05/2007
30/05/2007
9/05/2007
20/09/2007
15/05/2007
20/09/2007
8/05/2007
18/05/2007
2/05/2007
15/05/2007
17/09/2007
25/05/2007
25/05/2007
8/05/2007
18/05/2007
1/06/2007
25/05/2007
22/05/2007
25/05/2007
11/05/2007
11/05/2007
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
9/05/2007
7/05/2007
6/06/2007
25/05/2007
7/05/2007
9/05/2007
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Site location
Dandenong and Wattletree
Dandenong and Wattletree
East Boundary near Margaretta
East Boundary near Margaretta
East Boundary near Margaretta
Glenhuntly and Bambra
Glenhuntly and Kooyong
Glenhuntly and Orrong
Glenhuntly, Grange and Watson
Hawthorn and Glen Eira
Hawthorn and Glenhuntly
Hawthorn near Ellington
Hawthorn near Ellington
Hawthorn near Ellington
Inkerman and Orrong
Jasper and Patterson
Mackie near Deakin
Murrumbeena and Neerim
North near Dalmor
North, Booran and Wheatley

Municipality
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City

Report date
15/05/2007
17/05/2007
1/05/2007
9/05/2007
18/05/2007
1/05/2007
7/05/2007
11/05/2007
11/05/2007
7/05/2007
14/05/2007
17/05/2007
19/05/2007
14/05/2007
28/05/2007
25/05/2007
11/05/2007
15/05/2007
26/05/2007
10/05/2007

Completion date
23/08/2007
21/05/2007
4/05/2007
11/05/2007
21/05/2007
4/05/2007
9/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
9/05/2007
15/05/2007
21/05/2007
21/05/2007
15/05/2007
28/05/2007
28/05/2007
11/05/2007
16/05/2007
29/05/2007
21/05/2007

North, Booran and Wheatley
North, Jasper and Grange

Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City

1/05/2007
4/05/2007

11/05/2007
7/05/2007

Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Glen Eira City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City

7/05/2007
16/05/2007
9/05/2007
24/05/2007
29/05/2007
6/05/2007
4/05/2007
22/05/2007
3/05/2007
4/05/2007
28/05/2007
28/05/2007
10/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
28/05/2007
1/05/2007
21/05/2007
4/05/2007
1/05/2007
10/05/2007
1/05/2007
8/05/2007

15/05/2007
14/08/2007
11/05/2007
25/05/2007
30/05/2007
24/09/2007
7/05/2007
1/06/2007
11/05/2007
24/09/2007
29/05/2007
24/09/2007
21/05/2007
7/05/2007
4/05/2007
29/05/2007
4/05/2007
25/05/2007
7/05/2007
2/05/2007
17/05/2007
2/05/2007
1/06/2007

Orrong and Glen Eira
Orrong and Glen Eira
Princes Hwy East near Sutherland
Poath and Neerim
Princes Hwy East and Grange
Princes Hwy East and Kooyong
Princes Hwy East and Kooyong
Princes Hwy East and Waverley
Princes Hwy East and Waverley
Princes Hwy East and Waverley
Princes Hwy East and Waverley
Princes Hwy East, Burke and Sir John Monash
Princes Hwy East, Finch and Derby
Princes Hwy East, Normanby and Station
Princes Hwy East, Normanby and Station
Princes Hwy East, Normanby and Station
South and Chesterville
South and Station
South and Station
Warrigal and South
Barnard and View
Calder Hwy and Loddon Valley
Calder Hwy and Loddon Valley
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Site location
Calder Hwy and Loddon Valley
Calder Hwy and Oak
Calder Hwy and Thistle-Bendigo
Calder Hwy, Lockwood and Camp
Condon and Reservoir
High, Don and Myrtle
Loddon Valley and Victoria
McIvor Hwy near Vine
McIvor, Powells and Reservoir
McIvor, Powells and Reservoir
McIvor, View and Mitchell
Mitchell, Wills and Myers
Pall Mall and Williamson
Strathfieldsaye, Edwards and Condon
Aberdeen and Shannon
Aberdeen and Shannon
Anakie and Separation
Anakie and Separation
Barwon Heads and Breakwater
Bellarine and Moolap Station
Bellarine Hwy and Kensington
Bellarine Hwy and Wallington-Ocean Grove
Church and Weddell
Church and Weddell
Clifton Springs and Hancock
Garden and McKillop
Garden and McKillop
Geelong-Portarlington, Ryrie and Boundary
Geelong-Portarlington, Ryrie and Boundary
Geelong-Portarlington, Ryrie and Boundary
High and Mt Pleasant
High and Mt Pleasant
High and Regent
High and Regent
High near Roslyn
High near Roslyn
High, Roslyn, Thomson and Corio
Latrobe and Gordon
Latrobe and Gordon
Latrobe and McKillop
Latrobe, Fyans and West Fyans
Latrobe, Kilgour and Noble
Latrobe, Myers and Roebuck
Lt Malop and Gheringhap
Midland Hwy and Anakie
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Municipality
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Bendigo City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
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Report date
17/05/2007
29/05/2007
29/05/2007
24/05/2007
1/05/2007
10/05/2007
17/05/2007
15/05/2007
11/05/2007
10/05/2007
8/05/2007
10/05/2007
17/05/2007
19/05/2007
7/05/2007
21/05/2007
22/05/2007
23/05/2007
1/05/2007
4/05/2007
21/05/2007
25/05/2007
23/05/2007
24/05/2007
5/05/2007
7/05/2007
4/05/2007
3/05/2007
19/05/2007
9/05/2007
23/05/2007
16/05/2007
14/05/2007
20/05/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
16/05/2007
7/05/2007
14/05/2007
17/05/2007
14/05/2007
26/05/2007
21/05/2007
29/05/2007
4/05/2007

Completion date
18/05/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
1/05/2007
1/06/2007
18/05/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
8/05/2007
17/05/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
15/05/2007
28/12/2007
24/05/2007
23/05/2007
3/05/2007
15/05/2007
28/05/2007
28/05/2007
24/05/2007
9/07/2007
7/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
10/05/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
30/05/2007
18/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
16/05/2007
8/05/2007
30/05/2007
18/05/2007
15/05/2007
28/05/2007
27/07/2007
31/05/2007
15/05/2007
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Site location
Midland Hwy and Church
Midland Hwy and Church
Midland Hwy, Shannon and Thompson
Moorabool and Fyans
Moorabool and Little Malop
Moorabool and Malop
Moorabool and Myers
Myers and Fenwick
Myers and Fenwick
Ormond Rd and Humble
Ormond Rd and Humble
Ormond Rd, Garden and Myers
Pakington and Noble
Pakington and Noble
Pioneer and Geelong Baseball Centre
Pioneer and Waurnvale Sc West Entrance
Princes Hwy West and Bell
Princes Hwy West and Broderick
Princes Hwy West and Sparks
Princes Hwy West, Pioneer and South Valley
Princes Hwy West, Purnell and Station
Roslyn and Roberts
Ryrie and Bellarine
Ryrie and Bellarine
Ryrie and Garden
Ryrie and Gheringhap
Ryrie and Moorabool
Ryrie and Moorabool
Ryrie and Moorabool
Ryrie and Yarra
Ryrie and Yarra
Separation and Douro
Separation and Thompson
Separation and Thompson
Settlement and Barwon Heads
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Aphrasia
Shannon and Church
Shannon and Noble
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Municipality
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
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Report date
9/05/2007
4/05/2007
9/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
21/05/2007
4/05/2007
14/05/2007
4/05/2007
2/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
13/05/2007
17/05/2007
21/05/2007
22/05/2007
9/05/2007
29/05/2007
4/05/2007
8/05/2007
19/05/2007
19/05/2007
4/05/2007
21/05/2007
14/05/2007
14/05/2007
19/05/2007
9/05/2007
21/05/2007
28/05/2007
7/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
9/05/2007
16/05/2007
21/05/2007
21/05/2007
22/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
23/05/2007
8/05/2007

Completion date
14/08/2007
15/05/2007
9/05/2007
30/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
16/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
30/05/2007
17/07/2007
18/05/2007
18/05/2007
24/05/2007
30/05/2007
10/05/2007
31/05/2007
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
22/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
16/05/2007
15/05/2007
22/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
31/05/2007
15/05/2007
31/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
18/05/2007
25/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
30/05/2007
30/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
24/05/2007
10/05/2007
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Site location
Surf Coast Hwy and Marshalltown
Sydney, Swanston and Ryrie
Thompson and Donnybrook
Thompson near Sparks
Thompson near Vistula
Yarra and Little Malop
Midland near Water
Balcombe and Swanston
Beach near Centreway
Beach near Centreway
Beach near Naples
Beach near Nepean
Beach near Nepean
Bernard near Cavanagh
Boundary, Malcolm and White
Bourke, Clayton and Osborne
Bourke, Clayton and Osborne
Centre Dandenong and Boundary
Centre Dandenong and Chifley
Centre Dandenong and Grange
Centre Dandenong and Kingston Central
Charman and Park
Chesterville and Cochranes
Chesterville, Argus and Tennyson
Heatherton and Westall
Kingston and Old Dandenong
Kingston near Ball
Lower Dandenong and Centre Dandenong
Nepean and Bondi
Nepean and Centre Dandenong
Nepean and Chelsea
Nepean and Edithvale
Nepean and Edithvale
Nepean and Station
Nepean and Station
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and Station (Carrum South)
Nepean and White
Nepean and Wickham
Nepean and Wickham
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Municipality
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Greater Geelong City
Hepburn Shire
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
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Report date
2/05/2007
4/05/2007
24/05/2007
8/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
5/05/2007
18/05/2007
8/05/2007
18/05/2007
12/05/2007
9/05/2007
24/05/2007
7/05/2007
13/05/2007
2/05/2007
5/05/2007
16/05/2007
29/05/2007
3/05/2007
3/05/2007
15/05/2007
1/05/2007
28/05/2007
21/05/2007
9/05/2007
9/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/05/2007
11/05/2007
15/05/2007
8/05/2007
29/05/2007
10/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/05/2007
8/05/2007
11/05/2007
22/05/2007
8/05/2007
7/05/2007
16/05/2007
4/05/2007

Completion date
18/05/2007
11/12/2007
30/05/2007
15/05/2007
30/05/2007
15/05/2007
10/05/2007
22/05/2007
11/05/2007
22/05/2007
15/05/2007
25/09/2007
24/05/2007
7/05/2007
15/05/2007
3/05/2007
7/05/2007
25/09/2007
30/05/2007
3/05/2007
4/05/2007
17/05/2007
4/05/2007
8/10/2007
28/05/2007
11/05/2007
11/05/2007
29/05/2007
8/05/2007
7/05/2007
11/05/2007
15/05/2007
17/05/2007
12/09/2007
8/10/2007
10/05/2007
8/05/2007
15/05/2007
9/05/2007
17/09/2007
17/09/2007
9/05/2007
8/05/2007
21/05/2007
7/05/2007
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Site location
Nepean Hwy near Latrobe
Nepean near Swanpool
Nepean near Third
Nepean near Third
Nepean, Argyle and Maury
Nepean, Argyle and Maury
Nepean, Bay and Karen
Nepean, Chesterville and Charman
Nepean, Lochiel and Station
Nepean, Lochiel and Station
Nepean, Station and Keiller
Nepean, Warrigal and Balcombe
Nepean, Warrigal and Balcombe
South and East Boundary
South and East Boundary
South and East Boundary
Springvale and Mornington Peninsula Fwy
Springvale and Mornington Peninsula Fwy
Springvale, Governor and Hutton
Springvale, Governor and Hutton
Springvale, Wells and Edithvale
Springvale, Wells and Edithvale
Springvale, Wells and Edithvale
Station and McLeod
Station and McLeod
Station and McLeod
Warrigal and Centre Dandenong
Warrigal and Cochranes
Warrigal and Farm
Warrigal and Farm
Warrigal, Keys and Corporate
Wells and Chelsea Heights Hotel
Wells and Chelsea Heights Hotel
Westall and Fairbank
Barker and Forest
Barker and Forest
Barker and Forest
Barker and Forest
Western Hwy and Lawrence
Barkly and Vincent
Barkly and Vincent
Barkly and Vincent
High and Vincent
Beresford near Earle
Blackburn and South

Municipality
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Kingston City
Mount Alexander Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Mount Alexander Shire
Pyrenees Shire
Rural City of Ararat
Rural City of Ararat
Rural City of Ararat
Rural City of Ararat
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
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Report date
28/05/2007
7/05/2007
29/05/2007
10/05/2007
7/05/2007
10/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
25/05/2007
29/05/2007
14/05/2007
17/05/2007
23/05/2007
1/05/2007
15/05/2007
4/05/2007
10/05/2007
8/05/2007
11/05/2007
4/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
9/05/2007
7/05/2007
28/05/2007
8/05/2007
22/05/2007
29/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
7/05/2007
3/05/2007
9/05/2007
18/05/2007
7/05/2007
2/05/2007
15/05/2007
25/05/2007
29/05/2007
4/05/2007
4/05/2007
15/05/2007
4/05/2007
29/05/2007
9/05/2007

Completion date
29/05/2007
11/05/2007
30/05/2007
15/05/2007
12/09/2007
11/05/2007
7/05/2007
7/05/2007
12/09/2007
8/06/2007
15/05/2007
18/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/06/2007
8/05/2007
15/05/2007
9/05/2007
15/05/2007
7/05/2007
29/05/2007
7/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
29/05/2007
9/05/2007
17/08/2007
4/06/2007
16/05/2007
16/05/2007
8/05/2007
7/05/2007
12/09/2007
21/05/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
1/06/2007
3/07/2007
4/05/2007
10/05/2007
3/07/2007
10/05/2007
30/05/2007
11/05/2007
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Site location
Blackburn and South
Blackburn and South
Blackburn and South
Blackburn and South
Blackburn near Bindy
Blackburn near Bindy
Boronia near Lusk
Boronia near Lusk
Burwood Hwy and Blackburn
Burwood Hwy and Livingstone
Burwood Hwy and Middleborough
Burwood Hwy and Middleborough
Burwood Hwy and Middleborough
Burwood Hwy and Station
Burwood Hwy At Bunnings
Burwood Hwy At Deakin University
Burwood Hwy near PLC
Burwood Hwy near PLC
Burwood Hwy near Starling
Burwood Hwy near Starling
Burwood Hwy, Elgar and McIntyre
Burwood Hwy, Elgar and McIntyre
Burwood Hwy, Elgar and McIntyre
Burwood Hwy, Elgar and McIntyre
Burwood Hwy, Hanover and Hartland
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Middleborough
Canterbury and Blackburn
Canterbury and Elgar
Canterbury and Elgar
Canterbury and Elgar
Canterbury and Elgar
Canterbury and Glebe
Canterbury and Glebe
Canterbury and Station
Canterbury and Station
Canterbury near Andrew
Canterbury near Branksome
Canterbury near Brentford
Canterbury near Clydesdale
Canterbury near Clydesdale
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Municipality
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
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Report date
7/05/2007
9/05/2007
4/05/2007
29/05/2007
22/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
27/05/2007
8/05/2007
17/05/2007
3/05/2007
28/05/2007
10/05/2007
24/05/2007
7/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
10/05/2007
4/05/2007
18/05/2007
4/05/2007
5/05/2007
28/05/2007
24/05/2007
10/05/2007
29/05/2007
29/05/2007
1/05/2007
17/05/2007
21/05/2007
21/05/2007
28/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/05/2007
9/05/2007
17/05/2007
3/05/2007
14/05/2007
28/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
25/05/2007
29/05/2007

Completion date
19/09/2007
9/05/2007
8/05/2007
19/09/2007
4/06/2007
3/07/2007
29/05/2007
29/05/2007
11/05/2007
21/05/2007
7/05/2007
29/06/2007
16/05/2007
25/05/2007
9/05/2007
29/06/2007
16/05/2007
11/05/2007
8/05/2007
22/05/2007
7/05/2007
9/05/2007
8/10/2007
8/10/2007
11/05/2007
30/05/2007
31/05/2007
3/05/2007
21/05/2007
29/05/2007
22/05/2007
20/09/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
24/05/2007
21/05/2007
17/05/2007
21/05/2007
1/06/2007
24/09/2007
19/06/2007
31/05/2007
31/05/2007
31/05/2007
31/05/2007
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Site location
Canterbury near Clydesdale
Canterbury near Gibson
Canterbury near Gibson
Canterbury near Orchard
Canterbury, Mitcham and Boronia
Canterbury, Mitcham and Boronia
Doncaster East near Mitcham
Eastern Fwy and Middleborough
Elgar and Belmore
Elgar and Uganda
Elgar near Erasmus
Elgar near Erasmus
Elgar near Erasmus
Highbury, Stephensons and Middleborough
Highbury, Stephensons and Middleborough
Maroondah and Civic Centre
Maroondah and Dorking
Maroondah and Dorking
Maroondah and Elgar
Maroondah and Elgar
Maroondah and High
Maroondah and Linsley
Maroondah and Middleborough
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Mitcham
Maroondah and Rooks
Maroondah and Station
Maroondah and Station
Maroondah and Station
Maroondah and Station
Maroondah and Surrey
Maroondah and Surrey
Middleborough and Springfield
Middleborough and Springfield
Mitcham and Doncaster East
Mitcham and Doncaster East
Mitcham and Springfield
Mitcham and Victoria
Mitcham Between Brunswick and Barkly
Mitcham Between Brunswick and Barkly
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Municipality
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
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Report date
24/05/2007
18/05/2007
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
28/05/2007
29/05/2007
10/05/2007
7/05/2007
28/05/2007
3/05/2007
7/05/2007
8/05/2007
17/05/2007
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
29/05/2007
28/05/2007
7/05/2007
4/05/2007
5/05/2007
1/05/2007
8/05/2007
2/05/2007
11/05/2007
15/05/2007
17/05/2007
17/05/2007
25/05/2007
29/05/2007
2/05/2007
5/05/2007
29/05/2007
4/05/2007
10/05/2007
17/05/2007
19/05/2007
8/05/2007
21/05/2007
21/05/2007
24/05/2007
7/05/2007
4/05/2007
10/05/2007

Completion date
25/09/2007
22/05/2007
25/09/2007
17/05/2007
25/05/2007
5/07/2007
1/06/2007
17/05/2007
9/05/2007
18/06/2007
4/05/2007
8/05/2007
9/05/2007
21/05/2007
28/05/2007
16/05/2007
16/05/2007
30/05/2007
30/05/2007
9/05/2007
7/05/2007
9/05/2007
3/05/2007
9/05/2007
3/05/2007
15/05/2007
16/05/2007
29/05/2007
21/05/2007
28/05/2007
31/05/2007
4/05/2007
7/05/2007
30/05/2007
12/09/2007
11/05/2007
21/05/2007
21/05/2007
9/05/2007
22/05/2007
19/09/2007
19/09/2007
16/05/2007
7/05/2007
15/05/2007
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Site location
Mitcham near Orient
Riversdale and Elgar
Rooks near Maurice
Springfield near Heppner
Springvale and Canterbury
Springvale and Hawthorn
Springvale and Highbury
Springvale near Walkers and Silver
Springvale, Eastern Fwy and EastLink
Springvale, Eastern Fwy and EastLink
Station and Highbury
Station and Thames
Station and Thames
Station and Woodhouse
Station near Kent
Station near Paisley
Station near Paisley
Station near Paisley
Station near Paisley
Warrigal and Highbury
Warrigal near Gleeson
Warrigal near Gleeson
Warrigal near Loudon
Whitehorse near Marlborough

Municipality
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
Whitehorse City
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Report date
22/05/2007
13/05/2007
18/05/2007
24/05/2007
13/05/2007
4/05/2007
1/05/2007
29/05/2007
9/05/2007
7/05/2007
14/05/2007
15/05/2007
15/05/2007
8/05/2007
24/05/2007
4/05/2007
19/05/2007
22/05/2007
28/05/2007
14/05/2007
2/05/2007
7/05/2007
24/05/2007
14/05/2007

Completion date
24/05/2007
15/05/2007
24/05/2007
17/09/2007
13/05/2007
7/05/2007
14/09/2007
14/09/2007
17/05/2007
8/05/2007
16/05/2007
17/05/2007
25/09/2007
25/09/2007
25/09/2007
22/05/2007
22/05/2007
24/05/2007
29/05/2007
15/05/2007
4/05/2007
8/05/2007
25/05/2007
15/05/2007

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
942.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to the Specialist School
Provision Review being undertaken in the Eastern Metropolitan Region —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What are the time frames of the review including how long parents will be given to submit their
views in writing.
How many public meetings are planned and where the meetings will be held.
What is the time line for completion.
What is the estimated cost of the review.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
When the Eastern Metropolitan Region of the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development
commissioned the review to inform the regional planning for meeting the needs for the education of students with a
range of disabilities, it sought and encouraged input from all interested parents and community members.

Public transport: fare concession
1077.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Public Transport does the Government support the Fair
Go for Pensioners Coalition’s 2008–09 budget submission recommending free public transport for
pensioners during off peak hours —
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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:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1)

$100,000 per annum has been provided in the 2008-09 Budget to extend the popular Seniors Sunday Pass to
Disability Pensioners and Carers in receipt of a pension. They will also receive two off-peak travel vouchers
each year, in line with the vouchers provided to Seniors. This package of initiatives will be implemented later
in 2008.

(2)

Pensioners over the age of 60 are generally eligible for a Victorian Seniors Card and already receive free
travel on Sundays and two off-peak travel vouchers each year.
There are no plans to provide free travel for pensioners at other off-peak times.

Roads and ports: Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1133.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports between May 2007 and May
2008, what have been the traffic light time sequences for right hand turns for each of the green, red and
amber lights at the intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay Road and Nepean Highway and Karen
Street, Cheltenham during —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Peak hours.
Off-peak hours.
Weekends.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
All traffic signals managed by VicRoads are maintained to a consistent standard, with routine inspections and
maintenance undertaken regularly. The vast majority, including the signals at the intersection of Nepean Highway
and Karen Street, are monitored 24 hours a day to ensure they are functioning properly and faults are fixed as
quickly as possible. The remaining few sites are monitored by regular inspections.
The time setting for the amber phase for the right turn from Nepean Highway into Karen Street is safe and
appropriate for this intersection and is a similar arrangement to many other intersections around Melbourne.
VicRoads main focus is keeping traffic flowing on Nepean Highway. If the length of the amber light was changed
even slightly at this intersection, it would impact on the light sequence along the length of the Nepean Highway,
causing further congestion on this busy road.

Consumer affairs: adjournment debate responses
1180(j).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs what is the usual length of time taken for the
Minister to respond to matters raised during the adjournment debate in the House.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Adjournment Debates in the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council play an important role where
members raise matters for Ministers which they consider require attention.
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The time taken to respond varies depending on the complexity of the matter being raised and the accessibility of
relevant information.
I am advised that there are no Adjournment Debate matters that you have raised within my portfolio responsibilities
currently outstanding.

Gaming: adjournment debate responses
1180(p).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Gaming what is the usual length of time taken for the Minister
to respond to matters raised during the adjournment debate in the House.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The adjournment debates in the Legislative Assembly and the Legislative Council play an important role where
members raise matters for Ministers which they consider require attention.
The time taken to respond varies depending on the complexity of the matter being raised and the accessibility of
relevant information.
I am advised that there are no adjournment debate matters that you have raised within my portfolio responsibilities
currently outstanding.

Small business: adjournment debate responses
1180(ag). Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Small Business what is the usual length of time taken for the
Minister to respond to matters raised during the adjournment debate in the House.
ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The adjournment debates in the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council play an important role where
members raise matters for Ministers which they consider requires attention. If information is sought in relation to a
particular adjournment debate matter which relates to my portfolio, this should be asked by a specific and direct
question.

Public transport: rail — North Melbourne station
1181.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to passenger transfers at North
Melbourne Station —
(1)

How many passengers transfer to Connex trains from V/Line trains on the —
(a) Seymour, Shepparton or Albury lines on —
(i) weekday mornings;
(ii) weekday early afternoons;
(b)

Ballarat or Ararat lines on —
(i) weekday mornings;
(ii) weekday early afternoons;

(c)

Bendigo, Swan Hill or Echuca lines on —
(i) weekday mornings;
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(2)
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weekday early afternoons;

Geelong, Marshall or Warrnambool lines on —
(i) weekday mornings;
(ii) weekday early afternoons.

How many passengers transfer from Connex trains on weekday afternoons to V/Line trains on
the —
(a) Seymour, Shepparton or Albury lines;
(b) Ballarat or Ararat lines;
(c) Bendigo, Swan Hill or Echuca lines;
(d) Geelong, Marshall or Warrnambool lines.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1 & 2) The Department of Transport does not have detailed information relating to the number of passengers
transferring between V/Line and Connex services at North Melbourne Station.

Senior Victorians: national reciprocal transport scheme
1183.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians with reference to the $50 million
National Reciprocal Public Transport Entitlement, which was announced in the Federal Budget 2008–
09, as part of the Making Ends Meet package —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much funding will Victoria receive.
Will the Government commit any funding to the Entitlement; if so, how much.
When is the Entitlement expected to begin.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
1.

The Victorian Government will receive $6.27 million in funding.

2.

The initiative is funded by the Commonwealth Government.

3.

The entitlement began from 1 January 2009.

Community services: refugees and asylum seekers — funding
1198.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $1.1 million worth
of funding for refugees and asylum seekers promised on 27 October 2002 —
(1)
(2)

By what date was the funding expended.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With reference to $100,000 worth of funding for a mental health clinic for refugees contained in this
announcement, see response to LA 1199.
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The other programs do not fall under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Community Services.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Assembly, 7 October 2008, page 4092]

Consumer affairs: small business — capped cost recovery
1404(a).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs with reference to capped cost recovery
amounts from defaulters for small businesses —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the maximum amount awarded through mediation from defaulters to small businesses.
What is the maximum amount awarded through court from defaulters to small businesses.
Is the Government currently reviewing capped cost amounts for businesses from defaulters.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Small Business.

Police and emergency services: answer to question on notice 1117(i)
1410.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: why was the answer
to question on notice 1117(i), signed by the Minister on 18 July 2008, not submitted until 2 September
2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Due to an administrative oversight, this response was not tabled in the sitting week immediately following signing.

Local government: answer to question on notice 1117(h)
1411.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Local Government: why was the answer to question
on notice 1117(h), signed by the Minister on 23 June 2008, not submitted until 2 September 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The time between the signing of a response and when it is actually tabled differs from question to question.
There was a delay in the tabling of the response mentioned in your question.

Sports, recreation and youth affairs: answer to question on notice 1117(m)
1413.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs: why was the
answer to question on notice 1117(m), signed by the Minister on 10 July 2008, not submitted until
2 September 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The answer was not submitted until 2 September 2008 due to an oversight in the administration system for
processing signed questions on notice.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1417.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education with reference to the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development’s Victoria Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review
Report conducted by Saratoga Professional Services and the Government’s position on
recommendations —
(1)

Does the Government agree with recommendation —
(a) one; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree; and
(b) three; if not, why does the Government disagree.

(2)

Does the Government agree with the recommendation and implementation of recommendation —
(a) two; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(b) four; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(c) five; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(d) six; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(e) seven; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(f) eight; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(g) nine; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree;
(h) ten; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree; and
(i) eleven; if so, when will it be implemented; if not, why does the Government disagree.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The recommendations are for the consideration of the Regional Director of the Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development’s Eastern Metropolitan Region as part of considering future directions in special education
provision in the Eastern Metropolitan Region.

Police and emergency services: answer to question on notice 1044(i)
1422.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: why was the answer to
question on notice 1044(i), signed by the Minister on 18 July 2008, not submitted until 2 September
2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Due to an administrative oversight, this response was not tabled in the sitting week immediately following signing.

Sports, recreation and youth affairs: answer to question on notice 1044m
1423.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs why was the answer to
question on notice 1044(m), signed by the Minister on 2 June 2008, not submitted until 2 September
2008.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer was not submitted until 2 September 2008 due to an oversight in the administration system for
processing signed questions on notice.

Police and emergency services: police — Mooroolbark station
1459.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to Mooroolbark
Police Station —
(1)
(2)
(3)

When was the last time the Minister visited the station.
When was the last time a Minister for Police visited the station.
When is the Minister’s next scheduled visit to the station.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I can advise that I visited the station in December 2007.

Police and emergency services: police — Croydon station
1460.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to Croydon
Police Station —
(1)
(2)
(3)

When was the last time the Minister visited the station.
When was the last time a Minister for Police visited the station.
When is the Minister’s next scheduled visit to the station.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I can advise that I visited the station in December 2007.

Community services: Geelong drug action plan committee
1542.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the $1 million
announced for Action on Alcohol in 11 regional cities in Victoria — what local responses and initiatives
have been delivered as a result of the $100,000 funding given to Geelong Drug Action Plan Committee.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A range of local initiatives have been delivered in regional communities and there is ongoing work to tackle
alcohol addiction through Victoria’s Alcohol Action Plan.

Community services: Gippsland Lakes community health services
1550.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the $1 million
announced for Action on Alcohol in 11 regional cities in Victoria: what local responses and initiatives
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have been delivered as a result of the $100,000 funding given to Gippsland Lakes Community Health
Services in Lakes Entrance.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A range of local initiatives have been delivered in regional communities and there is ongoing work to tackle
alcohol addiction through Victoria’s Alcohol Action Plan.

Public transport: rail — Frankston line
1556.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport: was Connex’s SMS advice to Frankston line
passengers that the 8.22 a.m. up Cheltenham train commenced its journey at Moorabbin not
Cheltenham on 13 October 2008 correct; if so —
(1)

(2)

Did the ‘short working’ occur because a previous train arrived late at Moorabbin —
(a) if so —
(i) what was its scheduled time;
(ii) what time did it arrive at Moorabbin;
(iii) was it an empty car working a Passenger Services Requirements or non-Passenger
Services Requirements service; and
(iv) how many minutes late did it arrive;
(b) if not, why was the service truncated.
What Passenger Weighted Minutes related or other penalty in whole dollars was levied upon
Connex for the ‘short working’.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Connex has advised that two SMS notices were sent regarding the 8.22 a.m. up Cheltenham train. The first SMS
was sent at 7.38 a.m. advising passengers that the service was to originate from Moorabbin. At 7.47 a.m., a second
SMS was sent advising that the train had been cancelled.

Roads and ports: answer to question on notice 954
1561.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the answer to question on notice
954 lodged on 8 April 2008, how much duty was paid in respect of the transfer of second hand motor
vehicles in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2004–05.
2005–06.
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The amount of stamp duty collected by VicRoads in respect of the transfer of second hand motor vehicles for the
period 2004-2007 is $684,882,668.
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Roads and ports: Stud Road, Rowville — street lighting
1564.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to street lighting along Stud
Road between Burwood Highway in Wantirna and Fulham Road in Rowville —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What lighting is currently provided.
How often are lights checked to ensure they are operational.
Are there any plans to increase the number of street lights; if so —
(a) how many lights are to be installed;
(b) where will the lights be located; and
(c) what is the expected date of installation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The lighting provided on Stud Road, between the Burwood Highway and Fulham Road, consists of double
250-watt high-pressure sodium lights along the centre median and at major signalised intersections, with
single 150-watt high-pressure sodium lights in the vicinity of minor intersections.

(2)

Street lighting on this route is currently operated and maintained by two power distribution businesses.
The maintenance of such assets is the responsibility of the relevant power distribution business, as specified
in the Public Lighting Code issued by the Essential Services Commission.

(3)

Planning for road improvements is undertaken with regard to the objectives of the Government’s planning,
transport and road safety strategies. Proposals for improvements are considered and evaluated on a statewide
basis.

Community services: supported residential services — Barwon south-west region
1566.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Barwon South West region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Loddon Mallee region
1567.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services — with reference to pension level
SRS facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Loddon Mallee Region —
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For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would
be an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Grampians region
1568.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Grampians Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Hume region
1569.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Hume Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.
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Community services: supported residential services — Gippsland region
1570.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Gippsland Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — north-west region
1571.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the North West Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — southern region
1572.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Southern Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — eastern region
1573.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to pension level SRS
facilities, where pension level is defined as an SRS that charges no more than full pension plus
Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its beds, in the Eastern Region —
(1)

(2)

For each year between 2000–2008 inclusive —
(a) how many facilities closed;
(b) what was the name of each facility that closed; and
(c) how many beds were lost as a result of closures.
How many facilities were allocated a state appointed administrator between 1 July 2000 and
30 June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Barwon south-west region
1574.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Barwon South West Region — in each
year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS that
charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its
beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Gippsland region
1575.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Gippsland Region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS that
charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its
beds.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Grampians region
1576.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Grampians region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS that
charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its
beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Loddon Mallee region
1577.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Loddon Mallee Region — in each
year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS that
charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for 80–100 per cent of its
beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — Hume region
1578.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Hume Region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many SRS facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS
that charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for
80–100 per cent of its beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — north-west region
1579.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the North-West Region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many SRS facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS
that charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for
80–100 per cent of its beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — southern region
1580.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Southern Region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many SRS facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS
that charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for
80–100 per cent of its beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.

Community services: supported residential services — eastern region
1581.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to SRS facilities
registered with the Government between 2000 and 2008 in the Eastern Region — in each year —
(1)
(2)

How many facilities were registered.
How many SRS facilities were classed as pension level, where pension level is defined as an SRS
that charges no more than full pension plus Commonwealth rental assistance for
80–100 per cent of its beds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Collating, cross-referencing and validating this data across multiple regions and multiple financial years would be
an unreasonable diversion of the department’s resources.
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Community services: VicRoads — Drivers’ Guide to Rural Victoria
1591.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports: is the VicRoads Drivers’ Guide to Rural
Victoria print edition still out of stock as indicated on the VicRoads website; if so —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What date will printed copies be available again.
How many copies are being printed.
Who is undertaking the reprinting.
What will be the total cost of reprinting.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Drivers’ Guide to Rural Victoria is currently available on VicRoads website and free copies can be obtained
from VicRoads.

Police and emergency services: Croydon fire station
1617.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to the new
Croydon fire station —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When did the Government announce the upgrade of the station.
What was the initial time frame given for the station to open.
What date was given for the opening of the station.
How was the site for the station chosen.
Did the Government consider prospective properties presented by the station’s staff when
choosing the site for the station.
Did the station open on schedule; if not, what were the reasons for the delay.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The upgrade of the station was announced in 2002, when the land was purchased.

(2)

The initial time frame given was 4 years.

(3)

The date given for the opening of the station was October 2008.

(4)

A Strategic Location Plan report was conducted by an independent consultant in 2003, which determined the
optimal location for the new station.

(5)

The MFB advised that they considered several sites with the current site determined to be the most suitable
location.

(6)

The station did not open on schedule, due to concerns raised by the United Fire Fighters Union (UFU) with
regard to traffic and emergency vehicle access during a call out.

Police and emergency services: Croydon fire station
1618.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to the site for
the new Croydon fire station —
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What planning measures where taken to assess the suitability of the station’s location prior to
commencing construction.
Were alternative sites considered by the Minister prior to construction.
What consultation process took place with the Firefighters Union before construction.
Did the Firefighters Union agree that the proposed site was suitable for active use.
Whether the Minister is aware of a dispute between the Melbourne Fire Brigade and the
Firefighters Union; if so —
(a) when did the Minister first become aware of the dispute; and
(b) what measures have been taken to resolve the issue.
What is the expected time frame for the opening of the station.
Are improvements required to bring the station up to Union standards; if so —
(a) what improvements are currently required;
(b) what measures have been taken to assess the suitability of the improvements;
(c) what is the estimated cost of the improvements required; and
(d) will local government or VicRoads be required to be involved in any of the improvements; if
so what measures has the Minister taken to ensure cooperation between the relevant parties.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

A Strategic Location Plan Report was conducted by an independent consultant in 2003, which determined the
optimal location for the new station.

(2)

No sites were considered by the Minister as these are a matter for the MFB. The MFB considered several
sites with the current site determined to be the most suitable location.

(3)

A full consultation program with considerable input was carried out with relevant parties over a period of six
months.

(4)

No formal opposition was lodged by the United Firefighters Union (UFU).

(5)

My office is aware of a dispute between the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board (MFESB) and
the UFU.
(a)
(b)

My office became aware of the dispute in July 2008.
An independent traffic engineer has been appointed to determine any improvements required.

(6)

The MFB are providing further advice on an opening date, dependent upon the advice received by the
independent traffic engineers and any action required.

(7)

The MFESB has engaged an independent traffic engineer to conduct a review of the traffic intersection.
(a)

(b)
(c)
(d)

The independent traffic engineer’s review will identify any improvements that can be made to the
controlled intersection to enhance the ability for the fire appliances to enter.
The MFESB is also working with VicRoads to expedite the installation of amber warning lights to warn
drivers approaching the intersection that lights are about to turn red.
A report will be made available to VicRoads to determine any improvements and authorisation.
On-going assessment will also occur.
Costs will be determined after consideration by VicRoads.
VicRoads will approve a contractor who will carry out any improvements required. The MFESB has
had several meetings with the relevant parties to progress the matter.
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Police and emergency services: Victorian fire stations
1619.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to Melbourne
Fire Brigade fire stations —
(1)

How many stations are currently not being used due to —
(a) union disputes; and
(b) design flaws.

(2)

How many stations will remain empty during summer 2008–09.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Stations currently unused are:
(a)
(b)

One due to union disputes; and
None due to design flaws.

Education: Mildura College — land
1623.

Mr CRISP to ask the Minister for Education with reference to blocks of land owned by Mildura
College —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

What are the details of any blocks of land that have been sold, exchanged or disposed of since
1891.
Is there a record of the total number and area of blocks endowed in 1891; if not, what is the
earliest date from which records are available.
What was the total number and area of blocks endowed in 1916.
What was the total number and area of blocks leased in 2008.
What was the total number and area of blocks vacant in 2008.
What was the total revenue received by the college in 2007–08 and 2008–09 to date.
What was the total expenditure (including any management fees) in 2007–08 and 2008–09 to date.
In 2007–08 and 2008–09 to date —
(a) which schools received income from the college trust;
(b) how much did each school that received income from the college trust receive; and
(c) do the schools that received income from the college trust also receive grants or allowances
from the Government, irrespective of income received from the trust.

(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)

Are there plans showing the location of each block as at 2008.
What are the details of any college lease documents and standard conditions.
Are there regulations that outline how rents and fees charged by the Minister are calculated.
In assessing and fixing rents, is the local municipal valuer’s assessment utilised, or is an
independent certified valuer engaged.
(13) When land is disposed of either by outright sale or by exchange is the valuation done by the
municipal valuer or by an independent certified valuer.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The Mildura College Lands Act 1916 (Schedule 1) provides details regarding the lands vested in the Minister for
Education for the purposes of the beneficiaries, who are referred to in Schedule 2 of the Act.
Section 2 of the Act provides for the:
– formula used for determining the distributions to the beneficiaries
– Minister to enter into an agreement with a trustee company to administer the scheme
– rental on a lease of any part of the lands to be determined on the basis of a valuation of the land by the
Valuer-General and to be reviewed periodically
– submission of quarterly financial reports by the trustee company to the Minister.

Public transport: rail — defective train doors
1626.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport:
(1)

(2)

(3)

Did the 5.26 p.m. Flinders Street to Sandringham Siemens train have a defective door on the
second trailer car on 10 November 2008; if so, were passengers alighting at Prahran station forced
to travel to Windsor station as a result of the defective door.
Does Connex ensure that drivers are made aware of any trains operating with one or more
defective doors; if so, is this information communicated verbally by a Metrol operator to the
driver; if not, how is it communicated.
How many instances of Passenger Service Requirements individual train trips operated in the
Melbourne metropolitan area between 1 July 2008 and 11 November 2008 where a train had one
or more defective doors that had been closed off and marked by yellow and red, or similar,
crosses.

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

Connex has advised that its fault management system shows that a door was defective and locked shut on the
5.26 p.m. Sandringham train. Connex’s customer service branch has no record of any passenger complaints in
relation to the defective door or customers being forced to travel to Windsor Railway Station.

(2)

Connex ensures that its drivers are made aware of a defective door by the placement of a Driver Malfunction
Message in the cab or by verbal advice during driver changeover.

(3)

Connex has advised between 1 July 2008 and 11 November 2008 that 123 faulty doors were detected while
the train was in service and the doors were subsequently tied/locked. The nature of the fault management
system does not allow these to be broken into individual Passenger Service Requirements trips.

Public transport: V/Line and Connex
1627.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport: was the 6.13 p.m. Southern Cross to Albury or
any V/Line, Connex, Pacific National, QR National or El Zorro train hit by rocks or allegedly hit by
rocks between Southern Cross and Donnybrook stations between 1 July 2008 and 12 November 2008;
if so —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the date and time of each alleged or actual incident.
What was the date, origin, destination and scheduled and actual time of departure for each train.
How many rail kilometres from Southern Cross station did each alleged or actual incident occur.
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What damage, if any, was sustained to electric multiple units, diesel locomotives, locomotives,
passenger carriages, VLocity, Sprinter railcars or other rolling stock in each instance.
Was the operation of trains suspended through Roxburgh Park for part of the evening on
11 November 2008 due to alleged rock throwing incidents; if so —
(a) between what locations were trains suspended;
(b) between what times were trains suspended;
(c) which Connex trains were cancelled or terminated short of Craigieburn or Southern Cross
station as a result; and
(d) which V/Line trains were cancelled or terminated short of Albury, Seymour, Shepparton or
Southern Cross stations as a result.

(6)

What was the cost to repair damage, if any, to —
(a) Connex trains;
(b) V/Line trains; and
(c) Pacific National trains.

(7)
(8)

Have any persons been apprehended as a result of the rock throwing incidents.
Were any Connex or V/Line passengers or staff injured as a result of the rock throwing incidents;
if so —
(a) what was the extent of any injuries suffered; and
(b) have any WorkSafe claims been made as a result of any injuries being sustained.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-4) The Department of Transport does not record data to the level required to answer these questions.
(5)

No services were suspended due to rock throwing incidents.

(6-8) The Department of Transport does not record data to the level required to answer these questions.

Senior Victorians: men’s shed program
1641.

Dr NAPTHINE to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians with reference to funding for the Men’s Shed
program —
(1)

From the $2 million worth funding provided in 2008 —
(a) how many projects have been funded;
(b) what is the location of each project that has received funding;
(c) what was the amount that each project received; and
(d) how many applications to the program did not receive funding.

(2)

Will funding for the Men’s Shed program be available in 2009; if so —
(a) how much funding will be available; and
(b) when will applications be called for.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

From the $2 million worth of funding provided under the Men’s Shed Program, approx half of the funding
was allocated in 2008 as follows:
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a)
25 projects were funded
(b) & c) locations of the successful projects and the amounts received are as follows
Location
Altona
Bairnsdale
Birchip
Bright
Benalla
Colac
Cowes
Fawkner
Glen Park
Hastings
Hopetoun
Inglewood
Kangaroo Flat
Kilmore
Melton
Mt Evelyn
Murtoa
Shepparton
St Leonards
Traralgon
Venus Bay
Warracknabeal
Wedderburn
Whittlesea
Wonthaggi

$50,000
$30,000
$12,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$35,570
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$6,153
$7,000
$50,000
$47,770
$30,000
$50,000
$50,000
$37,000
$49,100
$4,095
$41,815
$50,000
$50,000

TOTAL

$1,000,503.00

d)
2.

Funding

64 applicants were unsuccessful in Round 1.

The remainder of the funding will be available via a second funding round in 2009
a)
b)

approx $1 million will be available
An announcement on the opening date for the second round of funding is anticipated shortly.

Public transport: graffiti
1658.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport:
(1)
(2)

How many instances of graffiti at suburban railway stations were reported to the 1800 800 705
Connex hotline between 1 July 2008 and 2 December 2008.
How many instance of graffiti on suburban trains were reported to the 1800 800 705 Connex
hotline between 1 July 2008 and 2 December 2008.

1379
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When will graffiti on the down platform fence at McKinnon station be removed.

ANSWER:
The answer is:
(1)

Connex has advised that there were 56 instances of graffiti at railway stations reported to the 1800 number
during that period.

(2)

Connex has advised that there were 6 instances of graffiti reported to the 1800 number by customers during
that period.

(3)

Connex has advised that the graffiti on the down platform fence at McKinnon Railway Station was cleaned
on 2 January 2009.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — north-west metropolitan region
1676.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
North-West Metropolitan region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 303 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — southern metropolitan region
1677.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Southern Metropolitan region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 190 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

1381

Mental health: drug treatment beds — eastern metropolitan region
1678.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Eastern Metropolitan region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 110 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — Barwon-south western region
1679.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Barwon-South Western region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 58 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — Grampians region
1680.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Grampians region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 24 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.
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(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — Hume region
1681.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Hume region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 46 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — Gippsland region
1682.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Gippsland region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 29 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.

Mental health: drug treatment beds — Loddon Mallee region
1683.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to drug treatment beds in the
Loddon Mallee region —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many beds are there in the region.
How many beds did the region have in 2005.
How many people are waiting to access beds in the region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

There were 42 beds in the region.

(2)

Bed numbers for the region in 2005 are not available.

(3)

There is no centralised waiting list. Some agencies operate on a walk-in basis, while others maintain their
own waiting lists.
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Mental health: youth drug withdrawal facilities
1684.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health what was the waiting time for youth drug
withdrawal facilities in 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007 and 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Annual trends for youth home based withdrawal and youth residential withdrawal alcohol and other drug treatment
wait times are presented below in Table 1.
Table 1. Youth withdrawal alcohol and other drug treatment wait times (days)
Wait days for youth alcohol and other drug withdrawal
Youth Home-Based Withdrawal
Youth Residential Withdrawal
0.0
1.9
0.1
2.1
0.6
3.1
0.9
2.7
0.2
3.6
0.0
4.2

2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

Mental health: answer to question on notice 1161
1721.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the Minister’s answer to
question on notice 1161 which stated that as at July 2008, there were 802 alcohol and drug treatments
beds in Victoria, and the Minister’s answer to Legislative Council question on notice 732 which stated
that as at 2006–07 there were 754 alcohol and drug treatment beds — can the Minister list when the
additional 48 beds were established and in which locations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total number of alcohol and other drug treatment service beds in Victoria is 802. This includes 754 Department
of Human Services funded beds, 42 Commonwealth funded beds and 6 Koori Youth alcohol and other drug
healing service beds.

Mental health: drug treatment beds
1722.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to the 2002 Victorian
Government Drug Initiative Two Year Report which stated on page 5, that there were 820 treatment
beds in Victoria —
(1)
(2)

Were there 820 drug treatment beds in July 2002.
Has there been any change to the Government’s definition of drug treatment beds since July 2002.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were 820 drug treatment beds in July 2002.

(2)

There has been no change to the Government’s definition of drug treatment beds since July 2002.

Health: elective surgery waiting lists
1723.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Minister for Health with reference to the use of the private hospital sector to
reduce public elective surgery waiting lists — in each of 2007 and 2008 —
(1)

How many operations were performed —
(a) overall; and
(b) by private hospitals.

(2)
(3)
(4)

What types of operations were performed at each hospital.
Which hospitals participated.
How many people were removed from public waiting lists due to having had their procedure or
surgery at a private hospital —
(a) overall; and
Which public hospitals have had public patients treated in private hospitals including the number
of patients treated, the description of each procedure and to which private hospital each patient
was sent.
What was the overall cost to the Government to undertake the process.
What was the cost per procedure type during the process.

(5)

(6)
(7)
ANSWER:

I am informed that:
The Victorian government policy supports public-private partnerships in elective surgery.
Commencing in 2005, the department has procured a limited number of elective surgery procedures from the
private sector under the Private Patient Initiative (PPI). The initiative, which targets patients from particular
specialties who have waited longer than the clinically recommended time, has provided surgery for almost
1,600 patients since its inception.
The governing agreement for Public Private Initiative Service Provider Contracts is the Standing Offer
Arrangement for Contracted Elective Surgery Services which is in place until 20 April 2010. The Standing Offer
governs the arrangements and provides the framework for the individual contracts (Service Provider’s Contracts)
entered into by the department, certain nominated private hospital operators, and public health services in the PPI.
The department evaluates quotes from private hospitals against public hospital funding cost weights to ensure value
for money in procurement from the private sector.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1724.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation one made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so when.
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What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This report is one of many pieces of research to feed into a holistic look at the provision of special education
throughout Victoria.
All regions across Victoria are looking at their provision to feed into this whole Department review.
The recommendations from the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Draft report are for the
consideration of the Regional Director in informing future directions in special education provision in Eastern
Metropolitan Region.
It is important to note that the Autism State Plan will significantly influence the provision of special education
particularly in relation to autistic students. The Plan is not due to be finalised for some months.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1725.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation two made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
Is the development of a twin campus to Heatherwood or establishing a new mild intellectual
disability school in addition to Heatherwood the Government’s preferred option.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1726.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation three made
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1727.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation four made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
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Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1728.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation five made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1729.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation six made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1730.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation seven made
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.
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Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1731.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation eight made
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1732.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation nine made
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1733.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation ten made in
the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Education: specialist schools review — eastern metropolitan region
1734.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Education with reference to recommendation eleven made
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region Specialist Schools Review Report —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Does the Government support the recommendation; if not, why not.
Will the recommendation be implemented; if so, when.
What is the proposed cost of implementing the recommendation.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the answer given for question no. 1724.

Public transport: shire of Yarra Ranges — buses
1739.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport with reference to the to the RACV Outer
Melbourne Connect proposals for road upgrades in Yarra Ranges — will the Government include
funding in the 2009–10 Budget for new bus services in Chirnside Park, Warburton and Lilydale.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Bus service improvements in the Chirnside Park/Warburton/Yarra Ranges areas are being considered as part of the
Maroondah/Knox/Yarra Ranges bus service review.

Mental health: employment opportunities
1751(a).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to assistance given to people
suffering mental illness to participate in the workforce —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What investment has the Government made to help people participate.
How many programs are funded to assist people to participate.
How much funding did the Government allocate to programs assisting people to participate in —
(a) 2002–03;
(b) 2003–04;
(c) 2004–05;
(d) 2005–06;
(e) 2006–07; and
(f) 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer you to the response to Question No: 1751b, provided by the Minister for Skills and Workforce Participation.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Assembly, 3 February 2009, page 288]

Education: Pembroke Secondary College — funding
1752.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Education: will the Government fund the full redevelopment of
Pembroke Secondary College in the 2009–10 Budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has spent $2.9 billion on capital investment in schools, including the
renovation, rebuilding or extension of 400 schools. While this was a remarkable achievement it is recognised that
there is more to do.
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The Government has committed $1.9 billion to renovate, rebuild or extend a further 500 schools in four years. This
is the largest school building program in Victoria’s history, and will transform education infrastructure across the
State. The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1600 government schools rebuilt, renovated or
extended over the next ten years.
The 2007-08 State Budget delivered on more than one-quarter of the promised 500 schools, with 131 schools
receiving funding to commence works. The 2008-09 State Budget will deliver on a further 128 schools, providing
over half of the schools within the first two Budget years.
Whilst the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is on track to deliver the promised
500 school projects, not all projects can be funded at once and the Department must balance priority projects across
the State. The Department will, however, continue to work closely with Pembroke Secondary College on their
plans for capital improvement in anticipation of future State Budget announcements.

Public transport: rail — Ringwood East station
1755.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport: when will the worksite at Ringwood East
railway station be cleaned up or removed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The facility at Ringwood East Railway Station is a permanent railway maintenance compound.

Treasurer: parks charge
1756(b).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission
for the Treasurer with reference to the parks charge —
(1)
(2)

What was the total amount collected in the electorate of Kilsyth.
What percentage of the amount collected in the electorate of Kilsyth was allocated for projects in
the electorate.

ANSWER:
The parks charge falls under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
therefore this question is best directed to him.

Roads and ports: rail — Manchester Road, Mooroolbark, level crossing
1759(a).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to the Manchester Road level
crossing in Mooroolbark —
(1)
(2)

When was the last traffic count at the level crossing conducted.
On average, how many vehicles are stopped at the level crossing during —
(a) weekdays prior to 7.30 am;
(b) weekdays between 7.30 am and 8.30 am;
(c) weekdays between 8.30 am and 9.00 am;
(d) weekdays between 9.00 am and 9.30 am;
(e) weekdays between 9.30 am and 3.00 pm;
(f) weekdays between 3.00 pm and 4.00 pm;
(g) weekdays between 4.00 pm and 5.00 pm;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1390

ASSEMBLY

(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(3)

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

weekdays between 5.00 pm and 6.00 pm;
weekdays between 6.00 pm and 7.00 pm;
weekdays after 7.00 pm; and
weekends.

Does the Government have any plans to fund a grade separation at the level crossing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

Manchester Road is a local road under the care and management of the Shire of Yarra Ranges.

(2)

Information is not available for how many vehicles are stopped at the level crossing.

(3)

Any upgrades will be considered and evaluated on a region-wide and state-wide basis having regard to factors
such as safety, amenity and environment.

Roads and ports: Kilsyth electorate — traffic congestion
1760.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports what measures have been undertaken to ease
traffic congestion in the electorate of Kilsyth on —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Dorset Road.
Bayswater Road.
Hull Road.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Since coming to office, the Brumby Government has invested $6.2 billion into building better roads, including
more than $2.6 billion on regional roads.
The Brumby Government has undertaken projects such as the Canterbury Road duplication and completed works
at two major intersections along Bayswater Road which has reduced congestion.
Works have been carried out at the intersection of Dorset and Canterbury Roads, including the installation of
additional right and left turn lanes, and improvements to linemarking, signage and traffic islands. At the intersection
with the Burwood Highway, an additional right turn lane has been installed.
At the intersection with the Mountain Highway, a double left turn lane has been installed. At the intersection with
Canterbury Road, again, as part of the road duplication project, works including the installation of an additional
right turn lane, and improvements to linemarking, signage and traffic islands, have been carried out.

Industry and trade: Kilsyth electorate — business grants
1772(a).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Regional and Rural Development for the Minister for Industry
and Trade with reference to grants funding in the electorate of Kilsyth —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What grants have been issued to businesses to increase business growth and trade opportunities.
Which companies or businesses were recipients of grants.
How much has the Government spent on small business or industry and trade grants.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development categorise their grant funding by local Council
boundaries rather than electorates.

Water: industry users
1773(b).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the top 20 industrial water users —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Which industrial customers make up the top 20 water users in Victoria.
How much water do the water users use combined.
How much water did the water users use in —
(a) 1999;
(b) 2002;
(c) 2005; and
(d) 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All Water Corporations provide a list of the customers who use greater than 50ML per annum in their Annual
Reports. This provides details on the number of customers who fall within various consumption ranges and their
participation in water conservation activities.
Detailed information on customer water use is held by the water corporations and is not published as this can be
seen as commercial in confidence information.
In 2007/08, Melbourne’s non-residential sector reduced its demand for water by eight billion litres.
The waterMAP program requires every business using more than 10 megalitres of potable water per annum to
prepare and implement a water management action plan.
All water corporations work closely with their non-residential customers to achieve water efficiencies.
Non-residential water users are an important part of the economy and the water corporations are working with this
sector to be more efficient using water while not restricting the commercial viability of a business. It should be
noted that a major user of water is not necessarily a major waster of water.

Water: industry charges
1774(b).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Water since the commencement of Stage 3A restrictions, are
industrial users charged different water prices from household consumers —
(1)
(2)

If so, what percentage, more or less, are industrial users charged.
If not, will the Government consider charging industrial users different water prices to household
consumers in the future.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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There are differences in charges for water provided to residential and non-residential customers and the charges
cannot be directly compared.
The charge for water provided to non-residential customers varies across the state. While residential properties have
a tiered tariff which varies between water corporations, non-residential customers have a standard volumetric
charge. This charge also varies across water corporations. In Melbourne the volumetric charge for water is in the
order of $1 per KL.
It should be noted that non-residential customers pay a higher service charge than residential properties and other
charges such as trade waste charges and that these charges are determined by the Essential Services Commission.

Water: industry users
1775(b).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Water how many industrial water users have purchased water
futures.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There is no water futures option currently available.

Industry and trade: industry water saving measures
1776(a).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Regional and Rural Development for the Minister for Industry
and Trade —
(1)
(2)

What water saving measures are available to industrial water users.
What subsidies are offered to industrial water users to put water saving measures in place.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to sustainable water resources for all water users.
In 2007/08, Melbourne’s non-residential sector reduced its demand for water by 8 billion litres. In the context of
Melbourne’s overall reduction of 31.6 billion litres in 2007/08, this equates to the non-residential sector
contributing 25 per cent of the savings for that year.
The Government has introduced WaterMap, requiring non-residential water users exceeding 10 million litres a year
to develop a water management plan. Those using greater than 100 million litres a year are required to develop an
Environmental and Resource Efficiency Plan to improve water and energy use and to reduce waste.
The Water (Governance) Bill 2006 requires water authorities to note their large water users in annual reports from
2006/07. Information provided is the number of large water users in each volume range and major customers and
their participation in water conservation programs
Water efficiency guidelines for cooling towers in commercial buildings and a program to improve operating
processes of commercial laundries have also been introduced.
The Government has a range of support programs available for the non-residential sector to take action:
– Water recycling projects by industrial customers ($16M in 2007/2008)
– Smart meters to monitor Top 200 water users
– Water and Energy Efficiency Initiative ($10M over 2 years)
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Stormwater & Urban Water Conservation Fund ($10M over 3 years)
Enhancing Sustainability in New Investment ($3.5M over 3 years)
Smart Water Fund ($5M in 2008) in association with metropolitan water authorities
Hospitals and aged care facilities have introduced water efficiency measures ($3.9M in 2007/2008)

Water: industry water saving measures
1776(b).

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Water —
(1)
(2)

What water saving measures are available to industrial water users.
What subsidies are offered to industrial water users to put water saving measures in place.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria’s urban water corporations are working with industry to conserve water by completing Water
Management Action Plans (waterMAPs). These plans aim to identify ways in which businesses can reduce their
water use or use the water more efficiently. The plans are mandatory for all businesses that use 10 million litres or
more of water per annum.
There are a number of programs in place that support industry. As part of the waterMAP program three industry
groups–the Australian Industry Group, Plastics and Chemical Industries Australia and the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry have been funded to work with their industry sectors on demonstration or
benchmarking programs. These programs have been developed as this cooperative approach has been shown to
deliver substantial benefits in the long term.
The Stormwater and Urban Recycling Fund is part of the Victorian Government’s Our Water Our Future initiative.
This $10 million fund is supporting the development of local stormwater and urban recycling projects by providing
funding for demonstration projects, technical assistance and support through workshops.

Housing: waiting list
1780.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Housing: how many applicants living outside the jurisdiction of
the Morwell Office of Housing are on the September 2008 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Early housing waiting list.
Wait turn waiting list.
Early housing transfer list.
Wait turn transfer list.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the September 2008 waiting list are available at www.housing.vic.gov.au.

Public transport: rail patronage
1782.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Public Transport: how many passengers on 6 December 2007
and 4 December 2008 used Metcards valid for either zone one or zone one plus two to —
(1)

Enter ticket barriers at —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
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(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
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(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(f)

Caulfield station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(g)

Footscray station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(h)

Bentleigh station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(i)

Mordialloc station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
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(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(k)

(2)

Frankston station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm; and
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm.

Exit ticket barriers at —
(a) Flinders Street station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(b)

Melbourne Central station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(c)

Parliament station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
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(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(d)

Flagstaff station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(e)

Southern Cross station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(f)

Caulfield station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(g)

Footscray station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(h)

Bentleigh station between —
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(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;
(i)

Mordialloc station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm;
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm;

(k)

Frankston station between —
(i) 5.00–5.59 am;
(ii) 6.00–6.59 am;
(iii) 7.00–7.59 am;
(iv) 8.00–8.59 am;
(v) 3.00–3.59 pm;
(vi) 4.00–4.59 pm;
(vii) 5.00–5.59 pm;
(viii) 6.00–6.59 pm; and
(ix) 7.00–7.59 pm.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Within the question, the Member has made 180 separate requests for information. Researching and extracting the
data required to respond to the question would require significant time and resources. As such, the resources
required to extract the data cannot be justified at this time.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: advance program
1784.

Mr DELAHUNTY to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs with reference to the
Advance program established to encourage volunteering by young people —
(1)

In 2006–07 and 2007–08 —
(a) how many schools participated in the program;
(b) what was the total number of students involved in volunteer programs as a direct result of
the program; and
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what was the cost of the program.

In 2008–09 what —
(a) is the Government’s budget allocation for the program; and
(b) targets have been established for the number of participating schools and students.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Regarding the Advance program–
(1)

From 2006-07 to 2007-08–
(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

the number of school campuses that participated in the program was 385 in 2006-07 and 403 in
2007-08;
the number of students participating in the program was 11,526 in 2006-07 and 13,509 in 2007-08; and
the cost of the program was $4.25 million in 2006-07 and $4.25 million in 2007-08.

In 2008-09–
(a)
(b)

the Government’s budget allocation for the program in 2008-09 is $4.5 million; and
the established targets are for 400-410 school campuses and 10,000-10,250 young people to participate
in the program.

School campuses are determined by the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development. If two sites
on which a school operates are less than 1km apart they are considered one campus. If they are more than 1km
apart they are considered two campuses. Some schools operate on multiple sites but are still defined as a single
campus.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: SYN FM
1786.

Mr DELAHUNTY to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs —
(1)

What funding was provided to SYN FM in —
(a) 2006–07; and
(b) 2007–08.

(2)

How much funding was budgeted to be provided in 2008–09.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Regarding funding provided to SYN FM —
(a)
(b)

in 2006-07, funding provided was $19,450; and
in 2007-08, funding provided was $14,587. In addition, $50,000 of funding was provided to involve
young people in SYN radio production, promotion and presentation.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: Victoria rocks program
1788.

Mr DELAHUNTY to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs with reference to the
Victoria Rocks contemporary music support program —
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(1)

What grants were provided to individual artists and organisations in —
(a) 2006–07; and
(b) 2007–08.

(2)

What was the aggregate budget allocation for the program in 2008–09.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria Rocks provides a total package of $7.1 million over 4 years from 2007-08 to 2010-11.
(1a) There was no budget allocation for the Victoria Rocks program in 2006-07, therefore no grants were provided
to individual artists and organisations.
(1b) – In 2007-08, twenty-six $10,000 matched grants were provided for local government under the Music
Equipment Grants program to assist young people access music equipment in their local community.
– An additional $600,000 was provided for the delivery of the FReeZACentral program in 2007-08.
– Eighty-eight individual artists, groups and organisations received recording, touring and strategic industry
partnership grants totalling $733,000 in 2007-08.
(2)

The 2008-09 total budget for Victoria Rocks is $1.8 million.

Sports, recreation and youth affairs: secondary school sports fields
1790.

Mr DELAHUNTY to ask the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs with reference to the
Government’s election commitment to provide $5 million to provide 12 sporting fields at secondary
schools — which secondary schools received funding under the program and how much did each
school receive.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funds for these projects are generally managed by local government authorities in partnership with local schools.
Funding has been provided to benefit the following secondary schools:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Ballarat High School-$250,000
MacGuire College, Shepparton-$250,000
Traralgon Secondary College-$250,000
Horsham Secondary College-$250,000
Grovedale College & Lara Secondary College-$250,000 (in total across two sites)
Upwey High School-$250,000
Sandringham Secondary College, Beaumaris Campus-$150,000
Eumemmerring Secondary College, Hallam Campus-$350,000
Ashwood College $350,000
Echuca College-$300,000
Colac Secondary College*-$250,000
Weroona College (P-10)*-$200,000

The remainder of the funds were used to develop synthetic surfaces in 12 primary schools and other facilities at
community locations.
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*Denotes facility not on Department of Education and Early Childhood Development land. These projects are
located within community precincts for school and community use.

Water: Target 155 campaign
1795.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water — how will mandatory targets be enforced.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Target 155 is a voluntary call to action to save water. The target is not mandatory, however customers will be
encouraged, through education of ways to reduce their water consumption and through monitoring of water use
over the campaign.
The incentive to reach Target 155 is to help avoid harsher restrictions and retain some flexibility in using water for
the garden as set out under Stage 3a water restrictions.

Water: Target 155 campaign
1796.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the Government’s Water Target 155
campaign and the target of 155 litres a day —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What will happen if someone exceeds their target.
Can water users average the target across the year’s consumption or will it apply equally to every
quarter.
How will the household measurement at the commencement of the campaign on 1 December
2008 be taken.
How will the campaign work with people who live in apartments that do not have separate water
meters.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Target 155 is a voluntary call to action to save water. The target will not be enforceable in the same way that
water restrictions are. Customers will be encouraged, through education, to reduce their water consumption
and, through monitoring, of water use over the campaign.

(2)

Water users can average their target across the year.

(3)

The measurement is for the whole of Melbourne. Melbourne’s progress on achieving Target 155 will be
estimated weekly and reported every Friday on the Department of Sustainability and Environment’s and the
metropolitan water corporations’ websites.
Each household will receive their regular bill each quarter but they are also provided with advice on how to
read their meter each day or week.

(4)

Individual ‘water calculators’ are available to these customers so that they can record and track their usage
against the target.
The customer’s water retailer website can be visited to complete the calculator.
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Water: Melbourne households
1797.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the Minister’s announcement that there will
be a weekly water meter update for Melbourne’s households — how will the Minister calculate how
much water is being used by households and how much is being used by business.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Regular updates, including weekly media releases, will be published to inform the community of the residential
water use compared to the target. Further, every customer will receive information with their quarterly water bill
enabling them to calculate their water use compared to the target in their own home.
Achievement of the target will be estimated each week by:
(1)

Reviewing weekly water use in Melbourne;

(2)

Subtracting water used for purposes other than household use;

(3)

Dividing by Melbourne’s population; and

(4)

Finally, dividing by seven days.

This will provide an estimate of whether Melbourne has hit the target for the week.

Water: Target 155 campaign
1798.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Water with reference to the Minister’s comment on the Neil
Mitchell program on 3AW on 24 November 2008 that different suburbs have different water usage —
why has the Minister chosen the target of 155 litres.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
155 litres per person per day is the approximate amount of water a person would use under stage 4 water
restrictions.
The Target 155 campaign, together with the continuation of Stage 3a restrictions, is a balanced and sensible way to
ensure Melbourne has enough water until major water projects, including the desalination plant, come online.
Target 155 combined with stage 3a restrictions will minimise the impact on industries which would otherwise be
affected by moving to Stage 4 water restrictions. Jobs will be protected and, importantly, community activities such
as sport can continue. Stage 3a also allows households to use minimal water to maintain their gardens.
Target 155 in conjunction with Stage 3a water restrictions will achieve similar savings to Stage 4 restrictions while
offering the community greater flexibility as to how it achieves the target.

Police and emergency services: Nepean Road–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1801.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services how many
infringement notices were issued to motorists turning right against a red light at the intersection of
Nepean Highway and Bay Road in Cheltenham in October and November 2008.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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In October 2008, 503 infringement notices were issued to motorists for red light offences for right hand turns at the
intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay Road, Cheltenham.
In November 2008, 498 infringement notices were issued to motorists for red light offences for right hand turns at
the intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay Road, Cheltenham.
These numbers are subject to some variation over time as infringements can be cancelled and/or reissued.

Community services: lifelong working group
1802.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Community and
Disability Services Ministers’ Conference Communiqué on 7 November 2008 — what were the
outcomes of the Lifelong Working Group meetings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Community & Disability Services Minister’s Canberra Communiqué on 7 November 2008 refers to the
outcomes from the Lifelong Working Group meeting. The web address for the Communiqué is available at
www.csmac.gov.au

Community services: population based benchmark funding
1803.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the population based
benchmark funding criteria for disability services —
(1)
(2)

How will growth funding for unmet need be addressed if direct payments do not match the
criteria.
Will the criteria apply to all people aged 15 to 64.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1) and (2)
– Population based benchmark funding criteria do not apply under the National Disability Agreement.

Community services: disability services — national agreement
1804.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the new national disability
agreement as decided at the Council of Australia Governments meeting on 29 November 2008 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Did the Minister consult with any carers or people with a disability prior to the meeting.
Which groups, service providers and bodies did the Minister or Department of Human Services
consult with prior to the meeting.
As a result of agreement —
(a) how many people with unmet needs for supported accommodation will have needs met;
(b) how many families will have access to respite;
(c) what percentage of unmet needs will be funded; and
(d) how will aged carers of people with a disability benefit.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1404

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In the lead up to the finalisation of the new National Disability Agreement by the Council of Australian
Governments, I convened several meetings with stakeholders.

(2)

The groups consulted in the stakeholder meetings were: Carers Association Victoria Inc, Disability Advisory
Council of Victoria, Office of Public Advocate, Action for Community Living, National Disability Services
Victoria, Disability Advocacy Resource Unit, VALID, Reinforce Inc, Information Service/Victorian Women
with Disabilities Network, Bear in Mind West, Youth Disability Advocacy Service, Young People in Nursing
Homes National Alliance, E W Tipping, SCOPE, Yooralla, Association for Children with a Disability,
Australian Association for Families of Children with a Disability, Victorian Women’s Disability Network and
relevant unions.

(3)

As a result of additional State and Commonwealth funding announced in 2008/09, over the four year period
2008-09 to 2012-13:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

It is projected that more than 70 people with unmet needs for supported accommodation will have needs
met.
It is projected that more than 1,650 additional respite episodes will be provided.
The number of people with unmet need is expected to decrease.
Aged carers of people with a disability will benefit as a result of additional accommodation support
targeted to people with disability living with older carers, additional respite episodes and an additional
7,178 individual support packages, associated planning and aids and equipment.

Community services: family carers
1805.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Community Services —
(1)
(2)

How does the Minister support family carers having a voice in policy and planning.
Will the Minister take action on the call by carers to fund a disability family advocacy network.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In 2006, the Department of Human Services released the policy framework, Recognising and supporting care
relationships, the framework articulates the importance of the need for carers to participate in service
planning and service delivery. Since the release of this framework, there has been carer participation in policy
and program reviews.
Key policy and service development work in Disability Services is overseen by governance structures which
include mechanisms designed to include the views of family and/or carers of people with a disability.

(2)

The Victorian government currently provides funding to Carers Victoria to provide a range of supports,
including advocacy and networking, for carers.
Additionally, through its Disability Advocacy Program, the Victorian government provides funding to a
number of organisations, including the Association for Children with a Disability, the Victorian Advocacy
League for Individuals with a Disability (VALID) and STAR Victoria who also provide advocacy support
with and for families and carers.
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Police and emergency services: Nepean Road–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1808.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to the video camera installed to monitor right turning traffic at the intersection of Nepean
Highway and Bay Road in Cheltenham —
(1)
(2)

Who is contracted to operate the camera.
Is a proportion of the revenue collected from fines paid to the provider; if so, what is the basis of
payment per fine.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Redflex Traffic Systems Pty Ltd is contracted to operate the video camera installed to monitor right turning
traffic at the intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay Road in Cheltenham

(2)

The purpose of the video camera installed at this intersection is part of an ongoing program to assess the
application of new video technology that applies to road safety and road user behaviour. No infringements are
currently issued as a result of the monitoring of this intersection by the video camera. Accordingly, no
proportion of fines are paid to Redflex.

Police and emergency services: Nepean Road–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1810.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with
reference to the red light cameras which monitor right turning traffic at the intersection of Nepean
Highway and Bay Road in Cheltenham — has there been any policy change in relation to the elapsed
time on red after which fines will be issued to motorists; if so, what is the nature of the new policy for
issuing fines at the intersection.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to the road safety camera monitoring right turning traffic at the intersection of Nepean Highway and Bay
Road in Cheltenham, Victoria Police has not made any policy changes to the elapsed time on red after which fines
will be issued to motorists.

Public transport: V/Line senior fare
1812.

Mr NORTHE to ask the Minister for Public Transport was the senior fare a fixed percentage of the full
fare on V/Line services in 2007–08.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is no “senior” ticket type sold by V/Line. Victorian Seniors Card holders are entitled to purchase concession
tickets.

Small business: Victorian small business commissioner
1813.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Small Business with reference to the KPMG evaluation of the
Victorian Small Business Commissioner —
(1)

Will the Government increase the budget for the Commissioner; if so, by how much.
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Will the Government increase the price of the Commissioner’s mediation program for small
businesses; if so, by how much.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government created the Office of the Victorian Small Business Commissioner (VSBC) in 2003 with
a budget of $8 million over four years, especially to focus on resolution of business to business disputes, principally
involving retail tenancy issues.
The VSBC has been very successful. The dispute resolution process is timely, low-cost and informal. More than
4000 matters involving over $180 million in dispute have been referred to the VSBC. Over 75% of matters have
been resolved prior to or at mediation, saving Victorian small businesses millions of dollars and thousands of hours
previously wasted in disputes.
Following an evaluation of the VSBC by KPMG in 2006, funding for the VSBC was increased to $9.3 million over
four years in the 2007/08 State Budget.
KPMG’s evaluation recommended that the fee for mediation be increased on January 1 2008 from $95 to $197 per
day for each party. KPMG noted that this level of fees would still be less than comparable services around
Australia and would be consistent with the Government’s policy commitment to deliver a speedy, low cost dispute
resolution service for small businesses in Victoria.
The VSBC settled the fee at $195 per day for each party and increased payments to the contracted professional
mediators. Consistent with Government commitments, mediations under the more recent Owner-drivers and
Forestry Contractors Act 2005 have remained at $95 per day for each party.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme
1840.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover, and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — why did the ESSS fund plan assets fall from $18.5 billion in the 2007–08 Budget to
$18.36 billion at the 2007–08 Budget Update.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This reduction is largely due to an increase in the level of benefits that were expected to be paid from the ESSS
during 2007-08. This is evidenced in Note 6 (c) of the 2007-08 Budget Update (page 82) which provides a
reconciliation of total superannuation assets.

Treasurer: ministerial staff
1844.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer how many ministerial staff, in full-time equivalent terms, did the Treasurer have in
relation to all of his ministerial capacities as at 31 December 2007.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This answer does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff falls within the
budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 5 May 2009

ASSEMBLY

1407

Community services: disability services — funding
1864.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to funding for
disability organisations in 2007–08 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Which organisations were funded to provide information services.
What was the amount of funding received by each organisation to provide information services.
Which organisations were funded as peak organisations.
What was the amount of funding received by each organisation that was funded as a peak
organisation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The following agencies were funded to provide information services in 2007-08:

–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

Action On Disability Within Ethnic Communities Inc
ARBIAS Limited
Arts Access Society Inc
Association for Children With A Disability Inc
Australian Huntington’s Disease Association (Vic) Inc
Autism Victoria Inc
Better Hearing Australia (Victoria) Inc
Blind Citizens Australia
BrainLink Services Limited
Carers Association Victoria Inc
CAUS Inc. (Communication Rights Australia)
Cerebral Palsy Support Network Inc
Cystic Fibrosis Victoria Inc
Deaf Children Australia
Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc
Epilepsy Foundation of Victoria Inc
Laryngectomee Association of Victoria Inc
Motor Neurone Disease Association of Victoria Inc
Multiple Sclerosis Limited
Muscular Dystrophy Association Inc
ParaQuad Victoria
Parkinson’s Victoria Inc
Scope (Vic) Ltd
VALID-The Victorian Advocacy League For Individuals With Disability Inc
Victorian Council of Deaf People Inc
Victorian Deaf Society
– Vision Australia
– Wimmera Hearing Society Inc
– Yooralla
(2)

The amount of funding received by each organisation to provide information services in 2007-08 was:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1408

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 May 2009

$(000)
Action On Disability Within Ethnic Communities Inc
ARBIAS Limited

115.7
58.6

Arts Access Society Inc

192.5

Association for Children With A Disability Inc

181.8

Australian Huntington’s Disease Association (Vic) Inc
Autism Victoria Inc

92.5
134.9

Better Hearing Australia (Victoria) Inc

92.5

Blind Citizens Australia

46.3

BrainLink Services Limited

186.6

Carers Association Victoria Inc

15.9

CAUS Inc. (Communication Rights Australia)

92.5

Cerebral Palsy Support Network Inc

47.9

Cystic Fibrosis Victoria Inc

93.0

Deaf Children Australia

268.5

Down Syndrome Association of Victoria Inc

106.9

Epilepsy Foundation of Victoria Inc

363.9

Laryngectomee Association of Victoria Inc

4.2

Motor Neurone Disease Association of Victoria Inc
Multiple Sclerosis Limited

92.5
113.1

Muscular Dystrophy Association Inc

92.5

ParaQuad Victoria

181.2

Parkinson’s Victoria Inc

181.7

Scope (Vic) Ltd

46.3

VALID-The Victorian Advocacy League For Individuals With Disability Inc

19.1

Victorian Council of Deaf People Inc

51.3

Victorian Deaf Society

380.4

Vision Australia

1,086.9

Wimmera Hearing Society Inc

2.2

Yooralla
(3)

77.7

Organisations that were funded as peak organisations in 2007-08 are:
– BrainLink Services Limited
– National Disability Services Limited

4)

The amount of funding received by each organisation that was funded as a peak organisation in 2007-08 is:
– BrainLink Services Limited
– National Disability Services Limited
funding)

$71,750
$728,374 (this includes base funding and specific project
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Community services: disability services — national agreement
1865.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the new National
Disability Agreement to improve and expand services for people with disabilities, their families and
carers —
(1)

How much funding does the Government expect to receive from the Commonwealth Government
in —
(a) 2008–09;
(b) 2009–10;
(c) 2010–11;
(d) 2011–12; and
(e) 2012–13.

(2)

How much funding will the Government allocate in —
(a) 2008–09;
(b) 2009–10;
(c) 2010–11;
(d) 2011–12; and
(e) 2012–13.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

With reference to the new National Disability Agreement, funding from the Commonwealth Government to
improve and expand services is a matter for the Commonwealth Government to answer.

(2)

With reference to how much funding will be allocated for people with disabilities, their families and carers:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

The budget for Disability Services in 2008-09 is $1,175.5 million.
Expected expenditure in 2009-10 will be determined as part of the 2009-10 budget process.
Expected expenditure in 2010-11 will be determined as part of the 2010-11 budget process.
Expected expenditure in 2011-12 will be determined as part of the 2011-12 budget process.
Expected expenditure in 2012-13 will be determined as part of the 2012-13 budget process.

Community services: commonwealth state/territory disability agreement
1866.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the
Commonwealth State/Territory Disability Agreement —
(1)
(2)

How much funding did the Government receive from the Commonwealth Government in
2007–08.
How much funding did the Government provide in 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total revenue received from the Commonwealth Government through the Commonwealth State/Territory
Disability Agreement in 2007-08 was $167.5 million.

(2)

Expenditure on Disability Services for 2007-08 was $1,162.3 million.
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Community services: disability services — national partnership
1867.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to services for people
with disability, their families and carers — how much funding will the Government receive from the
Commonwealth Government in the form of National Partnership funding in —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

2008–09.
2009–10.
2010–11.
2011–12.
2012–13.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– At its meeting on 29 November 2008, the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) agreed that all
Commonwealth funding for Disability Services would be provided through the Disability Specific Purpose
Payment, which took effect from 1 January 2009, rather than through a combination of Specific Purpose and
National Partnership payments.
– National Partnership funding for the period is therefore:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

2008–09 - Nil
2009–10 - Nil
2010–11 - Nil
2011–12 - Nil
2012–13 - Nil

Community services: disability service providers
1868.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to s 105 of the
Disability Act 2006 which requires service providers to provide annual reports on complaints
received —
(1)
(2)

How many disability service providers provided the report in 2007–08.
How many disability service providers did not provide the report in 2007–08

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Disability Services Commissioner Annual Report 2008 provides data for 2007-2008.

(2)

The Disability Services Commissioner collects the disability service provider reports.

Community services: early intervention services funding
1869.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $1.8 million worth
of funding for improved early intervention services announced in the 2000–01 budget —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended in 2001–02.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question raised sits within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

Community services: Victorian parenting strategy
1870.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $2.05 million
worth of funding for the Victorian Parenting Strategy announced in the 2000–01 budget —
(1)
(2)

How much of the funding was expended 2000–01.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question raised sits within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

Mental health: psychogeriatric services
1871.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to psychogeriatric
services —
(1)

How much funding did psychogeriatric services receive in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2004–05;
(c) 2005–06; and
(d) 2006–07.

(2)
(3)
(4)

Which programs and services have been allocated funds in 2007–08.
What is the Government’s policy to address the growing demand for psychogeriatric services.
Have psychogeriatric services been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Victorian government provided the following levels of funding for psychogeriatric services:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

(2)

2003–04;
2004–05;
2005–06;
2006–07.

$16,121,890
$16,344,918
$16,035,597
$17,475,440

In 2007-08 $18,889,339 was allocated to the following Health Services to deliver psychogeriatric residential
services: Ballarat Health Services, Barwon Health, Bayside Health Service, Beechworth Health Service,
Bendigo Health Care Group, Colac Area Health, Eastern Health, Goulburn Valley Health, Latrobe Regional
Hospital, Lyndoch Warrnambool Inc, Melbourne Health, Peninsula Health Care Network, Sisters Of Charity
Health Service Limited, South West Health Care, Southern Health, St Vincent’s Health, St Vincent’s Hospital
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Melbourne Limited, Stawell Regional Health, West Wimmera Health Service, Western District Health
Service.
(3)

The Government will shortly release Because mental health matters: the Victorian Mental Health Reform
Strategy 2009-2019. This document will provide a new strategic direction to improve mental health care and
outcomes for all Victorians including older Victorians.

(4)

The Aged Care Ministers Ministerial Conference on Ageing endorsed the establishment of an expert
reference group to provide advice to the Ministerial Conference on Ageing on innovations in treatment and
service delivery for people with psychogeriatric disorders. Victoria will be represented on this expert
reference group.

Treasurer: ministerial staff
1872.

Mr WELLS to ask the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission for
the Treasurer — how many ministerial staff, in full-time equivalent terms, did the Treasurer have in
relation to all of his ministerial capacities as at 31 December 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This answer does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff falls within the
budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Energy and resources: Wembly Avenue, Cheltenham — power supply
1874.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to the
failure of power supply affecting houses in Wembly Avenue, Cheltenham, which lost power for over
48 hours during the heatwave in January 2009 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

What led to the failure.
Did decision making on the part of the Government, the power retailer or power distributor lead to
the failure.
What plans does the Government, the power distributor or power retailer have to avert the risk of a
further failure during the next heatwave.

ANSWER:
I am informed that as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

The outage affecting customers in Wembley Avenue was caused by the failure of a 200 Amp fuse in a
transformer due to record electricity demand and high temperatures. Information provided by Jemena, who
provides electricity distribution services for this area, indicates that the fuse failure resulted in a 16 hour
outage. It is possible that other faults on the network at the time may have affected the same customers being
without power for a longer period.

(2)

The outage was caused by the failure of a fuse.

(3)

Victoria’s privatised electricity distribution businesses own and operate the local electricity supply networks
under a regulatory framework that provides financial incentives for them to improve supply reliability and
financial penalties if supply reliability deteriorates.
In addition, under the Guaranteed Service Level payment provisions, customers are entitled to a credit on
their electricity bills if they experience more than a specified number of interruptions to supply in a calendar
year, or if they experience more than the specified number of hours.
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Jemena has advised that it has the following plans in place to reduce the number and extent of outages caused
by equipment failure. Specifically, the company:
– has an Asset Management Plan which includes mid-term upgrading of the network to sustain annual load
growth, and network load planning to upgrade networks for known loads;
– has Annual Contingency Plans for its network, in case of the failure of key network elements;
– is also upgrading distribution substations when overload conditions occur and has a response team which
identifies increased loads;
– has Emergency Management Plans including for extreme weather events such as the January heatwave which
resulted in localised overloads due to increasing installation of air-conditioners. The Plans also provide for
increased resourcing levels and a debrief to implement improvement opportunities; and
– Jemena will shortly be commencing the roll out of smart meters to all its customers, as mandated by
Government. Once installed these smart meters will provide for more detailed network information to the
electricity distributors. this information will assist the electricity distributors to plan for increases in local growth
as residential customers continue to install equipment that consumes a lot of electricity such as air conditioners,
pool pumps and plasma TV’s.

Roads and ports: Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1875.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports with reference to amber light
settings for right hand turns from Bay Road and Karen Street into Nepean Highway and from Nepean
Highway into Bay Road — what are the reasons for the disparity between evidence given by John
Andrew Farrah at the Moorabbin Justice Centre on 7 August 2008 and the Ministers letter regarding
amber time settings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The time setting for the amber phase for right hand turns at this intersection has not changed in recent years.
As advised previously, the time setting for the amber phase for right turns from Bay Road and Karen Street into the
Nepean Highway and from the Nepean Highway into Bay Road was 3 seconds. The time setting for the amber
phase for the right turn from the Nepean Highway into Karen Street is either 3 or 4.5 seconds, depending on the
traffic signal sequence.

Housing: Lilydale — tree removal
1878.

Mrs FYFFE to ask the Minister for Housing with reference to the 18 month delay in the removal of
29 trees from Gary Court, Lilydale —
(1)
(2)

What is the reason for the delay.
Has the Office of Housing fulfilled the commitment made in November 2008 to send a letter of
apology explaining the delay to the residents of Gary Court, Lilydale; if not, why not.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
1

It is acknowledged that in this instance the works were not completed in a timely manner. The original
request was made to remove over 50 trees from many different house sites in Gary Court. The local
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Housing Office initially investigated the task but found the complexity to be beyond their resources and
after consideration referred it to Head Office for specialist advice and assistance.
Housing & Community Building now has a contract in place to remove the trees and all tenants have
been informed. The work was completed on 6 March 2009.

A letter was delivered to all tenants on Friday 6 February 2009 by staff from the Ringwood housing office
apologising for the delay and if issues arise during this period tenants could feel free to contact the
Department’s Arborist for clarification.

Environment and climate change: Crown land — Ringwood
1879.

Mr SMITH (Warrandyte) to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change is the land at 272 Maroondah Highway in Ringwood designated as
Crown land.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A check of the Department’s records indicates that the land in question is not Crown land.

Roads and ports: Nepean Highway–Bay Road, Cheltenham — red-light cameras
1884.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports — with reference to red light
cameras monitoring right-hand turning traffic at the intersection of the Nepean Highway and Bay Road
and the Nepean Highway and Karen Street in Cheltenham — on 16 January 2009 — what repairs
and/or modifications were made to the red light camera, sensor or operating equipment.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
This question does not fall within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Roads and Ports.

Agriculture: Department of Primary Industries — annual budgets
1890.

Mr WALSH to ask the Minister for Agriculture what is the annual budget provided to the Department
of Primary Industries by each of the State Government, Federal Government, and other organisations
for the centres at —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)

Attwood.
Bendigo (Epsom).
Bundoora.
Ellinbank.
Frankston.
Hamilton.
Horsham.
Knoxfield.
Kyabram.
Mildura/Irymple.
Parkville.
Queenscliff.
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Rutherglen.
Snobs Creek.
Tatura.
Toolangi.
Walpeup.
Warrnambool.
Werribee Centre East.
Werribee Centre West.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
The Department of Primary Industries does not receive budget by site/ location. As a result the department does not
budget by site but rather by output, project or initiative and fund source.

Agriculture: biosciences research centre
1893.

Mr WALSH to ask the Minister for Agriculture with reference to the $180 million worth of funding for
a new biosciences research centre announced in the 2007–08 budget —
(1)
(2)

What is the current cost estimate.
What is the anticipated completion date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
The new Biosciences Research Centre is progressing through the procurement stage and the current cost estimate
for construction of the Centre, for the State, is within the $180 million funding announced in the 2007-08 budget.
In accordance with the current project schedule, it is expected that the construction of the new Biosciences
Research Centre will be completed in the fourth quarter of 2011.

Environment and climate change: Northern Pacific seastar
1894.

Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change with reference to the proliferation of the Northern Pacific seastar
(asterias amurensis) —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the most recent estimated population in Port Phillip Bay.
When was the last population assessment for Port Phillip Bay made.
Has any research funding been directed towards the assessment and eradication of the seastar; if
so, what are the details.
Have any Northern Pacific seastars been located in Western Port bay in recent years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Based on scientific surveys conducted by the Department of Primary Industries in 2003, the most recent population
estimate for Northern Pacific Seastars in Port Phillip Bay showed that it is numbered in the millions, having
declined from an estimated population of 100 million in 2001.
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There is no evidence of a population of Northern Pacific Seastar in Western Port.
The CSIRO have previously assessed that there is no existing technology or practical way to cost effectively
eliminate large established populations of Northern Pacific Seastars from Australian waters. Consequently there is
currently no Victorian research funding allocated to study Northern Pacific Seastars.

Women’s affairs: Victorian women’s register
1916.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Women’s Affairs with reference to the Victorian
Women’s Register —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many women are on the Register.
How many women have been appointed to boards as a result of the Register.
Has the funding of the Register been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As at March 2009 there are 1,820 registered members of the Victorian Women’s Register.
The Register was designed to provide a listing of board ready women for Government boards and committees. The
Register does not maintain a record of appointments to Government Boards and Committees.
The Register is funded from within the Office of Women’s Policy budget. There has been no review of the funding
arrangements for the Register since it was established.
The Brumby Government has increased the representation of women on government appointed boards and
committees–it is now at 40.4% compared to 31% in 1999-2000, and chair positions are now at 32.2% from a low of
12% in 1999-2000.

Community services: disability services — adult day services
1917.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to adult day services
for people with a disability —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How does the Department of Human Services monitor the quality of service.
How does the Department of Human Services monitor the duration of services.
Who oversees the planning and development of activities undertaken in the services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Disability service providers are required to self-assess against the Standards for Disability Services in Victoria
and annually report on self-assessment and quality management improvement activities.
Implementation of independent monitoring will occur over the three years from 2009 with all disability
service providers independently certified compliant with the Standards by 2012.

(2)

People attending Adult Day Services are able to continue to receive support for as long as they feel the
organisation is able to meet their needs. There is no specific limit to the duration of service.

(3)

Adult Day Services are required to develop support plans with individuals and their family or carer and
provide support and activities according to these plans.
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Community services: aids and equipment program
1928.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Aids and
Equipment program —
(1)

How many people were assisted through the program in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2006–07; and
(c) 2007–08.

(2)

How much was the average subsidy per person given by the program in —
(a) 2003–04;
(b) 2006–07; and
(c) 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

With reference to the Aids and Equipment program the number of people assisted through the Aids and
Equipment program for the financial year in:
(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

2003-04–24,244 people
2006-07–30,343 people
2007-08–28,139 people

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for the respective years. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance
would involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

Mental health: vulnerable youth framework
1974.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Mental Health with reference to page 65 of the
consultation paper Because mental health matters — when will the Vulnerable Youth Framework be
released.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A Vulnerable Youth Framework (VYF) Discussion Paper was developed in 2008. Public consultation about the
VYF Discussion Paper occurred in September 2008. Work is under way to incorporate appropriate feedback from
the consultation period into a finalised Vulnerable Youth Framework. This is anticipated to be released 2009.

Senior Victorians: public sector nursing homes
1975.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Senior Victorians with reference to proposals submitted to
the Department of Human Services by public sector nursing homes for additional residential places
under the Commonwealth Government’s 2008 aged care and approvals round —
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many proposals were received.
Which nursing homes submitted proposals.
How many additional beds did each nursing home that submitted a proposal apply for.
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Did the Government endorse the proposals for more nursing home beds; if so, which nursing
home beds were supported.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were no proposals received.

(2)

None.

(3)

None.

(4)

No proposals required endorsement.

Energy and resources: solar energy
1979.

Mr CRISP to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources with reference to the $100 million provision
for solar energy generation —
(1)
(2)

What is the process for interested parties to participate in accessing the provision.
When and how will the Government make a decision on the allocation of the provision.

ANSWER:
I am informed that as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

Interested parties should register their interest in the large scale solar power station project using the email
address on the website-www.dpi.vic.gov.au/largescalesolar.

(2)

A Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued on 9 April 2009 and will remain open until 25 September 2009.
Criteria against which proposals will be assessed are detailed in the RFP. An Independent Assessment Panel
will provide advice to Government on the technical and commercial merits of the proposals. It is expected
that a decision on the successful proposal will be made by late 2009.

Environment and climate change: Cobboboonee National Park and Forest Park
1981.

Dr NAPTHINE to ask the Minister for Community Development for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change —
(1)

How much money was allocated to facilitate and implement the creation of the —
(a)
(b)

(2)

Cobboboonee National Park;
Cobboboonee State Forest.

What specific projects has the funding for both the Cobboboonee National Park and State Forest
been spent on.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$3.044 million over four years and $0.607 million annually thereafter was allocated to facilitate and
implement the creation of the Cobboboonee National Park and Cobboboonee Forest Park (Cobboboonee
State Forest is taken to mean Cobboboonee Forest Park).
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To date, the funding has been spent on the establishment and management of the park. This has included the
parks’ opening, park establishment planning (including employment of a project officer), weed control, road
management, signage and preparation of an information sheet.

Roads and ports: Portland Ring Road
1983.

Dr NAPTHINE to ask the Minister for Roads and Ports —
Will a pedestrian overpass be constructed on the Portland Ring Road (Henty Highway) to replace the
current pedestrian crossing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Proposals for improvement projects are considered on a state-wide and region-wide basis with regard to the
objectives of the Government’s planning, transport and road safety strategies.

Community services: GriefLine — funding
2011.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $100,000 worth of
funding for GriefLine announced by the Premier on 24 March 2009 —
(1)
(2)
(3)

When will GriefLine receive the funding.
What was the consultation and agreement process that was carried out by the Department of
Human Services leading up to the announcement.
What guarantees has the Government provided to ensure that GriefLine receives Government
funding in future years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should be directed to the responsible minister.

Community services: GriefLine — merger
2012.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services will GriefLine be compelled to
merge with Lifeline as a condition of receiving the $100,000 worth of funding announced by the
Premier on 24 March 2009.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should be directed to the responsible minister.

Community services: GriefLine — merger
2013.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to the Department of
Human Services’ proposal to merge GriefLine with Lifeline —
(1)
(2)

Does the Minister support the Department’s proposal.
When was Lifeline consulted about the proposed merger.
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When was GriefLine consulted about the proposed merger.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should be directed to the responsible minister.

Community services: compensation payments
2014.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services how much compensation was
awarded to former wards of the State following legal claims in —
(1)
(2)
(3)

2006–07.
2007–08.
2008–09.

ANSWER:
Amounts settled are private arrangements with each claimant.

Community services: care leavers
2015.

Ms WOOLDRIDGE to ask the Minister for Community Services with reference to $7.1 million worth
of funding announced in the 2008–09 Budget to establish a service for care leavers —
(1)
(2)
(3)

When will the new service be established.
How many care leavers did the Government consult with prior to establishing the service.
How many care leavers has the Government consulted with following the announcement of the
service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Consultation is ongoing and further details about the service will be announced soon.

Community services: Casterton airstrip
2017.

Mr DELAHUNTY to ask the Minister for Health — with reference to Air Ambulance Victoria using
the Casterton airstrip —
(1)

How many times did Air Ambulance Victoria aircraft use the airstrip in —
(a) 2007; and
(b) 2008.

(2)

How many times were Air Ambulance Victoria aircrafts diverted from Casterton airstrip in —
(a) 2007; and
(b) 2008.

(3)

Were there any incidents of damage to Air Ambulance Victoria aircraft as a result of using
Casterton Airstrip in 2007 and 2008; and if so, on what dates did the damage occur and what
damage was sustained.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Air Ambulance Aircraft used the Casterton airstrip on 24 occasions in 2007 and on 20 occasions in 2008.

(2)

No air ambulance aircraft were diverted from Casterton airstrip during 2007 or 2008.

(3)

There have been no reported incidents of damage to Air Ambulance aircraft as a result of using the Casterton
airstrip in 2007 or 2008.
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