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NOTICES OF MOTION
Thursday, 27 November 2003

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 27 November 2003
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the chair at
9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr PERTON having given notice of motion:

Mr Ingram — On a point of order, Speaker, under
standing orders my understanding is that if a member is
standing to move a motion, after that motion is moved
the Speaker should call another member instead of the
same member moving consecutive motions.
The SPEAKER — Order! You can do that, but it is
quicker for the house if one member finishes their
notices of motion and then other members have ample
opportunity to raise as many motions themselves as
they would like afterwards.
Further notices of motion given.
Ms OVERINGTON having given notice of motion:

The SPEAKER — Order! The last part of that
motion is out of order.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr NARDELLA having given notice of motion:

Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Speaker, I see
that on the notice paper today there are 187 notices of
motion, and what has now been read out to the house
will now take that to well over the 200 mark, probably
heading towards 250 notices of motion. I ask, Speaker,
whether you would give consideration between now
and the next sitting of Parliament to issuing the next
edition of the notice paper in a hardcover version!
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order, but I point out to the Parliament the severe effect
on the parliamentary printing budget of all these
motions.
Further notices of motion given.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

2097

Knox: rates
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria.
The petition of residents and ratepayers who reside in the City
of Knox draws to the attention of the house that Knox City
Council has increased its rates by a stated average of 17.3 per
cent which has had the effect of increasing rates by amounts
of up to $1000, or more than 100 per cent in many cases,
causing hardship and distress to thousands of its residents and
that they have done this without proper and thorough
consultation.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria sack the Knox City Council and
institute fresh elections as soon as possible with the objective
of implementing a fairer system of rates distribution.

By Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) (555 signatures)

Taxis: multipurpose program
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria.
The petition of residents of the state of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the proposed changes to the
multipurpose taxi program will have discriminatory outcomes
for many Victorians and will especially create financial and
social hardship for rural dwellers.
Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria not introduce a financial cap to the
multipurpose taxi program and that any proposed legislation
be delayed until such time as full and proper consultation has
been held with stakeholders, including the taxi industry, to
consider other options for the efficient operation of the
program, and so that the special circumstances and needs of
the elderly and disabled in rural Victoria are fully considered.

By Dr SYKES (Benalla) (7 signatures)
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan) (381 signatures)
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) (62 signatures), and
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) (720 signatures)

Disability services: schools
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Victorian Labor state government is
threatening to reduce funds to disabled school students. This
will result in larger classes in specialist schools, a reduction in
quality programs, fewer staff and some special schools fear
they will be forced to close and students sent to local primary
and secondary schools that will also be affected by less funds.
We as residents of Victoria wish to know the reasons behind
reducing funds and services to disabled school students and
protest at the lack of consultation throughout this process.
By signing this petition you are saying ‘no cuts to the funding
of disabled students in Victoria’.

HEALTH SERVICES COMMISSIONER
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Prayer

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria maintain the current level of funding to
each student on the disability and impairments program.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (287 signatures)

Shop trading hours: reform
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Thursday, 27 November 2003
opportunity for balanced commentary in accordance
with Australian editorial standards; and
the fact that the propaganda emanates from a country
which has no freedom of press and no freedom of
expression.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (7 signatures)
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable member
for Sandringham be considered next day on motion of
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham).

The petition of the undersigned members of the Sandringham
churches draws to the attention of the house the introduced
legislation concerning the extension of trading hours to a
broad range of retail shops on Christmas Day, Good Friday,
Easter Sunday and Anzac Day.

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

Furthermore our concern is that many people who are retail
employees will be obliged to be away from their families on
these very special family days.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Bayswater be considered next day on motion of
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater).

In addition, making these special days just like any other
shopping day degrades our society and its values and would
tend to further remove opportunities for people to recognise
and nourish their spiritual lives.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable member
for Lowan be considered next day on motion of
Mr DELAHUNTY (Lowan).

Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly reject any legislation to extend trading on these
subject days.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) (13 signatures)

Vietnamese community: SBS television news

HEALTH SERVICES COMMISSIONER
Annual report
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That there be presented to the house the report of the Health
Services Commissioner for the year 2002–03.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Motion agreed to.

The petition of members of the Victorian Vietnamese
community draws to the attention of the house their serious
concerns regarding inaccurate and unbalanced reporting and
news coverage on SBS in its broadcast of VTV4 news.

Laid on table.

Prayer
The petitioners therefore request that the Bracks government
take immediate steps to redress the concerns of the Victorian
Vietnamese community regarding the SBS VTV4 news
program which include:

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Alexandra District Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03
Boort District Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03

a news segment on the relevance of Uncle Ho’s thoughts
on today’s education used for communist propaganda;

Coleraine District Health Services — Report for the year
2002–03 (three papers)

lack of balance in news coverage — that is, no mention
of the arrest of members of the Independent Buddhist
Church;

East Wimmera Health Service — Report for the year
2002–03

the failure of SBS to consult with the Vietnamese
community members in Victoria when considering
television programs for World Watch;
the failure of SBS to recognise the feelings of Victoria’s
Vietnamese refugee community which suffered
immeasurable trauma at the hands of the current regime;
the fact that propaganda from a non-free country is
being disseminated in a free country without the

Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Premier
that he had received the 2002–03 annual report of VITS
Language Link
Freedom of Information Act 1982 — Report of the
Attorney-General on the operation of the Act for the year
2002–03
Hesse Rural Health Services — Report for the year 2002–03
Inglewood and District Health Service — Report for the year
2002–03

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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Lorne Community Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03
Maldon Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03
Manangatang and District Hospital — Report for the year
2002–03
McIvor Health and Community Services — Report for the
year 2002–03
Melbourne Health — Report for the year 2002–03

2099

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — Acting Speaker,
whilst the opposition will not oppose the minister’s
motion, I note that we do not yet have a schedule for
next year’s sitting. I would ask you to raise that with the
Speaker, and I would certainly like the Government
Whip, who is now in the house, to raise that with the
Leader of the House, so that we could, as a matter of
expedition, get a copy of the proposed sittings for next
year.

Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations Notified between 1 October 2003 and
26 November 2003 — Ordered to be printed

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
I will take that up with the Speaker.

Nathalia District Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03

Motion agreed to.

Omeo District Hospital — Report for the year 2002–03 (three
papers)
Osteopaths Registration Board — Report for the year
2002–03
Otway Health and Community Services — Report for the
year 2002–03
Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 — Response of the
Minister for Agriculture on the action taken with respect to
the recommendations made by the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee’s Inquiry into Veterinary Pathology
Services
Physiotherapists Registration Board — Report for the year
2002–03
Podiatrists Registration Board — Report for the year 2002–03
Robinvale District Health Services — Report for the year
2002–03
South West Healthcare — Report for the year 2002–03
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificates in relation to Statutory Rule Nos 136, 137
Timboon and District Healthcare Service — Report for the
year 2002–03
Tweddle Child and Family Health Service — Report for the
year 2002–03 (two papers)
Victoria Grants Commission — Report for the year ended
31 August 2003
Yea and District Memorial Hospital — Report for the year
2002–03.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until a day and hour to be
fixed by the Speaker, which time of meeting shall be notified
in writing to each member of this honourable house.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Mirka Mora
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — Today I wish to
speak about the life of Mirka Mora, and I wish to say a
sentence in her good language, French: J’ai eu
l’honneur de participer la semaine dernière à la remise
de la médaille d’Officier des Arts et des Lettres à
Madame Mirka Mora par son ami Monsieur Marcel
Marceau au nom du Ministre de la Culture de France.
Acting Speaker, it was my pleasure to attend the
function which celebrated the life of Mirka Mora. She
was born in 1928 in Paris of a Jewish father, born in
Lithuania, and a Romanian mother. Mirka was arrested
on 16 July 1942 with her mother and her sisters during
the raid on the Velodrome d’Hiver, but she was
miraculously released.
At the end of the war Mirka met Georges Mora. She
attended L’Ecole d’Education par le Jeu et l’Art
Dramatique in Paris where she took the courses of
Marcel Marceau and Jean-Louis Barrault. Georges and
Mirka married in 1947. Fearing the Cold War at the end
of the 1940s, Mirka convinced Georges to migrate to
Melbourne.
Since July 1951, when Mirka and Georges arrived in
Melbourne, Mirka has embroidered the cultural fabric
of the city. They were both at the origin of the rebirth of
the Contemporary Art Society in 1953, with their
friends John and Sunday Reed, Charles and Barbara
Blackman, Barrett Reid and Laurence Hope. Mirka and
Georges also opened several restaurants, of which Café
Balzac was at the time the best restaurant in Melbourne.
Today I wish to commend Mirka Mora for the
important honour which was conferred on her by the
French government. I also place on record and

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
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recognise the work of Serge Thomann and thank
him — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Consumer Affairs Victoria: information
strategy
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — In the annual report to
Parliament of Consumer Affairs Victoria the director
claims that CAV has established new strategic priorities
in the area of information provision. The CAV’s
priority is to stifle public debate and blame the media
when things go wrong.
The government has gagged the public servants. Its
rhetoric of open and transparent government is nothing
more than a sham and a disgrace. Public servants fear
being sacked if they raise policy concerns. They have
become clones of either Marcel Marceau or David
Copperfield, with illusions and smoke and mirrors as
part of the stage show.
An internal document by the director of CAV states:
Managing communication is crucial. We need to put a
positive spin on what we do. This is an area where we have to
have close control … as it is for easy for journalists to play
havoc with undisciplined comments … It is important to
remind all staff that I as director am the only official
spokesperson for consumer affairs. The media unit should be
advised of contacts from the media.

In another article, CAV claims that:
… the Herald Sun did its sensationalist best with the TM
conference. The Hun turned it into a crackdown on dodgy
retailers — oh well, what else do you expect.

Instead of blaming media reports for this government’s
failure in key areas, senior bureaucrats should be taking
action to rectify the problems that this government has
created.

Ballarat: Lake Challenge
Ms OVERINGTON (Ballarat West) — Next
Sunday, 30 November, the inaugural Lake Challenge
will be held at Lake Wendouree. The event is a joint
venture between Access for All Abilities and Pinarc
Support Services and is part of celebrations for the
International Day of People with a Disability on
Thursday, 4 December.
It will be a great day for people, able or disabled.
Participants can go for a lap around the lake in three
styles: walk, wheel-push, or run or jog. There will be a
wheelie grand prix through the botanical gardens. Local

Thursday, 27 November 2003

musical talent, including the Mini Moaners and the
Travelling Cowboys, will provide music throughout the
day. The Bracks government provided $6000 to assist
with the planning of the challenge.
Also on Sunday will be the opening of the Liberty
Swing, a wheelchair-accessible swing at the main
playground in the gardens. I want to acknowledge the
great work of Kim Halbert-Pere, the Central Highlands
Access for All Abilities program coordinator. The
swing will fill a need for children who are children first
and disabled second to have childhood fun. Public
facilities should be for everyone, regardless of ability.
The Bracks government provided $50 000 for the
swing, with the council putting in $10 000 and the rest
coming from community organisations.
Once again, I thank everybody who has planned to put
the day together. I know we are going to have a
fantastic day. The sun will shine in Ballarat, as it
always does. Again I thank everybody involved.

Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement: funding
Mr WALSH (Swan Hill) — I want to raise my
concerns at the cuts to the education program at the
Swan Hill Pioneer Settlement. There have been
education officers at the Pioneer Settlement Museum
since it opened in 1966. Currently some 7500 students
visit the pioneer settlement every year, many schools
making it a part of their annual program. It is the large
student visitor component which helps the pioneer
settlement stay viable.
The education officers work with groups to draw
visiting schoolchildren fully into the life of the Mallee
pioneers — the dust storms, the small schools, the
writing on slates, the mouse plagues and the
copperplate handwriting. They get involved in our
heritage. The Kennett government gave these
organisations a choice of how they employed and paid
their education officers: they could keep the
government model or they could move to the direct
grants model.
An 18-month-long Bracks government review of the
grants scheme determined that the grants model was
failing. But despite this Minister Kosky is now pushing
all remaining organisations towards this model.
Currently at the pioneer settlement the department pays
salary entitlements to two teachers. If we go to the
grants model, the Swan Hill rural city is now going to
have to pick up the shortfall. It already provides
funding of something like $300 000 to keep the
museum going. Suddenly the whole pioneer settlement
program is looking very vulnerable, and if the minister
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does not change her decision, the pioneer settlement is
at risk.

Planning: urban growth boundary
amendments
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — I take this opportunity
to both congratulate and thank the Minister for
Planning on the successful establishment of the urban
growth boundary in this Parliament last Thursday.
The establishment of the boundary provides an
important leap towards certainty for my developing
community of Wyndham. Over the nearly eight years
that I have had the privilege to serve my community
there has been a massive growth in population. As most
members know who also represent growth corridors,
you are never bored being a local member in a growth
corridor.
In the City of Wyndham I know that the council and I
always feel we are playing catch-up football in terms of
keeping up with both the physical infrastructure
required by new residents and, most critically, the
human services they also require. Melbourne 2030 and
the urban growth boundary have changed that forever.
We now have a Smart Growth board which can help
our community manage the release of land so that we
have a supply of affordable land for a 15-year period.
We have a technical committee of that Smart Growth
board that will help to coordinate the provision of
services so that my community will never again have to
struggle to play catch-up football to get the services and
infrastructure that it needs.

Melbourne 2030: acting director
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The government’s
director of Melbourne 2030, Ms Cathy Wilkinson, has
recently taken maternity leave, and we wish her well. In
her absence Cr Julian Hill has been appointed as acting
director of Melbourne 2030. That presents a problem
for this government, which it should move quickly to
resolve.
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difficult for Cr Hill to be both devising policy and
sitting in judgment upon it as a councillor. Furthermore,
his interest in one council sat uneasily with his impact
on others. The government’s defence of this
appointment at the time was that Cr Hill’s role was to
be part time and short term. His remuneration was said
to reflect that situation. It seems now that Cr Hill’s
appointment was not short term. In fact, he is now
charged with the task of directing the 2030 strategy.
Julian Hill is now the full-time man at the top of the
strategy. His remuneration no doubt reflects that
change, as it should. However, the fundamental conflict
of interest alluded to last year is now greater still and
more evident.
Cr Hill may well be capable — he is certainly not
shy — but he cannot serve two masters in such an
important position. Something has to give. The
Minister for Planning should immediately invite Cr Hill
to choose. If the minister is not prepared to act to ensure
this conflict of interest does not continue, then perhaps
it should be the minister who should go.

Jack Courtney
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — I would like to pay a
tribute to a life of dedicated service to the Labor
movement and the community. On 24 November Jack
Courtney passed away at Maryborough aged 76 years.
Jack’s dedication to what he believed in should serve as
a reminder to us all of what it means to be a true
believer. Jack became interested in Labor politics on
leaving school and joined the Labor Party in 1955
amidst the split. Jack was certainly not a man just for
good times. He first started handing out how-to-vote
cards in the election that saw the defeat of the Chifley
government. He came from a staunch Labor family,
and inherited a set of values no doubt developed from
Jack’s father’s experience when he was on susso. Jack
was unwaveringly supportive of the ALP all his life,
never missing an election to give his support to. He was
presented with life membership in 1997.

Members will recall that Julian Hill was last year the
beneficiary of a controversial government appointment
as a consultant to the facilitation of the then
metropolitan strategy. Julian Hill is a councillor in the
Sandridge ward of the City of Port Phillip. He is an
Australian Labor Party member and a former staffer for
a federal Labor member.

In his life apart from politics, Jack was a beekeeper
with at times 800 hives, and those members who know
anything about beekeeping would know what an
enormous task that would be for one man. All his life
Jack was indeed very close to the land. In 1943 Jack
became an apprentice builder at Phelans in
Maryborough before taking up his career in
beekeeping.

A number of commentators observed that his original
role represented a significant conflict of interest, if not
just a job for mates. As a councillor it was deemed

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable’s time has expired.
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Consumer and tenancy services: delivery
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — The Bracks
government has embarked upon yet another cut in
services to local communities and in particular to those
depending on tenancy and consumer support services
across Victoria. The reported threatened closure of
tenancy and consumer support services will leave the
most vulnerable members of Victorian communities at
risk of losing vital services, particularly for those who
are isolated in rural areas and who may be easy targets
for those who prey on disadvantaged people.
Tenancy and consumer support groups were summoned
to a meeting in Melbourne on 13 November with the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Mr Lenders, and the
Labor member for Monash Province to be given the
bad news as to the future: the closure of all regionally
funded services to be replaced by a call centre in
Melbourne — hardly an option for disadvantaged
people without email or fax facilities, particularly when
call centre employees have no knowledge of local
issues or conditions in places like Bendigo, Mildura,
Swan Hill, Ouyen, Robinvale, Kerang et cetera.
I ask the member for Bendigo East, the Minister for
Education Services, for instance, why she is not
standing up for groups like St Luke’s Anglicare, which
offers an invaluable service in her community and
which is in the process of being dumped by her
government.

Coonara Community School and
St Bernadette’s School, The Basin:
anniversaries
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — Over the past couple
of weeks I have had the pleasure of attending
anniversary celebrations for two local schools in my
electorate — Coonara Community School at Upper
Ferntree Gully and St Bernadette’s School at The
Basin.
The honourable member for Ferntree Gully and I both
attended the 30th anniversary of the Coonara
Community School. Established in 1973, the school is
owned and operated by a non-profit cooperative society
whose members are the parents of the children
attending. Coonara is a small school of around
35 children, 3 core teachers, and sessional teachers for
specialist subject areas. Coonara is also very
innovative; it is non-graded, so the children move
through the curriculum at their own rates of
development. As a small community school Coonara
relies heavily on parent anticipation. Parents are
actively encouraged to participate in classroom

Thursday, 27 November 2003

activities, excursions, camps and social functions. In
fact for the first few years of its life the school operated
out of the homes of parents.
St Bernadette’s School celebrated its 20th anniversary.
It opened in February 1983, yet preparatory work for
the school commenced many years before that with the
purchase of land in The Basin in anticipation of the
need for a Catholic school. St Bernadette’s commenced
with 164 students and 8 full-time staff members. By
1991 this had grown to 350 students. The celebration
mass last Sunday was held in the St Bernadette’s
Community Centre which opened in April 1997.
The anniversary celebrations for Coonara and
St Bernadette’s schools are indicative of the enormous
growth in population that took place in the outer east in
those days, but also the diversity of education and
choices that local families made to establish those
schools.

Wine industry: Goulburn Valley
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I pay tribute to a
number of great wineries in the Goulburn Valley.
National Party members of Parliament and staff had a
winery bus tour Christmas break-up, organised by
Kristen Favaloro from my office, who also helped plant
many of the Dookie vines while studying at Dookie
College.
The first stop was Goulburn Valley Estate Wines in
Mooroopna, established by Rocky and Mary Scarpari,
committed Australians with a proud Italian heritage.
This state-of-the-art winery sources grapes from across
the north-east to make its fine wines.
The next stop was the Broken River Vineyards and
cellar door in Kialla. Fred and Ruth O’Keefe and their
family purchased an established 10-hectare vineyard in
Shepparton, then purchased and planted a further
10 hectares of wine grapes on the banks of the Broken
River in Kialla. We were proud to be their first
customers at their cellar door sales.
The next stop was Tallis Vineyard in Dookie. The
Tallis family are part of the rebirth of the wonderful
wines coming from the rich red volcanic soil of the
Dookie hills. Richard and Alice Tallis are following on
the fine tradition of parents, Peter and Mary Tallis.
The next stop was Gentle Annie Vineyards in Dookie.
The vineyard is named after a daughter of Irish settlers
who helped clear the red hills and plant crops and
vineyards. This vineyard is growing grapes of
outstanding quality, as shown to us by Peter McManus,
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using modern viticulture practices by viticulturist Scott
Feldtmann.
The last stop was dinner at Monichino Winery at
Katunga. The vineyard was planted in 1962 by Carlo
and Margaret Monichino. The winemaker is Terry
Monichino. The tradition is carried on by daughter,
Anna Sergi, and husband, Pat. The winery is now
known as much for fine food, thanks to Frances Sergi,
as for fine wine. All of these vineyards were affected
badly by a recent devastating hailstorm — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.

Public transport: Whittlesea
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Today I rise to speak in
support of commuters in the Whittlesea township who
have signed a petition to the Minister for Transport
which draws attention to the growing need for direct
transport to Epping, particularly for senior and disabled
patrons needing hospital services. I commend Mrs Tess
Henderson, the president of the Combined Pensioners
Association of Whittlesea, for her initiative in
organising the petition. She is a great community
person, always looking for ways her community can be
served better.
Since 1999 the Bracks government has spent around
$75 million on new and extended bus services in
Victoria. It has put on more new bus services than any
other government in the last 50 years, including many
new services in my electorate and the extension of
existing services such as the Greensborough–Humevale
bus and the soon-to-be introduced train link service
between South Morang and Epping. This commitment
will continue and bus services in outer areas will be a
priority in future public transport funding allocations.
A key action arising from Melbourne 2030 was to
develop a metropolitan bus plan. This has been done
and the bus plan will provide a comprehensive plan for
bus services throughout metropolitan Melbourne. I am
confident that the minister will continue through this
plan to support the extension of public transport in
outer suburban and rural fringe areas such as Whittlesea
township. This contrasts with the Kennett government
which privatised the rail network and cut public
transport services to Whittlesea township.

Foster care: concession card
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — The Queensland
government has put in place a foster carer card, which
is an excellent initiative. The card has the dual purpose
of assisting carers in their day-to-day fostering duties
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by providing easy identification to government
agencies and hospitals along with providing access to a
range of government concessions and business
discounts. The card provides all of that to approved
foster carers and approved relative carers as well as to
children and young people in care. In Queensland the
card is valid for three years and is reissued on
application.
One of the main purposes of the foster carer card is to
provide some assistance with the costs incurred by
carers in looking after children in protective care. This
card is a great initiative, which I urge the Bracks
government to copy. Foster carers do a marvellous job
in caring for some of our most vulnerable youngsters
and in most cases they carry out that task at
considerable cost to themselves, both physically and
financially. Their commitment is 24 hours per day on
every day the young person is in their care, and that
responsibility is in addition to all the other
responsibilities they have to their own families and
careers. They deserve our thanks.
The establishment of a foster carer card in Victoria
would be a tangible way for the government to say
thank you to carers on behalf of the Victorian
community. I urge the government to act on this
suggestion.

Narre South Lions
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — I rise to
inform the house of the successful youth sports group,
the Narre South Lions, which operates at the Strathaird
oval next to the site of the proposed Strathaird primary
school. During the football season the club participated
in the Auskick program with 111 participants. During
the summer season 50 young people participated in the
Milo cricket program, 20 in softball and 15 commenced
recently in a Friday evening under-11 cricket
competition.
The principal administration of Narre South Lions is
completed by Cr Rob Wilson, the group’s tireless
secretary, and Bob Halsall, the vice-president. A special
note must also be made of Melinda Robinson, a
fantastic all-round sportswoman who dedicates much
time and great energy to Narre South Lions. In the
10-week break between the winter season and the
summer season Melinda organised the all-sports
programs, with two sports each week being played on
Saturday mornings.
The club is also running training sessions for girls
football, with around 20 participating currently and a
larger number expressing further interest. The club is
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currently talking to Football Victoria and the
Dandenong District Junior Football League about the
potential of this interest.
Strathaird oval, where the program runs, is beside the
site for the newly announced Strathaird primary school.
Tenders for the new primary school closed at 2.00 p.m.
yesterday. I wait with interest to see the costings that I
am sure will be released in the near future.

Students: travel concessions
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — This government is
certainly anti-student, and it has shown it in many
ways, especially recently. Many students rely on public
transport to get to further education, to training or to
school. Their fares are going to be vastly increased
from next year. Not only that, the cost of concession
cards will rise by 10 per cent next year as well.
A few weeks ago the government announced that
TAFE fees would be put up by 25 per cent. The fees
will now be indexed and will go up every year from
next year. It also broke a 1999 election promise to
reduce the student concession card fee to the level of
secondary school students. The Minister for Transport
had the cheek last week to answer a dorothy dixer
during the adjournment debate, when he said students
should be grateful for the broken promise and blamed a
lack of communication for its non-acceptance. A partial
reduction in the student concession level is not what
was promised in 1999. The government should not be
discouraging students from continuing their education;
it should be encouraging them and it should reverse the
decisions it has made concerning these students.

Mooroolbark Heights Secondary College:
valedictory dinner
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — It was a great
pleasure to attend the Mooroolbark Heights Secondary
College valedictory dinner on Friday, 21 November.
The night was a huge success and I would like to thank
the principal, Geoff Flett, the head of senior school,
Sally Cheah-Johnson, and senior school coordinator,
Greg Hooke, for inviting me to participate in this event.
Six hundred and fifty guests attended the function,
which is an indication of the level of spirit at
Mooroolbark and a reflection of the commitment of the
principal, teachers, staff, school council, Parents,
Teachers and Citizens Association (PTCA) and parents.
The school community should be very proud of all
2003 graduates, and I would like to commend them on
their hard work. In particular I, along with the member
for Kilsyth, would like to congratulate the following

Thursday, 27 November 2003

students who received awards during the evening. The
recipients of the PTCA student leadership awards were
Amber Gibb, Bradley Gibbs, Nicole Roache, Bianca
Summers and Jason O’Meara; the Doug Fraser Award
recipient was Bianca Summers; the College Council
Award for Outstanding Academic Excellence recipient
was David Plant; and the Caltex All-Rounder Award
went to Amber Gibb.
I would like to congratulate the parents and guardians
of the class of 2003 for their guidance to and support of
these students. I would like to wish every graduate from
Mooroolbark Heights Secondary College every success
for the future. Congratulations and good luck.

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease:
management course
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — Last Friday I had
the very great pleasure of visiting the Greater
Dandenong Community Health Service to present
certificates to sufferers of chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease (COPD). These certificates and my
attendance marked COPD day as well as the
completion of a seven-week disease management
course. It also provided an opportunity to celebrate both
the achievements of these COPD sufferers and the
significant resource commitment made by this
government in this important area of health care.
The pulmonary rehabilitation program is one of the
many fine initiatives funded as part of the government’s
hospital admissions risk program, or HARP as it is
known. Local COPD sufferers enrolled in the course
undertake a number of exercise activities, are provided
with information on the management of their condition
and, importantly, receive support from dedicated staff
and fellow sufferers. To date 49 clients have completed
the seven-week course, with 32 of those clients now
enrolled in an important maintenance program.
I take this opportunity to congratulate the clients who
have completed the course and Greater Dandenong
Community Health Service coordinator, Sue Wright,
and her dedicated team on this important program.
COPD is a major challenge in community health and
this program, together with the HARP initiative, sees us
well placed to deal with chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease and other issues. Well done to all concerned!

Hastings: Tidy Towns award
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — The reinvigorated
Hastings region has scooped the pool again, this time as
the 2004 Victorian tidiest town, as well winning in a

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 27 November 2003

ASSEMBLY

2105

variety of state categories, and will go on to represent
Victoria in the national Tidy Town awards.

system, the IT staff responded above and beyond the
call of duty.

Full credit must be given to Cr Brian Stahl and team at
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council for their
tireless work for and commitment to the betterment of
Hastings. Credit and congratulations must also go to the
Hastings West Park Primary School principal, Brian
Forward, and his team on collecting the Proud Primary
School of Victoria award. All the students at this
fantastic school should be very proud of their
achievement.

We came very close to losing the whole system. Staff
worked around the clock from the Friday afternoon
until the Sunday afternoon to not only restore data but
also to have the system up and running again for the
following sitting week.

Full praise must also go to ranger Sean Wilmore and
the committed team at the Warringine Park estate for
justifiably collecting the Victorian ongoing project
award. Congratulations also go to the Mornington
Peninsula Shire Council in relation to the Bracks Labor
government-funded Pelican Park Recreation Centre
picking up the outstanding beautification award.
These state awards come on top of the five regional
awards which were won by the Hastings region earlier
in the year. A local newspaper headline reads ‘Poor
relation gets lucky’. Hastings certainly did get lucky
when the Bracks Labor government committed to
investing in the infrastructure and community works
that over the past four years have reinvigorated the
Hastings region. Congratulations go to all Tidy Town
winners on, again, a job well done by the Victorian
Keep Australia Beautiful Council and the premier
sponsor, Ecorecycle.

Parliament: computers
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I would like to
congratulate the staff of the IT unit on their
commitment to and expertise in restoring the IT system
on the weekend of 15 and 16 November. Members and
other users were understandably annoyed when on the
Friday afternoon without warning they lost access to
the email system. This was caused by the failure of 5
out of 20 hard disk drives in the server area networks.
The problem was compounded by the slowness and
failure of backup tapes to restore data.
I shall refrain from giving IBM the same spray I gave
Epson in a previous member’s statement, but there is
clearly a need for IBM to improve its responsiveness. I
also have concerns about relying on tapes for backup.
To the extent there is any blame to be apportioned, it
goes back to the rollout last year, as has been canvassed
extensively in the Auditor-General’s report. However,
the point of my statement this morning is to record that
while users were frustrated at the loss of the email

My congratulations and thanks go to Grant Inwood,
John Lovell and all the IT staff for their commitment to
the Parliament under very difficult circumstances.

Parliament: intern program
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — It is with much pleasure
that I inform the house that last week I received a copy
of the report by a parliamentary intern, Anna Burke.
The title of her report is Autism in the Eastern
Region — An Investigation into Experiences of
Transition for Children with Autism (0–6) years and
Their Families During Early Childhood.
Parliament’s intern program gives 50 to 60 students the
opportunity to work with a member of Parliament for
13 weeks to experience political life first hand and to
engage in serious research on a topic of interest to both
parties, supervised by an academic. Students attend
induction and research seminars, keep a journal, write a
reflective essay and submit a research report, which
after assessment is filed in the parliamentary library.
The program was started in 1990 with the University of
Melbourne and Monash University working in
partnership with the parliamentary library and has been
widely copied in other jurisdictions. It was initiated to
stimulate research in legislative studies, make
university research services available to the Parliament
and generally bring the two institutions closer together.
It gives young people an insight into what public life
and policy development is really like as opposed to the
way it is presented in the media. It also gives MPs the
opportunity to explore issues at a deeper level than time
and resources usually allow.
I was delighted yesterday to attend the awarding of the
President’s prize for the most outstanding
parliamentary intern. I congratulate Genevieve Grant,
who worked with the member for Mordialloc, on
receiving the President’s prize.

Warburton-Millgrove Football Club
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I would like to
congratulate the Warburton-Millgrove football club on
its tireless efforts to ensure the long-term success of its
club and the broader community. On Sunday I had the
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pleasure of attending a function at the club to present
certificates of appreciation and life memberships.
Prior to this function the club organised its annual
auction to raise money to support the club. Last
weekend it raised over $40 000, and people who have
previously lived in the area and have moved away
always come back for this very special occasion. People
came from Mount Gambier, Mornington and all over to
support their club and also to support the wider
community.
I have been a great supporter of the
Warburton-Millgrove football club over the past
year — the Burras, as they are affectionately known.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms LOBATO — Go the Burras!
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms LOBATO — That is how long I have been here.
I have attended many functions, and I am proud to
support the club.

Youth: credit cards
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — As we approach Christmas I
would like to warn the people of Victoria not to
overextend expenditure on their credit cards. That
fantastic plastic becomes a problem after Christmas
when the bills come in and people have to make the
payments on them. It is very important that our young
people in particular when using credit cards for the first
time do not overextend themselves to buy presents for
Christmas and when they shop overseas on the Internet,
which is now available to them.
It is very exciting for young people in particular, with
all the advertising that goes on and when they have
time off from school, to look at all the shopping
possibilities — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired. The time
allocated for members statements has now concluded.

UPPER YARRA VALLEY AND
DANDENONG RANGES REGIONAL
STRATEGY PLAN
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Planning) — I
move:
That pursuant to section 46D(1)(c) of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987, amendment no. 116 to the Upper
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Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan
be approved.

Last week after vigorous and lengthy debate both
houses of Parliament ratified amendments to
13 planning schemes around Melbourne to finalise the
protection of green wedges and settle the urban growth
boundary outside the growth areas, although I note that
the opposition in both houses opposed the package.
However, Parliament ratified it, as required by law.
Some elements of the changes to the Yarra Ranges
Planning Scheme require dual approval. Therefore I
approved amendment 116 to the Upper Yarra Valley
and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan, known
as the strategy plan. This is a consequential amendment
to ensure consistency between that strategy plan and the
urban growth boundary (UGB) now in the Yarra
Ranges planning scheme.
The house would be aware that both amendments,
though consequential and technical, require the
approval of Parliament. Amendments to the strategy
plan have always required this approval, which reflects
the status of the strategy plan in protecting this very
sensitive environmental area in the Yarra Ranges.
Of course the urban growth boundary also required
ratification. That reflects the government’s commitment
to giving the protection of the Parliament — the highest
level of protection you can offer — to the green
wedges. That is in accordance with section 46D of the
Planning and Environment Act 1987.
I should inform the house that the amendment was
initiated by the Shire of Yarra Ranges and has its full
support. This amendment does not in any way change
the urban growth boundary. It certainly does not change
the core planning provisions which the government
introduced to define appropriate and inappropriate uses
of land in our sensitive green wedges.
The purpose of the strategy plan is to provide policies
and directions to conserve the important agricultural
and environmental assets of the Upper Yarra Valley
and Dandenong Ranges region. This is the template the
government used for the parliamentary ratification of
changes to the urban growth boundary. The aim of the
government and the council is for each to be consistent
with the other.
The strategy plan has been in place since the 1980s. Its
policies were initially implemented through four
planning schemes that originally covered the region: the
Healesville, Upper Yarra, Sherbrooke and Lillydale
planning schemes. It is now the Yarra Ranges planning
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scheme, after the amalgamations by the previous
government.
A couple of urban areas are affected by these changes,
and I would like to draw the attention of the house to
those. The regional strategy plan will recognise that
three existing urban settlements — Millgrove,
Launching Place and Westbourne — are now included
within the UGB and the Yarra Ranges planning
scheme. In addition some small areas of existing urban
development around other townships are also included
in the UGB — for example, existing urban zones on the
edges of Monbulk and Healesville.
The approval of amendment 116 will not alter the
zoning or development controls of any land under the
Yarra Ranges planning scheme. The purpose of this
amendment is to recognise all existing townships and
urban areas in the shire. The amendment will not
allow — and I stress this — any new development or
subdivision beyond those already permitted by the
Yarra Ranges planning scheme. Again it is a
consequential technical amendment to bring the
strategy into line with the urban growth boundary
changes ratified by the Parliament.
Amendment 116 supports the intent of the existing
policy in the regional strategy plan. That purpose is, as I
have said, to recognise existing urban areas already
included in the urban growth boundary in the Yarra
Ranges strategy plan. It is very important that the
policies and directions of the planning scheme in the
strategy plan and in Melbourne 2030 are consistent.
The intent is for them to be consistent; we now need to
ensure technical consistency.
Together they provide a very solid package of
protection for this sensitive area. They protect the
original purpose of the strategy plan in the 1980s — to
ensure that an area that is quite sacred in terms of
agricultural value and environmental sensitivity is
looked after at the highest level.
Amendment 116 brings together the detailed expression
of the strategy plan with the agreed Melbourne 2030
policy for this very valued part of Melbourne. It
introduces a reference to Melbourne 2030 into the
strategy plan and clarifies in the township policy area
that the extent of the townships include those areas
mapped in the strategy plan or included within the
UGB in the Yarra Ranges planning scheme. It also
clarifies that in the landscape living policy area there
are a small number of areas which are urban in
character and which are quite appropriately included in
the UGB.
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I repeat that within the landscape living policy area no
new development or subdivision will result beyond
what is already permitted, as there are no consequential
amendments to zones or development and subdivision
controls in the Yarra Ranges planning scheme.
This is an important amendment. It was proposed to
bring it in with the package of planning amendments to
settle the urban growth boundary, but I received advice
that we should separate the two. Given the fuss that the
opposition made about the planning amendments last
week, I think it was the correct decision to separate
them so that the issue of the highest level of protection
for the Yarra Ranges is made very clear and can be
dealt with separately.
This is an important but consequential and technical
amendment. It completes the technical process, if you
like. I thank the Department of Sustainability and
Environment for the very detailed work it has done on
the planning amendments, pulling them together and,
most particularly, allowing the government to deliver a
historic package of protections for the green wedges.
We now have legislated — that is the highest level of
protection you can give anything — to protect the green
wedges. We have introduced the core planning
provisions to define appropriate and inappropriate uses
in those delicate areas. We have now introduced two
new zones — the green wedge zone and the rural
conservation zone. We have prohibited, through
changes to the core planning provisions, small lot
excisions, which all had agreed were totally
inappropriate in green wedge areas. But there had been
at least one council going against the spirit of that
agreement; that will now no longer be possible.
In settling the urban growth boundary we have also
agreed — and we are the only Australian city to do
this — to have a guaranteed 15-year ongoing supply of
land. In the context of the debate, prompted largely by
the federal government’s inquiry into housing
affordability through the Productivity Commission,
there has been much debate about land supply. I repeat:
we are the only Australian city to have a guaranteed
15-year supply.
This also means an end to ad hoc decision making and
an end to the ad hoc sprawl from the edges of
Melbourne, where often the subdivisions arrived before
the services were much thought about. In the long term
this will allow us to manage a population increase. If
the projections are right, and it certainly seems they are
spot-on, Melbourne will enjoy both the challenges and
the opportunities of having up to an extra million
people over the next 30 years. That is another Adelaide;
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that is several Canberras. The quantum of the
population growth should not be underestimated, and
an intelligent and consultative government has now
planned to manage that growth for the future in a way
that protects our green wedges but does not constrain in
any way land supply around Melbourne.
Judging by the year-long consultation the government
has conducted with councils, organisations, individuals
and citizens generally, I think there has been a positive
engagement in the process of Melbourne 2030. There
have been 1500 separate submissions, including
500 submissions on the urban growth boundary, but
unfortunately not one submission from the opposition.
This has now become something of an embarrassment.
When I regularly meet with stakeholders — from the
Property Council of Australia and the Housing Industry
Association of Australia to the Victorian Council of
Social Service and Save our Suburbs — the call is,
‘When will there be bipartisan support for the principles
and key directions of Melbourne 2030?’.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The member for Warrandyte
interjects. The difference is that the opposition did not
have a plan.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — It did not have a plan. The
Labor Party supported the concept of the green wedges,
Acting Speaker, as you probably would recall.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The member for Warrandyte
is severely embarrassed by this, because his party, last
Thursday, voted against the package protecting the
green wedges. I notice that the member for Warrandyte
was so embarrassed that he did not even attempt to
vote.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Warrandyte will cease
interjecting across the table.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The member for Warrandyte
was obviously uncomfortable about his party’s voting
against the finalisation of the package of green wedges
and abstained, scurrying away from the Parliament. I
have checked Hansard, and the member for
Warrandyte is not listed at all as either voting for the
package of protections or voting against it. On the green
wedges I think he is trying to sit on a barbed wire
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fence! He is not actually declaring to the public what he
supports. I think the green wedge coalition understands
the ambiguity and the difficulty of his position.
However, in order to give courage to the opposition to
come forward and respond to the call by the key players
in Melbourne 2030 to give bipartisan support to this
long-term planning vision, I point out that it has been
very heartening for the government — although for the
opposition it has probably been galling — to see the
response in the local newspapers to the package
protecting and settling the urban growth boundary.
The Berwick News had the headline ‘New boundaries
protect foothills’ — again, very supportive. On the front
page of the Diamond Valley Leader is the headline
‘Wedged into place’, with a photograph of a couple of
Labor members and a large group of green wedge
coalitionists. I think they are toasting the green wedge
protection package in champagne, but it might be
orange juice — it is hard to tell in a black-and-white
clip. Certainly they are very supportive of this package.
It goes on past the first page with another heading
‘Green areas saved from development’ and another
beautiful photograph. In fact, this time the member for
Eltham is photographed with the president of the Green
Wedge Protection Group, Kahn Franke. Certainly the
Diamond Valley is very pleased that the Parliament
passed these planning amendments.
Further around the edges of this great metropolitan city
there is a nice big headline in the Sunbury Telegraph:
‘Boundary change for urban/industry growth but …
wedges safe’, which I think sums up precisely the fact
that we have got the balance right. We have made
boundary adjustments to ensure that we will not
constrain the supply of land and to guarantee our
commitment to 15 years of ongoing supply. To ensure
we do not lose our competitive advantage in any
industries we have provided further growth potential for
the industry areas, particularly around Hume and
Dandenong.
The Springvale Dandenong Leader devoted several
pages of reporting to these historic changes. I will not
read through all the copy, but the headlines are very
encouraging and supportive. The Springvale Dandenong
Leader has the headline ‘Mapping out city’s
expansion — growth boundary sets limits for future’.
The article states:
Historic legislation introduced in state Parliament last
Tuesday has set guidelines for the future of urban growth
across Melbourne.

It goes on to talk about the detail of that and about the
consultation process. It is interesting that most of the
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suburban newspapers, and indeed the metropolitan
newspapers, are keenly aware of the detailed and
laborious consultation that we and the department did.
The Springvale Dandenong Leader notes that there
were more than 500 submissions on the urban growth
boundary, with a lot of detail and rigour — but again
there was not a word, not a syllable, not a note from the
opposition on this critical matter of planning for
Melbourne’s future over the next 30 years.
Again in the Springvale Dandenong Leader is the
headline ‘City nod to reviewed vision’. It is interesting
to see the ‘vision’ word come up, because this is not
about short-term politics, it is clearly about a long-term
plan for the future of our city. In the past all parties,
both in government and in opposition, have done the
hard work — I guess that is the difference — to make
sure that this is a vision that can be signed up to and
supported so that everyone has a sense of clarity about
what the future might hold.
The City of Greater Dandenong is reported in the article
as having:
… welcomed the state government’s changes to the urban
growth boundary.

It is also reported as saying that:
It will bring benefits to the entire community.

The Brimbank Star has a terrific and very supportive
summary under the headline ‘Growth plans allow for
green wedges — urban strategy satisfies a range of
interests’. That is quite significant, because as we all
know planning is about balance, and there are often
competing interests that have to be managed for the
long-term benefit of the whole community. I think the
Brimbank Star has pretty well got it right — ‘Urban
strategy satisfies a range of interests’.
This newspaper quotes the Oliver Hume Real Estate
Group, which was quite effusive in its support for this
combined package. The real estate group is Australia’s
leading residential project marketer and does a lot of
business here in Melbourne.
Oliver Hume’s managing director, Mr Michael Duster,
said:
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Mr Duster commended the government for
implementing what he believed had evolved to become
a logical and well-planned land management strategy
for Melbourne’s outer growth corridors.
Again we hear the word ‘consultation’ and the word
‘involvement’. What we heard from the opposition last
week was constant bleating about the fact that they did
not know what was going on. They must have been
asleep — the shadow minister must have been paddling
under water for 12 months because everybody else in
Melbourne and beyond has been exercised and indeed
involved in discussions about Melbourne 2030.
The headline in the Mordialloc Chelsea Leader — we
are doing a nice little circumnavigation of the
Melbourne area — is also a good one: ‘Wedge policy
puts brakes on sprawling burbs’. In colloquial terms
that is not a bad summary of the work the government
has been doing for the last 12 months. Again this
newspaper makes the point that more than
500 submissions were received on the interim urban
growth boundary but not one word, not one syllable,
not one line and not one issue was raised by or for the
opposition.
It is quite tragic that the newspapers are noticing this
fact — and the stakeholders are certainly noticing it. It
is becoming a big issue — an opposition that is being
seen as without ideas, and even more damaging, as
being lazy. If you do not do the hard work you do not
produce the goods.
The Mordialloc Chelsea Leader also calls for laws to
curb the urban sprawl in another terrific headline. Right
around the metropolitan area we have what I think are
herograms for what is a very good change to the urban
growth boundary and a fantastic package to protect
green wedges. I know it is an embarrassment for the
opposition — or it should be an embarrassment. The
green wedges groups know that the member for
Warrandyte speaks with a forked tongue. He says he
supports them, but he has not convinced his party to
come out and support the green wedges. That is a great
shame and a great embarrassment.

… it was rewarding to see details of a settled boundary after
much consultation and involvement …

Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I take offence at being described as somebody
with a forked tongue, and I ask the minister to
withdraw.

Oliver Hume has worked in close consultation with the
minister, the Labor government and key stakeholders to
provide real-life, current data to aid the finetuning of the
Melbourne 2030 strategy …

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Warrandyte has asked the
minister to withdraw a remark.
Ms DELAHUNTY — I withdraw.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The minister has withdrawn.
Ms DELAHUNTY — We do have some sensitivity
on the other side. I issue an invitation to the opposition
to sit down with us so that we can explain what the
marvellous vision of Melbourne 2030 is all about. We
have given the opposition more than 12 months, and we
have given it endless invitations. If opposition members
do not want to listen to the government, they should
listen to the stakeholders. It is becoming an
embarrassing issue. I am very tired of stakeholders
asking me when the opposition will give some sort of
consideration and thought to supporting at least the key
directions. We can argue about the detail, and that is the
nature of the implementation, but there is now a
detailed scaffolding of implementation in place that is
operational and working.
The high-level reference group of all key stakeholders
from the Housing Industry Association — and I noticed
many members of the opposition were at the awards
last week — is saying to us, ‘When is this opposition
going to understand the challenges around planning,
and particularly around managing future population
growth?’. I am saying to them, ‘Do not talk to us; if you
can find any shadow minister who is not on strike
against their own leader try to get an appointment to
talk about the future of Melbourne’.
The Age editorial of 21 November is very heartening
with its headline ‘Green blueprint for growing city’. I
guess that sums it up beautifully. That is a wonderful
editorial headline from the Age. The editorial states:
The urban growth boundary sensibly allows new growth
while protecting green areas.

The editorial goes on to show a very detailed
understanding of the philosophy, principles, policy and
practical application of Melbourne 2030. I will not
embarrass the opposition by reading it — I might
actually, I jolly well might! What I will do is quote the
words with which the Age concluded its editorial:
If we wish to keep our city vibrant, green and livable, careful
planning is necessary. Politicians are often accused of
short-term thinking. The latest initiatives are a welcome
attempt to accommodate a longer view.

I think the Age is saying that the Bracks government
can make the hard decisions. It can work with the
stakeholders, all of them, whatever their perspective.
We will do the hard work. It shows that the Bracks
government has the courage to make the hard decisions.
Of course we do not scurry away from the hard
decisions, unlike the member for Warrandyte, who
could not even convince his party to vote for this
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package. I do hope he is going to convince his party to
vote for this technical amendment on the Upper Yarra
Ranges.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — The member for Warrandyte
interjects. We thought he would probably get to this.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — I was proposing to bring this
in last week, but there was some advice that said that
the opposition probably will not be able to manage the
package they have in front of them. It said, ‘Do not
confuse them’.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Make up your mind. The
member for Warrandyte is changing his tune. The fact
of the matter is that we have tried to make it easy for
the opposition — we have tried to spell it out, we have
tried to give it all the briefings in the world, we are
trying to give it some assistance.
We have here a consequential technical amendment,
and the government would assume that following the
embarrassment of last week when the opposition voted
against protection for the green wedges, voted against
settling the urban growth boundary, voted against
clarity and certainty — —
Mr Honeywood interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Warrandyte will cease
interjecting across the table and will address his
remarks through the Chair.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Empty vessels make the
most noise, I am afraid.
So we are now giving the opposition a chance to make
amends and do what it says it will do in supporting our
vitally sensitive agricultural and environmental land.
This is an opportunity for the opposition to, in a way,
quietly apologise for the embarrassment of last week
and to now say that it is on board with the rest of
Victoria which wants to see Melbourne 2030,
particularly the green wedge package of protection,
supported and saluted. It also wants to see the Smart
Growth committees functioning and being supported in
this rigorous analysis of our ongoing needs.
The rest of the community is supportive of the
government’s plan and vision. The member for
Warrandyte is embarrassed. He has scurried off. He
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would not vote with his party last week, and he
probably will not vote for this, yet he goes out and
speaks to the green groups in his area of Warrandyte
and says, ‘Oh, yes, the Liberal Party supports the green
wedges’. Nothing could be further from the truth. In
politics you get caught out if you are trying to play both
sides.
An Honourable Member — He’s got a forked
tongue.
Ms DELAHUNTY — He has, unfortunately. He
has a real problem with his tongue.
Acting Speaker, this is a consequential technical
amendment. I hope the opposition can see its way
forward to support this. This is a strategy plan that has
been in operation since the 1980s. We have brought
changes — very few changes, in fact — to the Yarra
Ranges strategy plan to the Parliament. This is about
ensuring that it is consistent. It was requested and
supported by the council, and it is clearly supported by
the government.
In commending the motion to the house I acknowledge
again the marvellous work done by the officers from
the Department of Sustainability and Environment, a
couple of whom are with us in the gallery today. They
have given long hours of extraordinary work, making
detailed and rigorous assessments of these planning
amendments. My office staff too have worked long
hours, particularly with stakeholders and members of
Parliament. In commending the motion to the house I
would like to thank the members on this side who have
shown extraordinary interest and dedication to the
detail of these planning scheme amendments.
Ms Green interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — And on the other side of the
house, I thank the member for Yan Yean, who, on the
front page of her local newspaper, is justly rewarded for
the detailed work that she and others in our caucus have
done. This government’s members know the
importance of Melbourne 2030 and are prepared to do
the work. Unfortunately the Liberal Party is known
right around this state as a party without ideas. Most of
its shadow ministers are on strike, but I hope we can
overcome that. I commend the motion to the house.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — Here we go again!
What a remarkable exercise in the minister’s spin,
covering up a fundamental sloppiness on behalf of the
minister and the government. Here we go again with
another change to the planning system at short notice,
requiring ratification by the Parliament without public
exhibition or notice. It is just like last week when, as the
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minister reminded us, we had 150 planning scheme
amendments across 13 planning schemes, some with
controversial changes to the urban growth boundary, all
requiring ratification under the government’s own
green wedge changes to the Environment Planning Act.
Those ratification processes were designed for
maximum scrutiny, but instead they were rammed
through the Parliament in just 48 hours, compressed
into one motion with no public exhibition.
Where does the Liberal Party stand on that exercise?
We said at the time, as we have said consistently, we
support green wedge protection, but we oppose the
process which was used last week to introduce those
changes without public notice or exhibition. We said
that it set an ugly precedent and we were ridiculed by
government members attempting to cover up that
inadequate process last week. Lies were told to the
Parliament by government members. I was interested to
see on Friday that we were supported by the Property
Council of Victoria which put out a release on Friday
afternoon stating we were absolutely correct in what we
were saying about the ills of the process perpetrated last
week by the government.
Did the government learn anything? It is extraordinary,
but it did not, because here we go again! As I said, now
we have a motion introduced without public exhibition,
a notice requiring ratification and seeking an
amendment to the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong
Ranges Regional Planning Scheme. Let me simply
refer to it as the regional planning scheme. That seeks a
change under part 3A of the Planning Environment Act,
sections 46A to 46G, and it is being done without
public exhibition or notice, and it is being rammed
through the house yet again.
I note with interest that no notice was given to the
council about this motion going through. I suspect the
council understands what is happening here, but the
minister herself said, in item 12 on page 2 of her
statement entitled ‘Reasons for decision to exercise
power of intervention’:
I have not consulted with the Yarra Ranges Shire Council on
this matter.

That is a quote. The minister had not consulted with the
Yarra Ranges Shire Council on this matter. However,
having spoken to the council I think it understands at
least what is happening.
Last week’s precedent is now back in front of us after
just a few days. That is extraordinary. Not only is this
precedent now being used to ram this change through
the Parliament, but the minister has had to exercise her
powers of intervention to do so. The reasons she gives
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in her statement accompanying the use of the
intervention powers are simply dodgy; I will refer to
those in a moment. But why is this happening? It is
happening not because of all the precious and fine
words the minister has just uttered, but because the
government got it wrong. It is seeking here to clean up
the mess it left last week. It would appear from the
presentation of this motion that what was done last
week may have been unlawful in terms of the Planning
and Environment Act.
What is happening here? The minister has used her
intervention powers without consulting the Shire of
Yarra Ranges, the affected council, to amend the
regional strategy plan, making a unilateral change to
add township boundaries and references to the urban
growth boundary and specifically mentioning Wesburn,
Launching Place, Millgrove and Healesville. I was
interested to note that the minister also mentioned
Monbulk, which is not mentioned in the note
accompanying amendment 116 or in the references to
be included in the regional strategy plan. Nor was it
included in references given to the opposition in the
briefing this week.
The history of the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong
Ranges Regional Strategy Plan is an interesting and
long one. As the minister said, it has been established
for the last 20 years and is designed to protect what we
all regard as a precious and important part of
Melbourne. Since the mid-1990s it has been aligned in
its coverage with the Shire of Yarra Ranges. The
previous government introduced an amendment
requiring, as parliamentary protection, the ratification
of any changes to the regional planning scheme. There
have been several changes over the years, and many
times when in opposition members of the Labor Party
railed against some of them. That was seen to be
somewhat churlish at the time; nevertheless the current
government had a different view of the changes when it
was in opposition.
I was advised on Monday afternoon that the
government would be introducing this motion, and a
briefing was arranged on Tuesday. What was
interesting about the briefing was the degree of
uncertainty expressed by the advisers present. I thank
the ministerial adviser, Rebecca Falkingham, who has
made a considerable effort to provide information. But I
note that some specific information that I sought has
not been provided, and I will come to that in a minute.
I understand that the National Party will move a
reasoned amendment. I will not go into that, but the
reality is that I can understand why the National Party
will do it. This is a fairly complex issue, and the
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technical rationale for it is also complex. Members of
the National Party, along with the community, have at
best had only two days notice of that material. I may
understand what is happening here, but perhaps that is
not as significant as ensuring that the public
understands. I am not convinced that others either know
or understand. Even at the briefing we received there
was a degree of uncertainty about exactly what was
happening, which perhaps betrayed the rush with which
this is being done. In saying that, the opposition will be
supporting the reasoned amendment to be moved by the
National Party.
In looking at the land in the Yarra Ranges shire affected
by the regional strategy plan, one can see effectively
two streams of action flowing from any change to its
use. One is provided by the green wedge land clauses of
the Planning and Environment Act, which require
ratification for effectively any subdivision changes to
that land. Secondly, the regional strategy plan requires
ratification by Parliament of any change.
The effect of last week’s amendment was to complicate
some of the understandings of that process. The reality
is that last week the urban growth boundary was
applied to a number of areas to which it had not
previously applied, including a number of townships.
As a consequence of that, as I mentioned in my
contribution last week, those townships have been
removed from the status of green wedge land and de
facto are now regarded as urban land. Having been
removed from green wedge land status, they are also
removed from the requirement for any change within
the urban growth boundary around those townships to
be ratified by the Parliament under the green wedge
land protection ratification provisions. However, they
will still require ratification in the event that an
amendment to the regional strategy plan is required by
any changes inside those townships.
For land outside those urban growth boundary areas a
double ratification is required under both the green
wedge land provisions and the regional strategy plan
provisions. This was a point I raised last week in my
contribution, and the minister at the table at the time
chose to continually interject and ridicule the
suggestion.
Mr Hulls — Your suggestion? Did I ridicule it?
Mr BAILLIEU — Not the minister sitting at the
table now, the learned Attorney-General, but the
Minister for Planning, who chose to ridicule that
suggestion. The reality is that I was correct, and that
was confirmed somewhat reluctantly at the briefing
since then.
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That creates a situation where significant differences
are possible. The problem for the government is that it
has the process referred to in the motion about the
change to the regional strategy plan entirely wrong, just
as it got the process wrong last week. There are actually
errors in the documents accompanying the motion, and
they betray the rush with which the documents have
been prepared — and as I said, the approach has also
been wrong.
I go to the fundamental error the government has made.
The requirement for ratification under the provisions of
the regional strategy plan stems from section 46F of the
Planning and Environment Act, which says:
Despite anything to the contrary in this Act, the Minister must
not approve an amendment to a planning scheme under
section 35 in relation to the region if the amendment is
inconsistent with the approved regional strategy plan.

In other words, the regional strategy plan must come
first. What we had last week was quite the contrary: the
minister actually approved an amendment to the
planning scheme for the Yarra Ranges shire which was
inconsistent with the regional strategy plan, in direct
contravention of the requirements of the act. The
government got its sequence wrong.
I noted with some irony that the Minister for Planning
just now referred to this as a consequential technical
amendment. To some degree it is — but the
consequence is around the wrong way! I am sure that in
her mind the minister is acutely aware that the
government has got this wrong. Indeed, if there were to
be a consequential amendment of this sort, one would
imagine that the minister might have mentioned it last
week in her contribution — but no, there was no
mention of it. Again, in amendment C36 to the Yarra
Ranges planning scheme, which was ratified by the
Parliament last week, there was no mention of the
regional strategy plan nor to any change required to it.
Arguably, as I said, technically what was done last
week might have been considered unlawful in the sense
that the minister approved something which she was
not at liberty to approve because of the inconsistency.
There are a number of other errors in the documentation
which I want to draw attention to and which give rise to
yet more evidence that this process has been rushed and
is simply an exercise in the government trying to spin
itself out of a stuff-up of its own making. The
explanatory report on amendment 116 includes on
page 1 the following:
Section 46D of the Planning and Environment Act 1987
requires that the Minister for Planning cannot approve an
amendment that is inconsistent with the RSP.
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That is simply wrong. That is not the right section at all;
it is actually section 46F. Again, this is just an exercise
in sloppiness. As I said, the sequence under section 46
is wrong.
In addition, the use under section 20(4) of the Planning
and Environment Act of the intervention power is
described in the accompanying document to this
amendment, headed ‘Reasons for decision to exercise
power of intervention’. The last sentence in item 5
under ‘Request for intervention’ is:
Section 20(4) can therefore operate to expedite that
amendment.

Why would this need to be expedited, other than that
the reality is that the government got it wrong in the
first place and needs to correct the blunder? Further on
the reasons for intervention, the first dot point in
item 12 on the second page of the accompanying
statement of the reasons for the decision is:
The matter is of genuine regional significance …

That is one of the reasons provided in the act for
intervention. Honourable members should note that the
minister intervened and has not consulted the Yarra
Ranges Shire Council in bringing this amendment
forward, and that is all there in the documentation.
So yes, this is of genuine regional significance in the
sense that it affects the region, but given that the
minister has just told us it is only a consequential
amendment, it can hardly be of general regional
significance to have a consequential amendment
requiring intervention. If that is to become the standard
for interventions in the future, then again we are setting
an unfortunate precedent for the probity of process in
the planning system.
Further in the explanatory note accompanying this
statement, the minister refers to the Yarra Ranges Shire
Council, noting the need to maintain consistency.
Item 12 of the intervention statement states:
… in its submission on the UGB —

the Yarra Ranges Shire Council —
has noted the need for this amendment so as to maintain
consistency between the RSP —

regional strategy plan —
and the Yarra Ranges planning scheme.

No, that is not what the Shire of Yarra Ranges said in
its submission to the UGB. Yes, it noted the need to
include additional townships in the notion of the urban
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growth boundary, but it never raised the issue of
consistency, because in its view the regional strategy
plan comes first. Again it is just another instance where
sloppiness on behalf of the government has come to the
fore and betrayed the reality of the situation here.
The minister also says, somewhat remarkably, in
item 14 of the intervention statement, the last dot point:
Melbourne 2030 is the principal strategic policy of the
government for the metropolitan region and consistency with
the RSP … is desirable.

It is not a question of being desirable; it is actually
required by the law. It is not lawful for the minister to
approve an amendment which is not consistent. There
is not an option about it being the minister taking action
which is inconsistent; she has to comply with the law.
Interestingly, when I was provided with information by
the government on this matter, there was a suggestion
by the adviser that various provisions of the regional
planning scheme ensure that provisions of the Yarra
Ranges planning scheming are never inconsistent with
the regional planning scheme. That is wrong. They may
be inconsistent. All the planning scheme does is ensure
that there is a notion of priority and the priority is given,
we are told, to the regional strategy plan. So even the
advisers are not sure how this works. It is not a question
of squashing the inconsistency. The inconsistency can
be established by others, and that is a matter of
judgment. The reality is the minister must not approve
an amendment which is inconsistent.
At the briefing we received, as I mentioned earlier,
there was substantial uncertainty on a range of
information, again betraying the rush with which this
was done. There was a shortage of information
provided. I specifically asked for the dates of the
approvals, when these matters were signed off by the
minister. I have asked, I think three or four times, and a
lot of other information has been provided, but the
detailed dates of those approvals have not been
provided, which again can only lead to the conclusion
that this was a rushed process.
In addition, when we were discussing the townships of
Millgrove, Wesburn, Launching Place and Healesville,
and the insertion of those townships into the regional
strategy plan as townships, there was uncertainty
amongst the advisers as to what parts of those
townships were to be included and what had been left
out in the previous incarnation of the regional strategy
plan. When I raised the matter of whether there had
been a lessening of the protection by the removal of
ratification powers from those townships, the advisers
were under the belief that that was not so. I think by the
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end of the briefing we had revised that, but there was
certainly a degree of uncertainty.
We are told that the regional strategy plan is not
available on the Web, and in fact that the base maps
accompanying the regional strategy plan have been
destroyed. That is not the fault of the advisers, but the
reality is there is a degree of uncertainty about the
alignment of maps, and I have since been provided with
some maps which give some indication of the
townships; but certainly the correlation with the urban
growth boundary provisions that were approved last
week is not an easy thing to do on those maps with the
material provided last week.
I note again that the township of Monbulk was not
mentioned, although the minister mentioned it in her
contribution today. It was not mentioned in the briefing,
nor was it mentioned in the documents
accompanying — again an exercise in some
uncertainty.
There was uncertainty about which of the two options
the community has to consider — the regional strategy
plan or the Yarra Ranges planning scheme itself — has
priority in the event of inconsistency. We were told one
thing at the briefing, but otherwise in information since
provided. As I said before, there was uncertainty about
whether the ratification provisions applying to land
inside the urban growth boundary still applied to those
townships.
So there is some uncertainty attached to this, and whilst
the minister can stand up here and say that this is
consequential and technical, it is for others to
understand and have faith in the system, and the
process adopted here cannot lead you to thinking that
that is the case. I may understand what is going on here;
perhaps the shire does too. But by the minister’s own
admission in the documents accompanying, she has not
consulted the shire. I suspect it understands what is
going on, but the reality is that the government made a
blue, and this motion is before the chamber because it is
trying to fix it — and fix it in a hurry — to minimise
the scrutiny of the blue and minimise the opportunities
for others to be acquainted with the blue.
I suspect the net result will be, to the extent that I
understand this, that there will be no real material
difference in expectations or likely outcomes other than
those that were provided by the government last week.
But it is for others to have the opportunity to reach that
conclusion, and I think the process adopted here is
again an unfortunate precedent and simply reflects the
most unfortunate precedent established last week. The
minister, again on her feet, has referred to the urban
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growth boundary as final and settled, and I think in
conversations in the media the concrete nature of the
urban growth boundary has been exhorted, but nothing
could be further from the truth.
It is not final — it is not settled — and the minister has
anticipated changes in the processes which are set out
before the community with the Smart Growth
committees, and with the withholding of
154 submissions for further consideration for further
changes. The changes that were made in some areas
were particularly controversial, and the minister can do
as much standing on her feet and quoting orchestrated
articles as she likes — the spin is orchestrated. No
better example of that was the spin offered by the
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development report which was actually authored by
former staffers, I understand, of the Department of
Infrastructure, guided clearly by the department, and
without consultation with anybody else.
As I said, the concerns we expressed last week about
the process undertaken last week with the ratification
procedures have been endorsed by the Property
Council — our concerns for their material value rather
than any spin the government might have put on them.
Those who have looked at them will certainly come to
the conclusion that what was done last week was an
unfortunate and dangerous precedent, and is to be
hoped it does not occur again.
Sadly, it is not only occurring again, it is occurring
again within a week. The particular changes, as I have
said, may not lead to any material difference from the
expectations generated by last week, but the precedent
and the process are to be deplored; and the
government’s sloppiness in admitting so many errors
into its own documentation and the uncertainty of the
department, and indeed of the minister, who did not
even understand these things last week when the
opposition raised them, are also to be deplored.
The opposition will support the National Party’s
foreshadowed reasoned amendment. However, I state
again that we support Melbourne’s green wedges and
their protection. We look to the government to resource
their protection rather than simply embarking on
continuous exercises in spin and not actually engaging
in a substantial upgrade of green wedge land where it is
required and providing the sorts of incentives in which
land-holders will need to participate in that upgrade.
We look to the government to actually bring the
community with it rather than simply pushing and
spinning the community into an exercise where people
are required to believe whatever the minister says
regardless, and particularly regardless of the deplorable
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processes with which this government has undertaken
this exercise.
Again today we have had the minister on her feet
talking about the so-called consultation process which
led to the changes last week. There was no consultation
process. The amendments introduced last week had not
been seen by the community at all. There was no
exhibition of those amendments; there was no
consultation on those amendments. The consultation
that the minister continues to refer to and invite the
community to consider as the consultation involving
the amendments was actually consultation on the
original urban growth boundary — and 12 months later
a significant slab of changes were introduced.
As I said last week, I fear the precedent established for
the process last week will now be used to introduce
changes at intervals which I imagine will probably
align themselves with an electoral cycle. The electoral
cycles now are shifting two-year elements, both
municipal and state. It will be interesting to see how the
government proposes to deal with amendments
suggested by the so-called Smart Growth committees. It
will be interesting to see whether those amendments
actually provide the opportunity for the public not only
to make a submission but to see the submissions that
others make, in the same way as any submission on
planning scheme amendments made to panels are able
to be viewed now. If we are going to have a transparent
process with which everyone can feel comfortable, it
needs to be in the public arena so that all submissions
can be provided.
Again last week, when the minister was on her feet she
told Parliament that submissions had been on the
government web site in regard to the original urban
growth boundary. That is simply not true; this is a
falsehood perpetrated by the minister constantly. There
are no submissions available on the government web
site, just a list of some — and only some —
organisations that made a submission. You simply have
to ask the question: why the secrecy? Why couldn’t this
have been done in the same way as submissions made
to panels in regard to planning scheme amendments are
handled — they are always released?
It is sad that the government has chosen to do this in
this way. Again we are covering up sloppiness on
behalf of the government, which in its arrogance last
week said we were wrong in what we were saying.
Indeed, what we were saying has come around to bite
the government, and it has been forced to introduce this
in a rush to cover up its own blues. The Property
Council of Australia said we were right last week. We
are right again today.
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Mr Hulls — Come on: 2 minutes — jazz it up!
Mr BAILLIEU — The Attorney-General would
love this to be jazzed up. We can jazz it up all he likes,
but the reality is that the government has stuffed this
one up. It stuffed it up last week, and that is to be
deplored. If this government is to continue to handle
planning scheme amendments and regional strategy
plan amendments in this way, it will find it very
difficult to win the confidence of the people and of the
opposition.
Mrs POWELL (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on
behalf of the National Party on the motion by the
Minister for Planning seeking approval of
amendment 116 to the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words ‘this house refuses to
approve amendment 116 to the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan tabled in this
house on 25 November 2003 until the amendment has been
placed on public exhibition for a minimum period of four
weeks and all affected communities have been notified of the
proposed changes and provided with an opportunity to
comment’.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
I advise all speakers that they will be speaking to the
motion and to the amendment.
Mrs POWELL — If this amendment is not
supported by the house the National Party will oppose
the motion moved by the minister. We have a number
of reasons why we have some very grave concerns
about this motion. The shadow Minister for Planning
has already alluded to a number of them. One of the
reasons is the lack of time to confidently approve this
motion. We were debating a motion last week on
13 amendments that came through the house. We
opposed that on the very same grounds — that we do
not believe the amendments were exhibited and that
people did not have an opportunity to look at them.
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exhibited; an exemption from section 18 means that the
amendments do not have to be made available; and an
exemption from section 19 actually means that they do
not have to be given notice of. I guess the National
Party has to ask why? If it is needed, if it is all above
board and if there is nothing wrong with this motion or
the amendments, why did the minister intercept the
proper planning process and not give the community or
other stakeholders the opportunity to have a look at the
amendments, comment on them and then come back
and say, ‘We have approved them; we do not see
anything wrong with them’, or, ‘We do not approve of
them; we do see something wrong with them’? The
National Party is quite suspicious of the fact that there
is an exemption so that the minister does not have to
comply with sections 17, 18 and 19, which most other
planning authorities have to comply with.
As I said earlier, no evidence was provided either at the
briefing or by the minister when I did ask for some
information, so I am not aware of whether the minister
has actually written to the stakeholders and has their
approval. The minister says that is so — that everybody
supports Melbourne 2030. The National Party did not
oppose Melbourne 2030. But we were not talking about
Melbourne 2030 last week — we were talking about
changes to urban growth boundary for
13 municipalities — and this week we are talking about
something completely different, something that was
missed out last week.
The minister said that she had received some advice not
to bring in last week the motion that is before the house
this week and to split it from last week’s because we
might not be able to understand it or it might be too
much for us to comprehend. It probably would have
been fair for the minister to have alerted the Liberal and
National parties that this motion was coming in to at
least give us some time and some leeway moving into
it.
Mr Baillieu interjected.

The Minister for Planning said there has been a lot of
discussion with stakeholders and that they have
approved it. It would have been really nice of the
government to have shared that information with the
National Party, because when we asked for some
information we got a couple of pieces of paper — and I
will read a few of those later to put on record the sort of
consultation we got.

Mrs POWELL — The shadow Minister for
Planning says the Liberal Party did not know either.

Another reason is that the minister has exempted
herself from complying with sections 17, 18 and 19 of
the Planning and Environment Act 1987. An exemption
from section 17 means that the plans do not have to be

I was advised on Monday in my office at 10.30 a.m. by
Rebecca Falkingham, and I appreciated that
notification, but I had no time to do anything about it
then. I had asked for some follow-up information so

It is interesting to note that on the very last day of
sitting we are being asked to debate this motion. I have
outlined some of the reasons why the National Party
has moved the reasoned amendment — and it will
definitely oppose the motion when the vote is taken.
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that at least I knew what was coming in. Being a
country member of Parliament, if something goes to my
office it does not give me the appropriate time to be
able to look at maps and so forth, and sometimes the
time involved in travelling to Melbourne means I do not
have the down time which I could use to do some
research.
I was given some information and I was told it would
be introduced on Tuesday and debated on Thursday.
But even yesterday there was some confusion when we
were asking if it was going to be debated yesterday.
Nobody was really sure. We were advised late on
Wednesday that it would definitely come in on
Thursday. So there was still some confusion about
whether we were going to be debating it one day or two
days after it being introduced. I have to remind the
house and those who are reading Hansard this is the
last day of the sitting. We are debating something that is
supposedly so important and so needed that we are
debating it on the last day of the sitting.
At the briefing that I had with the department — I
organised that for the next day — I was told there was a
need to bring the strategy plan into alignment with the
urban growth boundary and that it was initiated by the
council, but as I will speak about later I have some
confirmation from the minister that indeed she did not
seek consultation from the council. So while the council
may have initiated the process it certainly did not see
the last plans or documents. It may have needed to see
that to make sure that what it asked for actually did get
on to the minister’s plans. They were the sorts of things
I asked for. Even if we had some evidence that the
council supported it, where was that evidence? Could
we not have had a letter from the council saying that it
totally supported this and that it hoped the Liberal and
National parties would support it? There is no
indication other than the minister’s word that this is
being supported by the stakeholders.
There were also some comments by the member for
Hawthorn, who is the shadow Minister for Planning,
which concern me. This is one of the reasons why it is
important that this house should not be treated with
disrespect and things should not be rushed through at
the last minute. The shadow Minister for Planning
talked about some of the concerns he has about the
process, saying the process may not be consistent with
the process the minister should have gone through. The
minister’s approval of this motion could be in doubt, as
indeed could the minister’s approval of the ratification
of the 13 amendments be in doubt. In fact to use the
shadow minister’s words, he said the government
‘made a blue’. That is concerning to the National Party
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because to put this in doubt at the 11th hour and to
ask — —
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mrs POWELL — The minister is saying I should
trust the Minister for Planning, but we are hearing a lot
of verbal support and allegations in this house and I
would say — —
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Mrs POWELL — People might say, ‘Why did you
not ask those questions at the briefing?’. I would like to
say as the National Party spokesperson for planning, I
do not want verbal information. What I would have
liked was some evidence from the minister. The reason
why I did not ask some of those questions in the
briefing is that I would like to see it in the minister’s
own handwriting that what was being told to me was in
fact the truth. That would have been nice to have it in
the minister’s own words.
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mrs POWELL — The minister is saying that I
should have just asked the council. Of course the
council is going to say it supports it because the
minister has already ratified and approved it. But what
the council may not have said was that perhaps it did
not approve it in its entirety, or there may have been
some other issues. I could have probably written to or
rung those 13 councils in the two days that I had. I have
to let the minister know that I am a country member
and I have lots of things going on in my electorate.
When we come to Melbourne we have briefings and
meetings. We do not just sit in our offices wondering if
we should telephone some members of some councils
to see if that is approved. The minister could have done
that sort of work for us. If she had already done the
work and had the approval, it would have been nice if
she had shared that information perhaps in writing or
given us some written approval from the council to say
that it had sighted these amendments — which I
understand it has not — and that it approved the final
amendments.
The minister is saying we should have done the work. If
we are being asked to ratify these sorts of amendments
and motions in the last two days of sitting, then the
minister should have done some of the work herself and
given us some sort of support. Then I could have the
confidence as a National Party member to be able to
say to my party that I agree that the whole process has
been done legitimately and legally and I have full
confidence in it. I have to say in all honesty that I
cannot say that to my colleagues. Therefore I have
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made the recommendations that I have — that we bring
in the reasoned amendment asking that the planning
amendments be on exhibition, giving the community a
chance to make some comment. If the minister and the
house do not allow that, then the National Party will be
opposing this motion.
The other issue I would like to raise concerns the debate
on the government business program. The Leader of the
House was quite concerned that we had some
complaints about the program and said that it is an
achievable target of six bills. The member for Melton
also said the opposition and probably the National Party
were lazy because there are only six bills. The Minister
for Planning said there was plenty of time to consider
the government business. But government members are
missing the point! It is not that we do not have enough
time or that we are being lazy, it is that we are being
thorough. We want to make sure that what we are
ratifying or approving is above board. The shadow
Minister for Planning has indeed cast some doubt on
the process.
The Minister for Planning also told us this morning in
her speech that this amendment is consequential and
technical. I would understand that if the minister is
saying that it must be true — —
Mr Baillieu — You are kidding!
Mrs POWELL — The shadow minister says I am
kidding, but I have no evidence to disprove that, so I
am taking the minister on face value. I hope what she
tells this house — that this motion is consequential and
technical — is true. I guess that will be found out when
there are some details brought before us.
As I said earlier, we should have been alerted to the fact
that this motion was going to come before the
Parliament. It would have been an easy matter for the
minister to say, ‘I have been advised it might be a bit
too much for the Liberal and National parties to make
comment on all of the 13 amendments and this motion
before the house, so we are going to treat you like little
babies and we are going to bring them in one week at a
time’. It would have been nice to have been given
notice last week that there was going to be something
else coming this week so we could have had the
opportunity of being able to look at it and do our own
research. I just say that to the minister so that next time
when these sorts of motions come in we do get a bit
more notification.
I would like to contrast this with the information we got
on an amendment that was brought into this house on
11 June 2002: amendment 114 to the Upper Yarra
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Valley and Dandenong Ranges Strategy Plan. I
received a letter from the minister on 6 June alerting to
me to the fact that the amendment was coming in. It
was brought in in the upper house on 11 June, and I
spoke on it. I thanked the minister for advising me, and
I understand from reading Hansard that the shadow
Minister for Planning was also advised on 6 June that
the amendment was coming in. The minister had the
decency to write in the letter what amendment 114 was
about, that she had approved the amendment in
accordance with section 46D of the Planning and
Environment Act, and that it was before the house for
approval. She went into detail in the letter to me about
why there was an urgent need for this amendment.
I developed a lot of respect for the minister when she
did that, because I was told that the Shire of Yarra
Ranges had prepared and exhibited amendment C20 to
the Yarra Ranges planning scheme to facilitate the
subdivision that was before the house. No objections
were received when the amendment was exhibited at
the same time as amendment 114 was exhibited, which
also received no objections. The letter explained in
detail what the amendment was about — it was to
allow for a subdivision. We had full details of that
subdivision, we had full details of the owners and the
prior owners of the land, and we had full details of why
that amendment was needed.
That is the sort of thing we would like to see in this
house, because it would show that the government
respected our need when debating bills to have looked
at them and be able to say, ‘Yes, I can have full
confidence in this and as the spokesperson for the
National Party I have full confidence in saying that I
support this motion’, as I did with amendment 114. We
did not oppose that because we felt we had been treated
with respect and had been given all the information we
needed to be able to make comment and make our
feelings known. I had confidence when I said to the
National Party that we should support it, because we
had all the details.
We have a number of objections about this amendment
not being put on exhibition. I was a councillor with the
former Shire of Shepparton, and I was involved in
planning issues for a long time. I was also a
commissioner with the Shire of Campaspe. I
understand that when you draw lines on maps you start
affecting people’s lives. You cannot get it wrong
because it is very difficult to reverse the process — you
have to go back and exhibit the changes, and you have
to go back to the community and consult.
As a councillor, whenever the council made decisions
about any changes to zoning, to lines on maps or to
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anybody’s property, I always made sure that the
officers of the council exhibited the amendments to any
planning scheme and gave notice to those affected so
they had an opportunity to comment on them and object
or support them if they wanted to. To come in here and
just say, ‘Trust me. These amendments are supported’,
may be fine for the government if it has done the work
and understands them, but if it is going to treat us with
disregard and say, ‘We are not going to give you the
evidence that these people have not been left high and
dry’, we will not know whether the stakeholders have
approved or disapproved of the amendments.
The minister was talking about Melbourne 2030 at the
same time as she was talking about this amendment, so
I am not sure whether she meant all the stakeholders
support the amendment to Melbourne 2030, whether all
the stakeholders support the amendments of last week
or whether all the stakeholders support this amendment
before the house today. I do not have confidence that
this amendment is in the best interests of the people
who will be affected by it. One of the reasons the
minister can remove herself from complying with
sections 17, 18 and 19 is her belief that the change is of
state relevance, that it will not be to the detriment of
anybody else and that it is appropriate. That
information has not been made available to me so I am
unable to say that the minister’s exemption from
complying with those sections is warranted.
I urge this house to support the National Party’s
amendment, which will give the people affected the
opportunity to comment on amendment 116, so when
the house resumes after the break we can have a look at
their comments before making our decision on whether
to support it or oppose it. If it is urgent because it
should have been done earlier, the minister has to start
looking at whether the department is getting things to
this house in the appropriate time. I understand the
minister has thanked her department, but as a
spokesperson on planning I would like in the future to
be given adequate notice of any amendments that are to
come before this house, as well as appropriate
information and adequate time lines to enable us to
make decisions.
It should not be up to the opposition parties to ring
around all of the councils at such short notice to find
out whether these amendments should be ratified. The
minister should be making sure that the appropriate
information on the amendments is given so we can in
all sincerity and all honesty say that we believe all the
information has been given to those people who are
affected and that they support the amendments.
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Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I am very pleased to
rise to support the motion moved by the Minister for
Planning in relation to amendment 116 of the Upper
Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy
Plan and to oppose the amendment proposed by the
member for Shepparton.
This is a simple consequential amendment to bring the
regional strategy plan into line with the urban growth
boundary, which was confirmed in Parliament last
week after extensive community consultation. Over
1500 submissions were made on Melbourne 2030, and
over 500 submissions were made which related directly
to the boundary. The opposition simply does not get it.
This is a consequential amendment after an extensive
consultation process and the amendments to the urban
growth boundary. If this were a new amendment to the
regional strategy plan, it would go through the normal
exhibition and consultation process. But this is a
simple, consequential technical amendment that has
already gone through extensive community
consultation.
The Liberal Party likes to spruik about its role in
protecting the Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
through the establishment of the regional strategy plan
and about its past support for the green wedges.
Perhaps a couple of decades ago the Liberal Party had a
more mature approach to planning, but those mature
views changed a long time ago. We indeed had a
bipartisan approach to planning — once.
The Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
Authority was formed in the late 1970s and handed
down its first cut of the regional strategy plan in
1980–81. The policies and protections contained in the
plan were implemented through the planning schemes
of local councils in the region.
The regional strategy plan and the regional authority
made a difference. In the late 1970s and early 1980s
there was a realisation in the community that if
protections were not put in place the Upper Yarra
Valley and Dandenong Ranges would be devastated by
urban development, destroying the unique and sensitive
environment of the region.
For many years — until 1995 — local councils and the
authority protected the region. Six months after the
sacking of democratically elected councils the regional
authority was also disbanded, along with the act that
related to the authority.
The regional strategy plan was incorporated into the
Planning and Environment Act. It still had force, in that
planning schemes had to be in line with it, but its
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protections were weakened. Changes that went against
the regional strategy plan simply required the then
Minister for Planning and Local Government to lay the
amendments on the table of both houses of Parliament.
Changes to planning schemes simply required the
signature of the minister behind closed doors.
Melbourne 2030, the green wedge legislation and the
urban growth boundary are added protections. Changes
to the urban growth boundary require the positive
ratification of Parliament rather than simply the laying
of the amendments on the table of both houses.
The policies and directions of Melbourne 2030 and the
urban growth boundary embrace the very reason why
the regional strategy plan was established in the first
place — and they are complementary. The Shire of
Yarra Ranges requested that the urban growth boundary
be placed around townships that contained an urban
residential component. The green wedge legislation and
policy is about protecting rural zoned land and
containing urban development in green wedge areas.
The urban growth boundary around these townships
achieves these aims, and those amendments were
approved last week.
Amendment 116 to the regional strategy plan simply
aligns the urban growth boundary and the regional
strategy plan together by making amendments to the
strategy plan’s township policy areas and landscape
living policy areas.
Melbourne 2030, the regional strategy plan, the
council’s municipal strategic statement and the Yarra
Ranges planning scheme are all heading in the same
direction, complementing each other. They provide the
highest level of protection ever for the region I
represent.
Ms Delahunty — And will continue to represent.
Mr MERLINO — Absolutely. Importantly it also
comes with widespread community support, which was
confirmed at the last election.
The approval of this amendment will not alter any
zoning or development controls. It will provide
certainty for every stakeholder in the planning process
and ensure that every planning control over the region
continues to reinforce the retention of compact,
village-like, environmentally sensitive townships.
This amendment is supported by and importantly has
been requested by the Shire of Yarra Ranges. It has
confirmed that it fully supports the amendment. I have
also had discussions with Louis Delacretaz, the
president of the Upper Yarra and Dandenongs
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Environment Council, which is the peak body for all
environmental groups in the Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges. Louis Delacretaz is also a member
of the Melbourne 2030 reference group and was deputy
chair of the regional authority at the time it was
disbanded. He confirmed directly to me that he supports
not only the urban growth boundary but also the
amendment to the strategy plan that is before us today.
He told me that it makes good sense to bring it into line.
Ms Delahunty — So you made a phone call.
Mr MERLINO — Absolutely. I made phone calls
not only to the shire but also to important stakeholders
in the region.
I commend the motion before the house this morning
and oppose the reasoned amendment that was put
forward by the member for Shepparton. I take this
opportunity to thank the Minister for Planning and the
Premier for the historic, visionary and forward-looking
planning system we are putting in place through
Melbourne 2030 and the green wedge policy.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — There is no
good reason for this debate to be happening at all in the
Parliament today. This should have been handled by the
Minister for Planning, and it could have been if she had
been on top of her portfolio when we had the debate on
the urban growth boundary last week. But because of
this minister’s incompetence — merely because she
could not empty her in-tray in time — we have to have
a separate debate.
It is totally wrong for the minister to claim that in the
past the urban sprawl in this area was not planned for,
as she said a moment ago. Again it shows her inability
to stay on top of her portfolio and her well-known habit
of reinventing history as well as being deliberately
loose with the truth. So let us look at fact rather than
fiction for a moment.
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Warrandyte has made an
offensive remark, as is his form. I ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The minister has asked for an offensive remark to be
withdrawn.
Mr HONEYWOOD — She dishes it out but can’t
take it. I withdraw.
Let us look at fact rather than fiction for just a moment.
I had a great deal of time for the former Upper Yarra
Valley and Dandenong Ranges Authority. I was elected
in 1988 and dealt with it when Wonga Park was in my
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electorate. That authority ensured through a board that
included planning specialists from the minister’s
department and local community representatives that
there was genuine local input on a regular basis — not a
one-off basis, but on a regular basis — when it came to
key planning decisions. That board operated very
successfully through both Labor and Liberal
governments. The only reason for the authority coming
to an end was that the previous Liberal government
provided parliamentary protection for all time to the
Upper Yarra Valley.
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — The important issue here is
that although you hear Labor’s rhetoric when it comes
to planning, what do you see when you look at the
reality? Which government was it that brought dual
occupancy and — —
Ms Delahunty interjected.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
I am sitting here seeking to listen to the member for
Warrandyte’s contribution. The minister is at the table
constantly badgering and I cannot hear the member
speaking for the minister’s interruptions. I invite you to
ask the minister to restrain herself.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
I do not uphold the point of order. I do point out that
often debate in this house is very vigorous, and I tend to
allow debate to run. I will ask the minister to not
interrupt the contribution of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. However, as to the member for Hawthorn’s
comment that it was excessively loud, I cannot uphold
that particular part.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Which government was it
that brought in dual occupancy as of right across the
entire Melbourne metropolitan region, including to the
historic goldmining township of Warrandyte? And how
was it that I won my seat off the Labor government in
1988? It was because 78 per cent of the residents of
Warrandyte and Park Orchards said, no, they did not
want units in their backyards and dual occupancies in
their historic, environmentally sensitive area. And so it
was. What is — —
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker — —
Mr HONEYWOOD — You are just interrupting
the flow of debate. What is your point of order?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The Chair will ask what the point of order is.
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Mr HONEYWOOD — Will you stop the clock,
Acting Speaker? The minister is constantly interrupting
me.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The minister, on a point of order.
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, this is a very specific and narrow motion. It is
about bringing the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong
Ranges Regional Strategy Plan into line with the urban
growth boundary. I do not know what dual occupancy
and the member winning his seat has to do with this
very narrow motion. I ask you to call him back to the
point of the motion.
Mr HONEYWOOD — On the point of order,
Acting Speaker, if you had been in the chamber when
this inept minister spent half an hour talking about
Moorabbin and every other place around Melbourne
except for the Yarra Valley then you would know that
this point of order is not only specious but is
deliberately designed to stop the flow of the debate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
It is correct that I have just come into the chair and have
not heard all of the member for Warrandyte’s
contribution. It makes it a little difficult for me. I will
not uphold the point of order at this stage, but I will
listen carefully to the member on the amendment to the
Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional
Strategy Plan as he continues.
Mr HONEYWOOD — The difficulty the
opposition has with this amendment is that the minister
constantly harps about stakeholders having a
conversation with her, yet the bottom line is that the
minister chooses which stakeholders she will have
come into her office. We know for a fact that this
minister’s claim to this Parliament that the
1500 submissions on the urban growth boundary were
all available in detail on the Web was a complete and
utter untruth. They were not on the Web; we tried to
access them on the Web, but this minister only
provided a list of submissions without any of the detail.
What the minister did allow, however, was certain
white-shoe brigade people to get into her private office.
We do not know what incentive was provided to the
minister; we understand she has become the main bag
lady for the Labor Party of late.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I ask the member for Warrandyte to speak on the
motion before the house on the amendment to the
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Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional
Strategy Plan, and I ask for all interjections to cease.
Mr HONEYWOOD — We do not know which
developers got in to see this minister when it came to
the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges area
and what concessions she has provided for them behind
her closed doors. What we do know is that her constant
rhetoric about her having a conversation with
stakeholders only applies to certain stakeholders. All
the reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Shepparton calls for — and it is the reason
the opposition is supporting it — is the public
exhibition of this proposal. Why would any minister in
the so-called transparent Bracks government — if they
really wanted transparency and really wanted to have
conversations with genuine people rather than just
certain friends and supporters — not agree to put on
public exhibition a key planning proposal affecting the
environmentally sensitive area?
Ms Delahunty interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I ask the minister to cease interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD — We know why — because
they would be afraid that the public of Victoria would
get to see the nips and tucks that this minister has made
unilaterally to over 150 areas of the urban growth
boundary on her own admission — the little nips and
tucks that have gone a long way to supporting certain
developers who made a contribution financially to her
party’s needs for the next election campaign.
So it is totally wrong for the minister to come into this
place and claim that she has consulted. It is totally
wrong for her to claim that the Labor Party has a
mortgage on environmental planning, when a previous
Labor Premier, John Cain, brought in dual occupancy
as of right across the entire northern metropolitan area,
without any regard — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Warrandyte, on the amendment.
Mr HONEYWOOD — On the amendment, Acting
Speaker, which was brought in without any regard for
the implications it might have, given that the electorate
of Warrandyte was under the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Authority at the time, it is entirely
appropriate that I refer to that. For your information,
Acting Speaker, we even had a Middle Yarra Advisory
Board back then as well.
This government does not like the idea of having
ongoing input from genuine local residents. It prefers to
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do it on a one-off basis, when it can call the shots. It
does not like the idea — as we have recently seen with
the 90 per cent cut to the Warrandyte State Park
funding — of any ongoing local input from genuine
local residents with concerns about planning.
We have a real difficulty here insofar as the rhetoric of
the government is concerned about consultation, but we
agree with the National Party that if that rhetoric is to
become a reality the least we should have is a public
exhibition of what is being proposed here.
Unfortunately the minister will not support that, as we
found out last week when we tried to do the same thing
for and on behalf of the people of Victoria. If the
minister wants to have a conversation with the people
of Victoria, it should not be one way and it should not
be behind closed doors.
The minister says, ‘Trust me, I know what is best for
you’, but with the stroke of a pen she has unilaterally
changed over 150 different areas of the urban growth
boundary to suit her party’s political donation needs
and to suit her party’s, shall we say, vested interest in
certain parts of Melbourne.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I am absolutely
delighted to support this motion on amendment 116, a
consequential technical amendment. The amendment
will basically align the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan with
Melbourne 2030 and the urban growth boundary. I fail
to see what all the whingeing coming from the
opposition is for. All the debate about the urban growth
boundary and about these amendments has constantly
involved whingeing about an alleged lack of
consultation. This has been a thorough consultation
process — over 13 months of consultation. And in
regard to this particular amendment — —
An Honourable Member — Where is the
evidence?
Ms LOBATO — The Shire of Yarra Ranges
actually initiated this amendment; and as the minister
said, that could have easily been proven by one phone
call. The shire initiated it, and it fully supports it. Why
not stop the whingeing and just support this progressive
legislation.
The philosophies behind the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan in regard to
planning and environment issues are in line with
Melbourne 2030 and the green wedges policy.
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms LOBATO — There are some growling grass
frogs up there apparently. I guess that is another good
reason for the urban growth boundary — to protect the
growling grass frogs as well. The urban growth
boundary was fortunately settled last week.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, a few moments ago the member for Hawthorn
commented that he was having trouble hearing the
speaker who was on his feet at the time. I am having the
same problem hearing the very important contribution
of the member for Gembrook, because there is a lot of
noise on the other side.
Mr Honeywood — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, you were in the chamber when the then
Acting Speaker ruled against exactly what the minister
has requested you to do. The Acting Speaker said that
‘in the cut and thrust of debate’, to quote her, there
should be the ability for a flow of information across
the table.
This minister is being totally hypocritical in on the one
hand agreeing to the Acting Speaker’s decision that she
could constantly interrupt my contribution — she
supported that all right — but on the other hand raising
a point of order saying that she wants to listen to the
member, given that she has written the speaking notes
for that member of Parliament to read from.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I have heard enough on the point of order. I do not
uphold the point of order at this stage. I do, however,
remind all members that interjections are disorderly.
Loud interjections, in particular, are very disorderly. I
ask the member for Gembrook to continue and, of
course, to ignore interjections.
Ms LOBATO — The Liberal Party claims that it
supports the green wedges policy, and in fact it was a
policy put up by the Liberals many years ago. Yet it
leaves all the hard work in terms of legislation to local
government to protect — —
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protected. Placing the urban growth boundary around
those townships will ensure there is limited urban
development within them while protecting the green
wedges around them. What is wrong with it?
The settlement of the urban growth boundary has
provided the electorate of Gembrook with certainty. As
I have said, the consultation was thorough, and the
Shire of Yarra Ranges is absolutely thrilled with the
placement of the urban growth boundary. I too made
several phone calls — I have that capability — and the
shire has expressed its delight.
The Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
Regional Strategy Plan basically complements the
green wedges policy. The Shire of Yarra Ranges and
the state government have worked closely to ensure the
protection of the Upper Yarra. I am very pleased with
that, and I support the motion before the house.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — The contribution by
the Minister for Planning in this debate has to be one of
the most churlish I have heard in the course of this
Parliament and probably previous parliaments.
Planning law is for the long term, and it requires a level
of bipartisanship and a level of consultation that this
minister is incapable of. This minister has engaged in
monumental acts of hypocrisy. We all remember her in
opposition calling for transparency, calling for better
freedom of information and calling for answers to
questions.
Ms Kosky interjected.
Mr PERTON — One just has to look at this
amendment and the fact that it has not been on public
exhibition to see that public consultation and public
submissions have not been a part of it. I take up the
constant interjections of the Minister for Education and
Training — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Doncaster knows he should ignore
interjections.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Doncaster should not interject so
loudly, and he should respect the forms of the house.

Mr PERTON — What is impossible, Acting
Speaker, is the Minister for Education and Training
talking constantly while another member is on their
feet. The minister said, ‘Yes, it is for mates’. Those
were the words she used: ‘Yes, it is for mates’.

Ms LOBATO — I am really pleased, as is the Shire
of Yarra Ranges and the Upper Yarra community, that
finally their townships are being protected. The
townships of Woori Yallock, Launching Place, Yarra
Junction, Wesburn, Millgrove, and Warburton are all

I think, as the member for Warrandyte said, that the
process the government has engaged in with these
planning schemes, both this week and last week, is a
recipe for corruption. The reason for not releasing the
documents submitted by the public is based on one of

Mr Perton interjected.
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the most spurious interpretations of privacy law I have
ever heard. Privacy law is enacted for the purpose of
protecting the citizen. It is not for protecting a minister
from the gaze of experts, the gaze of journalists, the
gaze of interested folk and the gaze of the general
public, who all may want to determine who made the
submissions that caused the change of boundary.
Were they in writing, or were they the sorts of
conversations that take place over the dinner table at
Progressive Business meetings? Or were they the sorts
of conversations that take place as arranged by the
secretary of the Labor Party, whereby after you have
made your donation to the Labor Party you get a
meeting with the Minister for Planning? The
amendments that were made last week and the
amendments that were brought into the house this
week, which have not been exhibited to the public, are
part of a cobweb of corruption and a cobweb of lies.
I do not believe the public can trust the amendments
that were made this week or last week. But if you want
to have a scheme, or a policy called Melbourne 2030,
you would have to be the most self-delusional group of
people in the country to believe the Labor Party would
be in government throughout that period. If we are to
plan for the future and for an extra 1 million people in
the city of Melbourne or for hundreds of thousands of
people in parts of rural Victoria as a result of these
changes, then you have to work hard to have bipartisan
and tripartisan agreement.
What was the process for bringing in the amendments
last week? There was a vague comment by the Leader
of the House saying, ‘There might be an additional
matter on the notice paper’. An email was sent to the
shadow Minister for Planning late on Monday
afternoon, but nothing was sent to the National Party on
this. There were briefings on Tuesday and the whole
thing was rammed through the Parliament by Thursday.
I am sorry, but that is not a process that is designed to
build public confidence or one that will build bipartisan
or tripartisan approval for plans that are said to lead
Melbourne through to 2030.
It is a bad process in terms of making law and in
planning for the future, because I and many of my
constituents, and many people in the planning and
development area, fully believe that many of the
elements of these planning schemes have not been done
as a result of good planning process or as a result of
negotiations with councils or anyone else. They are part
of a sleazy scheme by this Labor Party for fundraising,
for arranging special meetings and special deals for the
friends of the Labor Party. That is why we have seen so
many of these changes, including the 150 changes that

Thursday, 27 November 2003

could not be debated by this Parliament because they
were all jammed through in the one amendment. I am
sorry, Acting Speaker, this is the sort of — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I take it the member for Doncaster is coming to the
notice of motion before the house, which is a particular
amendment to the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong
Ranges planning scheme, not 150 others.
Mr PERTON — You may put the case if you want
to from the Chair, Acting Speaker, but I am saying that
this motion is part of a sleazy set of deals that were
rammed through the Parliament last week, and this
additional one is being rammed through the Parliament
this week without any proper exhibition. The
amendment from the National Party is spot on.
Ms Allan interjected.
Mr PERTON — It is the sort of thing the Minister
for Education Services would have called for when she
was in opposition had she not been completely
corrupted by the office that she now holds. To put this
amendment ‘on public exhibition for a minimum period
of four weeks so that all affected communities have
been notified of the proposed changes and provided
with an opportunity to comment’ seems to me to make
utter commonsense and only the most arrogant of
governments would say it is not commonsense.
Government members can laugh and giggle, but I
remember that between 1996 and 1999 the Liberal
Party held a large majority and it went on to lose the
1999 election.
The thing that fills me with optimism as an opposition
member of Parliament, even with a relatively small
number of seats, is the sort of arrogance being exhibited
by this minister. The arrogance involved in bringing in
planning amendments on a Tuesday and ramming them
through the Parliament on the Thursday is the sort of
stuff that will bring them undone.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Mr PERTON — I know that the member for
Eltham, who is shouting out from over there, actually
does understand this. I know he is genuinely
uncomfortable with this. In his heart of hearts he is
uncomfortable, but he shouts because that is much
easier than having to be a part of telling the truth. As I
said, I would not have entered this debate today, this
planning scheme being a little away from my electorate,
but as I listened to the Minister for Planning and the
abuse and the lies that came over the table — —
Ms Delahunty interjected.
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Mr PERTON — Perhaps she goes back to her
media days, perhaps she just has to make things up and
there are just some fantasies — —
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Doncaster is getting a little
carried away. He has made two comments that are
offensive to me and I ask him to withdraw.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The Minister for Planning has taken offence and asks
the member for Doncaster to withdraw.
Mr PERTON — I withdraw. But I find it
fascinating, Acting Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Doncaster will continue his remarks
on the amendment.
Mr PERTON — I find it fascinating that this
minister, who in her contribution just heaped abuse and
untruth upon untruth, can sit at this table, giggling
away. It is lovely. She can giggle away about proper
consultation.
Mr Mulder — Talk of favours when you leave this
place!
Mr PERTON — Exactly right. As the member for
Polwarth said, what this is about is building her career
for the future: ‘I have been the Minister for Planning, I
have opened the doors for you; you open the doors for
me’.
Ms Beattie — You were sacked!
Mr PERTON — As I said, her contribution makes
me sick. I think it was the worst contribution I have
ever heard from a minister delivered in this house.
Worse still, the way that this planning scheme comes in
shows the worst excesses of government and is a recipe
for corruption. I believe the planning process has been
so deeply corrupted by the processes that led to last
week’s amendments, of which this is part of the
package, that it diminishes the standing of this
Parliament and the Bracks government.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Planning) —
Gosh, what a performance!
Ms Beattie — He’s in a lather.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Yes, they are all in a lather.
Acting Speaker, I think they have discovered that
policy is being made and it is being supported by all the
stakeholders. The newspapers are supporting it and the
community is supporting it. What we have seen in the

2125

last hour or so has been an opposition and a Liberal
Party in particular that is so out of touch that it has just
dawned on them — —
Ms Beattie — They’re on strike.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Yes, the member for
Hawthorn is on strike. There are a few on strike. It has
just dawned on the opposition that Melbourne 2030 has
become absolutely embedded in the discussions in the
planning industry, the development and housing
industries, and among community groups. I think
members of the opposition have realised that they have
missed the boat. They have been asleep, and they are
now desperately trying to catch up with a policy that
has been embraced by all sections of the community.
A couple of members are in a bit of a time warp. Both
the member for Warrandyte and the member for
Doncaster made some extraordinary accusations about
corruption, white-shoe brigades and people coming into
the offices of planning ministers. I think they thought
they were back in the bad old days of Mr Maclellan, the
former Liberal Minister for Planning and Local
Government. That is the way the Liberal Party used to
do it; that is not the way the Bracks government does it.
They clearly are discomforted; and trying to be fair and
gracious, I do not think members of the Liberal Party
actually understand consultation. I do not think they
understand how on earth we can have consultation, we
can have discussions and we can have a test of ideas.
Because that is not the way the previous Liberal
government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I remind the Minister for Education and Training and
the member for Doncaster that interjections across the
table are disorderly. The Minister for Planning,
summing up.
Ms DELAHUNTY — It is quite clear from the
appalling contribution from the Liberal Party today that
its members still have not engaged with Melbourne
2030, still have not looked at the details of those
amendments, still do not understand the Smart Growth
committee process and certainly do not understand the
green wedges. I understand that they think planning is
as it was under Mr Maclellan and the previous Kennett
government, when it was all about certain people going
quietly into the minister’s office and deals being signed
behind closed doors. That is not how it works in this
government.
Mr Perton interjected.
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Ms DELAHUNTY — Why would we go to the
trouble of all this consultation and of bringing these
planning scheme amendments into both houses of
Parliament so that every member of this chamber and
the other place could look at them in detail? We had
maps and we had CDs — we used every modern device
to try to get you over the line. The fact is that you are
not interested because you know that the way you
operate planning is through a bit of a deal. It was
interesting that the members for Doncaster and
Warrandyte both made that allegation — because they
remember themselves the bad old days of Kennett
government planning.
Mr Perton — Acting Speaker, on a point of order, I
take exception to the words used by the minister and I
ask her to withdraw.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Which words?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Doncaster has taken exception to
words used by the Minister for Planning and has asked
her to withdraw.
Ms DELAHUNTY — Which words? I am happy to
withdraw any offensive words, but I do not believe I
said some. Which were they?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Doncaster has asked for a withdrawal.
It has been the practice of this house that if a member
has taken offence, the withdrawal occurs.
Ms Kosky — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
on this matter, as I understand it, where there is a direct
accusation against an individual, or a personal
accusation — and I think previous rulings will support
me — that is when offensive words can be asked to be
withdrawn. Certainly, in listening to the minister I
heard her make a general comment. It was not pointed
at any individual person, so as I understand it the point
of order is not correct.
Mr Lupton — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, in past rulings clear distinctions have been
made between expressions used collectively and
expressions directed at individual members. Certainly
rulings of Speaker Delzoppo in particular have drawn
that distinction. I refer you, Acting Speaker, to page 69
of the July 2003 edition of Rulings from the Chair,
where it says under the heading ‘Different effect of
words used individually or collectively’:
However, a member who was requested to withdraw words
which another member found personally offensive argued
that the words were not directed individually but generally
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and, as per the rulings directly above, refused to withdraw.
The Chair stated that May makes it clear that words used
collectively do not have the same impact as words used
against an individual. Also that there is a certain judgment
given to the Chair on how offensive the words may be and
that the Chair made a judgment accordingly.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I will rule on the point of order. I was listening to the
minister when she was summing up, and the minister
said ‘the member for Doncaster and the member for
Warrandyte’ — so she referred to the member for
Doncaster. It is not necessary for the words the member
for Doncaster took offence at to be restated. It is the
custom that if a member asks for a withdrawal, then the
withdrawal occurs. The minister took offence at words
used by the member for Doncaster and asked for a
withdrawal and that withdrawal was given. To ensure
that she has appropriate time to sum up, I ask the
minister to withdraw.
Ms DELAHUNTY — I am happy to withdraw.
Mr Stensholt — We still remember the seven dark
years, though.
Ms DELAHUNTY — We do remember the seven
dark years and the way planning was operated under
the previous government, and we recall those members
of this house who were part of that government.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Burwood!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Polwarth is out of order and out of his
place. The member for Eltham should also cease
interjecting, as should the member for Yuroke.
Ms DELAHUNTY — This is the antithesis of the
way planning operated under the last government. This
is about consultation. The government has brought
these amendments into the house to invite members to
have a look at them. I have to congratulate the members
on this side of the house and the government members
on the other side who have actually taken the time to
make the telephone calls. We have had a litany of
whining, whingeing and carping from members of the
opposition, who said, ‘We really don’t know whether
the Yarra Ranges council is supporting this amendment.
The minister said, “They wrote to us and asked us for
this amendment; they not only initiated it but they also
support it”, but we do not believe the minister’. That
was another astonishing statement.
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Good heavens! You would think someone in this house
might teach members of the opposition how to pick up
a telephone, dial the odd number and say, ‘Hello, this is
the shadow Minister for Planning. You probably
haven’t heard of me, but I’m actually ringing to ask
your opinion of this particular amendment that the
Minister for Planning is proposing to bring into the
house’.
The member for Gembrook made a few phone calls,
with no problem. She got straight through to the council
and said, ‘Hello, this is the member for Gembrook’.
The councillors know who the member for Gembrook
is, and they were very happy to confirm that, yes, they
had initiated this amendment and, yes, they were still
supporting it wholeheartedly and completely. The
member for Monbulk has also had very close
consultation, and not only with the council. He also
managed to get on the blower and dial the same
number, and he said, ‘Hello, the member for Monbulk
here. We’re talking about this amendment’. He also
managed to get through to a whole range of
stakeholders, whether it was the Green Wedge
Coalition or community groups. He actually did the
work, and that is what this debate has put on stark
display.
This is the laziest opposition in history, and that is not
my comment. Grahame Morris, a former adviser to
Prime Minister Howard, said, ‘This is the laziest lot of
Liberal Party members we’ve ever seen’. That was
quoted on Lateline on the ABC. I thought that was a bit
harsh at the time. Now that I have looked at and
listened, unfortunately, to this non-debate, I realise that
is so. Members of the opposition say they support the
green wedges, but they voted against the green wedges
protection package. The member for Warrandyte in his
contribution claimed that he was the hero and the
champion of the green wedges. But he scurried away
from this place and did not even have the courage to
stand up and vote for the green wedges. He certainly
was impotent in trying to convince his own party to do
the right thing, yet he goes around his electorate as the
champion of the green wedges.
Mr Perton interjected.
Ms DELAHUNTY — It is not what you say, it is
what you do. What this government has done is
consulted. Members of the government have listened,
and we have acted. We have made the hard decisions to
stop the urban sprawl, and this minor technical
consequential amendment now completes that historic
package. As part of a government that has taken the
hard decisions, I commend this motion to the house and
wish it a speedy passage.
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House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 56
Andrews, Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
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Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Mulder, Mr
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Delahunty, Ms
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms
Kotsiras, Mr
Langdon, Mr

Munt, Ms
Napthine, Dr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Perton, Mr
Pike, Ms
Plowman, Mr
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wells, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 7
Delahunty, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Maughan, Mr
Powell, Mrs

Ryan, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Walsh, Mr

Motion agreed to.

NURSES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Nurses form the largest professional group in the
health-care work force and are essential to the delivery
of health services for all Victorians.
The government has a serious commitment to
expanding and supporting the profession of nursing in
Victoria.
In the last four years, the government has increased
nurse recruitment, lifted retention rates and actively
supported the ongoing professional career development
of nurses. More than 4000 nurses have been attracted
back to Victorian public hospitals. A range of initiatives
have been put in place to address nurses’ concerns and
their professional needs and aspirations. In particular,
the government has developed better ways to match
nursing services to patients’ needs, with benefits to
both.
However, Victoria lags behind some other Australian
jurisdictions in the development of a more flexible
nursing work force.
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The best possible use of all our nurses requires a
rebalancing of the work force to ensure that our most
skilled clinicians are able to concentrate their energies
on the most skilled work, and that there is an adequate
supply of certificate trained nursing staff who are
available to carry out the range of other critical direct
care roles.
As part of an overall health work force strategy, the
government has determined in consultation with the
nurses board and key industry members to support an
expansion in the scope of practice of division 2 nurses
in Victoria, including the administration of medication
to patients.
Nurses of all divisions are expected to operate within a
scope of practice that is determined by their training,
their competence on the job, and the legal and ethical
framework within which they operate.
The Nurses Act 1993 establishes five divisions of the
nurses register, empowers the Nurses Board of Victoria
to regulate the standards of practice of nursing in the
public interest, and to identify and distinguish between
the principal functions that may be carried out by
nurses registered in each division.
The nurses board also has a discretionary power to
prepare codes for the guidance of registered nurses
about recommended standards of practice.
Division 2 nurses (‘enrolled nurses’, as they are known
in other states) generally work under the supervision
and/or direction of the division 1, 3 or 4 registered
nurse.
Their scope of practice is more limited than nurses from
other divisions and is consistent with the national
competency standards for enrolled nurses published by
the Australian Nursing Council (2002).
Currently, the educational preparation and scope of
practice of division 2 registered nurses does not prepare
them to administer medications to patients.
The inclusion of medication administration in the scope
of practice of division 2 nurses will enhance the
contribution that these nurses can make to the
management of clients and is expected to provide an
incentive to division 2 registered nurses to return to and
remain in the work force.
An enhanced scope of practice will also contribute to a
more flexible nurse work force by providing employers
with an expanded pool of trained professionals.
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In 2002, the commonwealth Minister for Health and
Ageing requested states to work towards the
development of a nationally consistent scope of practice
for enrolled nurses (division 2 nurses in Victoria). A
number of practice areas have been identified, and
medication administration has been targeted as a
priority.

indicate to the industry and employers those nurses who
are qualified to administer medication.

In all jurisdictions, except Victoria and the Australian
Capital Territory, medication administration is already
integral to the scope of practice for the enrolled nurses.
Extending the scope of practice of division 2 nurses in
Victoria to include medication administration will bring
Victoria closer to practice in other jurisdictions.

grant powers for the board to endorse, review or
revoke an endorsement or place conditions on an
endorsement of the registration of a division 2 nurse;

Currently, the board’s guidelines provide that division 2
nurses may not administer any medication in health
settings. The board has determined that division 2
nurses are not yet sufficiently trained to administer
medication to their patients.
In order to expand the scope of practice of division 2
nurses, amendments are required to the Nurses Act to
empower the nurses board to properly regulate this
expanded scope of practice and ensure safe practice.
The bill empowers the nurses board to endorse the
registration of division 2 nurses who can demonstrate
that they have completed the approved training and
have acquired the necessary competencies to safely
administer medication within the health sector.
This is the first step in ensuring adequate regulation of
the administration of medication by division 2 nurses.
The second step requires a change to the authorising
provisions contained in the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Regulations 1995, which govern
the administration of drugs and poisons in Victoria.
It is intended that, following these changes to the
Nurses Act, there be an amendment to those regulations
to authorise division 2 nurses who have been endorsed
by the nurses board to administer scheduled
medication.
The combined effect of these changes will be to
authorise suitably qualified and endorsed division 2
nurses to administer scheduled and unscheduled
medications to patients within the health sector in
accordance with the standards of practice determined
by the nurses board.
Since an endorsement would appear on the register
against the division 2 nurse’s name, the endorsement
provides a mechanism through which the board can

The bill will:
allow the board to approve courses in the
administration of medication;

provide mechanisms of review of the endorsement
process;
establish offences prohibiting a person or a nurse
claiming or holding themselves out as an endorsed
division 2 nurse;
in line with other offences in the act, include an
offence for an agent to arrange for an endorsed
division 2 nurse to work in contravention of the
endorsement; and
provide the board with greater control over the
standards of practice of nurses administering
medication.
The Nurses Act provides that one of the board’s
functions is to provide requested information to the
Minister for Health.
It is the minister’s intention to request regular data
about any complaints or incidents related to the
administration of medication by division 2 nurses from
the board.
In this way, the government and the board will be able
to undertake a proper evaluation of the impact of the
extension to the scope of practice of division 2 nurses.
The purpose of this monitoring is to ensure continuing
high standards of practice and quality outcomes for the
Victorian public.
It is also the government’s intention to amend the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Regulations
1995 as soon as possible, subject to the passage of this
bill, to authorise those division 2 nurses who have been
endorsed as suitably qualified in an approved course.
In this way, the flexibility of the nursing work force
will be enhanced and the health and safety of the public
will continue to be protected by appropriate standards
of practice.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 11 December.

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

The bill amends the Public Prosecutions Act 1994 to
confer an immunity from personal liability on the
Director of Public Prosecutions and other persons as
specified when acting in good faith and carrying out
prosecutorial duties on behalf of the Office of Public
Prosecutions.
The bill provides a statutory immunity for those
persons as specified when performing their duties in
relation to the Public Prosecutions Act in good faith,
with liability reverting to the state. The persons as
specified in the bill are:
the Director of Public Prosecutions;
the Chief Crown Prosecutor;
Crown prosecutors;
associate Crown prosecutors;
the Solicitor for Public Prosecutions;
members of staff of the Office of Public
Prosecutions acting on behalf of the Director of
Public Prosecutions; and
members of the Committee for Public Prosecutions
appointed by the Governor in Council.
The bill also provides for the immunity to extend to the
persons as specified whether currently or formerly
employed in those positions by the Office of Public
Prosecutions. It is necessary to include both former and
current persons as specified to ensure that the resources
of the Office of Public Prosecutions are not diverted
unnecessarily in the defence of expensive and
protracted civil litigation from the proper function of
the Office of Public Prosecutions in the conduct of
criminal prosecutions. It also ensures that the Office of
Public Prosecutions will continue to attract highly
skilled persons to the various prosecutorial roles
without the restrictions imposed by the threat of
unqualified civil liability in the future.
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As proposed in the bill, the statutory immunity will
apply to any causes of action whether arising before or
after the commencement of the act, except for the rights
of the parties in any proceedings that may be already on
foot.
It should be noted, however, that even with a personal
immunity for those specified persons, litigation may
still proceed against the state where there is a case to
answer but where those persons have acted in good
faith in carrying out their duties on behalf of the Office
of Public Prosecutions. The rights of members of the
community to seek redress have therefore been
retained.
The primary function of the Office of Public
Prosecutions to conduct indictable criminal
prosecutions on behalf of the Crown is central to a just
society, to the protection of the community and for the
protection of the welfare of victims and other witnesses.
Furthermore, the Public Prosecutions Act requires that
the performance of prosecutorial functions be carried
out ‘effectively, economically and efficiently’. Such
functions are adversely affected if it becomes necessary
to expend any of the limited financial and other
resources available to the Office of Public Prosecutions
in defending civil suits.
There is a real risk these days of persons carrying out
criminal prosecutions being sued by disaffected persons
involved in the criminal justice system, with a high
degree of exposure to civil actions where damages can
be very high. This may lead to a defensive approach by
prosecutors and introduce a risk that prosecutors would
act so as to protect themselves from claims of
negligence, and thereby affect the efficiency and quality
of the criminal justice system.
Crown prosecutors, along with witnesses, judges and
advocates, do have an absolute immunity from civil
proceedings for anything done or said by them in
preparation for, or in the course of, judicial
proceedings. While common-law immunities are
available to prosecutors, the common law itself is often
subject to challenges and changes. Moreover, this
‘in-court’ immunity may not extend to advice work,
decisions to prosecute and nolle prosequi decisions. By
way of contrast, it is currently the situation that while
an accused cannot sue his or her own counsel, a
prosecutor is not immune from civil litigation instituted
by an accused.
The bill therefore provides persons carrying out
prosecutorial duties on behalf of the Director of Public
Prosecutions with an immunity from negligence and
other non-intentional torts for all things done and said,
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whether in or out of court. In providing a statutory
immunity, the bill seeks to prevent unfounded and
vexatious actions by litigants and thereby ensures that
the scarce resources (both funding and staffing)
provided to the Office of Public Prosecutions for the
conduct of criminal prosecutions will not be diverted in
the defence of civil proceedings.
In providing a statutory immunity for the Director of
Public Prosecutions and those persons acting on behalf
of the director, the bill further reinforces the
independence of this office. The Director of Public
Prosecutions is now appointed under the Constitution
Act 1975, paid the same as a judge of the Supreme
Court, and can only be removed from office by
Parliament in accordance with procedures set out in the
Constitution Act. The Bracks government in its first
term in office implemented these changes to enhance
the independence of prosecutorial decision making in
Victoria from government or political interference. As
an entrenched office-holder under the Constitution Act,
the Director of Public Prosecutions should not be, or be
seen to be, subject to the discretion of the executive in
relation to seeking an indemnity for performing his or
her duties in good faith. Unlike other Crown servants
and agents, the Director of Public Prosecutions does not
act on the directions of the executive.
The immunity exists not for the benefit of the
individual as specified but for the benefit of the general
public. It is in the public interest that persons employed
by the Office of Public Prosecutions are able to perform
their work on behalf of the public without restrictions
imposed by unqualified civil liability. The Office of
Public Prosecutions acts for the public as a whole in the
public interest, and it has a role independent of the
interest of the government of the day. The prosecutorial
work of the criminal justice system is intrinsic to the
maintenance of public safety together with the
maintenance of a belief in the system of justice by the
general community — essential to retaining the
cohesion of society.
This bill provides a clear signal, both to persons who
are covered by the immunity provision and to any
potential litigant, that the government is prepared to
stand behind the Director of Public Prosecutions and
those who act on his or her behalf. It should also
prevent unfounded and vexatious actions by litigants
and thereby minimise the cost to the criminal justice
system of civil proceedings. The bill will ensure that
those entrusted with these important prosecutorial
functions and powers act and provide advice without
fear for their own personal liability.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH (Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 11 December.
Sitting suspended 12.59 until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that
the Treasurer and Minister for State and Regional
Development will be absent from question time today.
In his place the Premier will answer questions relating
to the Treasury portfolio, and the Minister for Tourism
will answer questions relating to the state and regional
development and innovation portfolios.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Taxis: multipurpose program
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is for the Minister for Transport. I refer to the
minister’s cabinet-in-confidence document evaluating
the multipurpose taxi program. Why did he not tell his
cabinet colleagues that the biggest problem for the
multipurpose taxi program was the fraud that the
minister had known about for two years?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — This
document the Leader of the Opposition has put forward
does not have my signature on it — it could have come
from anywhere! — but he raises an issue that is worthy
of answering.
The multipurpose taxi scheme has been subject to an
allegation of fraud, and we have been investigating that.
When we came into government we changed the
system which was in place and which was subject to
fraud. There was a paper ticket, and we changed that to
a smart card system in November 2000.
In March or April of this year, following the analysis of
information that was gathered and brought together as a
result of the introduction of that smart card, information
was made available to the Victoria Police for it to
investigate those fraud allegations.
Mr Doyle — Tell us why you wouldn’t tell your
colleagues the truth.
Mr BATCHELOR — You are a goose!
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, through
the Chair! The Leader of the Opposition will cease
interrupting.
Mr BATCHELOR — We have been looking at
this issue. We have called in the Victoria Police, and we
are awaiting advice from the police as to their
investigation. In addition to that, the Victorian Taxi
Directorate has carried out a number of investigations
against individual taxidrivers which have seen their
licences suspended or revoked.

Public liability: not-for-profit sector
Mr WILSON (Narre Warren South) — My
question without notice is to the Premier. Will the
Premier outline to the house how the government’s
major insurance reforms implemented this year are
starting to reap benefits for community, sporting and
other not-for-profit groups across Victoria?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the member for
Narre Warren South for his question on insurance
reform. The last 12 months has been a year of reform
and change in Victoria, and insurance reform has been
a key part of the government’s objective, particularly
leading up to the financial year 2003–04, in making
sure that professionals and community groups have
access to insurance cover at an affordable price.
Members would be aware that the government has
passed a range of legislative reforms over the last two
years designed to help ease the crisis in public liability
insurance. The last of these bills was passed by the
Legislative Council last night — that is, the Wrongs
and Other Acts (Law of Negligence) Bill, which was
foreshadowed by the government when it pursued tort
law reform in the previous session of Parliament. The
passage of that bill has enabled a significant
breakthrough in insurance cover here in Victoria as part
of the accumulation of legislation that has occurred on
insurance reform.
As members would know, earlier this year the
Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) indicated
that its capacity to sign a new three-year deal on
insurance to cover not-for-profit groups was a direct
result of the tort law reforms passed through this house.
On 18 September the Minister for Finance informed the
Legislative Council that Suncorp Metway was now
offering liability insurance for more than 47 groups as a
direct result of our reforms. Some of those groups
include animal protection shelters, charitable
organisations, community neighbourhood groups — I
know all members of Parliament would appreciate that
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was a key issue which needed to be resolved — music
groups, theatre groups and youth activity groups. Even
political interest groups which had trouble getting
insurance cover will now be able to get insurance cover
as well.
I can inform the house following the passage of the last
piece of legislation on insurance reform last night in the
Legislative Council that there is more good news on
insurance cover for Victoria. As a direct result of our
reforms and discussions with the Department of
Treasury and Finance over the past few months, the
Community Care Underwriting Agency (CCUA), a
joint venture between QBE, Allianz Australia and an
Insurance Australia Group company, will now offer
public liability insurance to not-for-profit groups right
across the state.
That will mean that more than 1000 not-for-profit
groups such as sporting groups, progress associations
and community health centres will be covered across
the nation by CCUA, including those in Victoria. Those
insurers will have the capacity to cover not-for-profit
organisations with a turnover of up to $2 million, which
is in excess of what the MAV has already brokered
from our previous tort law reform — that is, an
insurance scheme limited to groups with a turnover of
under $500 000. Already more than 60 groups have
registered their interest in applying for public liability
insurance through this new scheme, and these groups
will be contacted shortly and invited to apply for public
liability insurance.
I am very pleased Community Care Underwriting
Agency issued a media statement yesterday indicating
that it would offer that cover here in Victoria. We have
undertaken these reforms effectively and predictability
through continuous legislative reform in this house. I
am grateful to all members of Parliament for
cooperating in what is an important issue for the whole
of Victoria. We on this side have not dealt with
sectional interest groups but rather have dealt with these
insurance reforms and changes in the interests of the
whole of Victoria. We can see the benefit of that now
with the doctors who have continued, the professionals
who have gone on and now the not-for-profit groups
gaining insurance when they would not have
previously. I have to say that the reforms and changes
we have undertaken for this state have been a great
success.

Clinicians Health Channel program: funding
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. In these troubled
times for health services, is the minister going to axe
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the $2 million Clinicians Health Channel program,
which provides vital clinical resources and advice for
Victorian health professionals, particularly those in
country Victoria?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for his question. In fact the funding for the
Clinicians Health Channel was part of the negotiations
around the Australian health care agreement. The future
funding for the channel was not included in the funding
arrangements. However, I am very aware of the
significant interest in this program. I have received
many emails from people right across the state about
the value of the Clinicians Health Channel, and the
Department of Human Services is working very closely
to look at ways in which we can continue to offer that
service.

Ambulance services: government initiatives
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I direct my question to
the Minister for Health. Will the minister advise the
house of the Bracks government’s efforts to improve
ambulance services, particularly response times, in
metropolitan and rural Victoria?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for her question. The Bracks government has
restored community confidence in Victoria’s
ambulance service — and wasn’t that needed!
Victorians are telling us that too: they are telling us they
have more confidence in the service. The 2003
ambulance patient satisfaction survey showed that
overall satisfaction is running at nearly 98 per cent
across the state.
Response times have been maintained since the
government came to office in 1999, though ambulances
are transporting far more people to hospital. The
number of ambulance emergency call-outs across
Melbourne has increased from about 185 000 a year in
1999 to 250 000 a year now — that is, an extra 65 000
patients a year. The Metropolitan Ambulance Service
has coped very well: response times have been
maintained despite a 32 per cent increase in the daily
case load in the past three years. Over the same period
the demand for ambulance services in rural Victoria has
also increased, by 25 per cent, yet the response times
have been maintained.
All this has been enabled by the government’s
significant contribution to this very essential service.
We have employed 353 extra paramedics, put 39 extra
ambulance vehicles on the road and upgraded
204 ambulance vehicles, and of course we have been
boosting the ambulance budget year after year.
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Members will be delighted with the new ambulance
services and ambulance stations that have been
appearing in their communities. The member for
Nepean must be very pleased to see the new Dromana
ambulance station. The member for Kew has a new
ambulance station, and the member for Benalla has a
new ambulance station in Bright. Next week I will be
joining the member for Albert Park in opening a new
station in South Melbourne.
Right across country Victoria extra paramedic services
and extra mobile intensive care ambulance services
have been provided. The government is not resting on
its laurels; it is working to add further resources to our
ambulance services. In fact we will be expanding
two-officer crewing stations to Maryborough,
Kyabram, Cobram, Mansfield and Portland, which
should make the member for South-West Coast very
pleased. There will be new and improved ambulance
stations in a whole range of places right across the state.
What a turnaround! When we came to government in
1999 the ambulance service was demoralised; it had
been decimated, and community confidence was at an
all-time low. We have restored confidence, and we
have invested in the service. A lot of this is due to the
investment and commitment of the government, but I
also give credit to the hard work of our paramedics,
who are held in very high regard by the community.

Taxis: multipurpose program
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members to be
quiet and allow the member for Caulfield to ask her
question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Will the backbench of
the government come to order!
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — I direct my question
to the Minister for Transport. I refer to the minister’s
recent press announcement that the $16.50 fee for
multipurpose taxi program membership was introduced
to recover the cost of the issue, renewal and
replacement of all membership cards, and I ask: why
did his cabinet-in-confidence submission, which has his
name on it, recommend a $50 fee for the replacement
of lost cards? Was he just trying to generate revenue
from disabled and elderly Victorians?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — The
member for Caulfield was caught snooping around in
the Labor Party caucus room this morning, and now she
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refers to a document that the Leader of the Opposition
also referred to, alleging that it is a cabinet document. I
can assure you it is not a cabinet document. It is not a
photocopy of a cabinet document; it is not printed in the
same typeface as a cabinet document; the headings are
different; it does not have my signature on it — if it
were my cabinet document I would have put my
signature on it.
As members could hear from the comments made both
by the Leader of the Opposition and the snooper from
Caulfield — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will refer to
members appropriately.
Mr BATCHELOR — The facts that they have
drawn out of this document, wherever it has come
from, do not represent what the government has
announced in terms of its changes to the multipurpose
taxi scheme. They are — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — You are off the beam!

Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE:
training contract
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — My question without
notice is to the Minister for Education and Training.
Will the minister inform the house of recent initiatives
by the Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE which
demonstrate the strength of Victoria’s education and
training system?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Preston for his
question and his ongoing interest in the training system,
particularly the Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE
(NMIT), which is within his electorate.
We have as a government made a huge investment in
the training sector. It was in very bad need of extra
funding and extra support when we came into office.
We have put well over $250 million extra into our
training system, and the system is doing incredibly
well. The training system within Victoria is recognised
not only nationally but internationally for its excellence.
In fact, we lead the country in the number of
international students we have in our TAFE institutes:
we have over 41 per cent of Australia’s total number of
international students in our Victorian TAFEs. We have
a keen interest in exporting what we do well, and in fact
education and training is the third largest Victorian
export in the services sector. So as I said, we are doing
incredibly well in the training system.
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Our TAFEs which are providing services offshore
include Box Hill, Holmesglen, Kangan Batman, NMIT,
RMIT and Victoria University. They cover areas such
as the Asia–Pacific and the Middle-East. The economic
benefits for Victoria should not be underestimated.
As you know, Speaker, in 2001 the Bracks government
put $7.4 million into the Northern Melbourne Institute
of TAFE to establish the Australian College of Wine. I
am very pleased to inform the house that this
investment is working incredibly well. This year NMIT
won a gold medal at the 2003 Royal Adelaide Wine
Show for its 2002 Open Class Shiraz. There were over
200 exhibitors, including leading winemakers such as
Jamiesons Run and Brown Brothers, so it is doing very
well.
But today I am pleased to announce further good news
for NMIT.
Mr Perton interjected.
Ms KOSKY — You are not interested in this, are
you? Not at all interested.
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster will cease interjecting in that manner. The
minister, through the Chair.
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have asked the member
for Doncaster to stop interjecting in that manner. The
minister to continue her answer, without assistance
from the member for Doncaster.
Ms KOSKY — I am very pleased to announce to
this house today that NMIT TAFE has been successful
in bidding for a large training contract in viticulture
studies with the Sichuan provincial government in
China. The estimated benefit of this program for NMIT
is $40 million. This is part of a much larger program —
a $10 billion project — to establish a wine city in
China, and NMIT has won the tender to provide the
training. It has signed an agreement with the Panzhihua
University to deliver training in viticulture,
winemaking, hospitality, IT management, tourism and
the English language, and delivery commences next
year.
This is a fantastic agreement that the TAFE has signed,
building on the original investment that we made as a
government to establish the Australian College of
Wine. It is a terrific achievement for NMIT, and I
would hope the opposition would join me in
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congratulating the TAFE institute for what is just a
fantastic agreement not only for it but also for the
training sector.
Our training policies are working incredibly well. But
of course the opposition has no policies in training. In
fact, as we have heard, the member for Caulfield was in
the ALP caucus room today looking for something —
maybe it was a policy she was looking for!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to conclude
her answer.
Ms KOSKY — I did think I would have to
surgically remove her, because she was so intent on
looking for policies.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, to respond
to the question.
Ms KOSKY — It is a fantastic announcement for
NMIT. I am very pleased to share this information with
this house. We are obviously very keen to continue to
support NMIT, as we are other training institutes
around Victoria.

Taxis: multipurpose program
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I note
the Labor government’s frequent claim to be an open,
honest and consultative government, and I ask — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the backbench of
the Labor Party to desist from that behaviour and to
allow the Leader of the Opposition to ask his question.
Mr DOYLE — My question is to the Premier. I
note the Labor government’s frequent claim to be an
open, honest and consultative government, and I ask:
can the Premier explain why, in relation to the changes
to the multipurpose taxi program, cabinet was advised
that it would be necessary ‘to put limits on consultation
with affected parties before the decision is announced’?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. I respond by saying that
one of the features of the changes from 1999, with the
election of the new government and the reconfirmation
of our government 12 months ago, is that we are a more
open and consultative government than the previous
administration.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRACKS — I can indicate to the house and to
the public of Victoria that we will continue to govern
by consulting with the Victorian public, therefore better
informing ourselves about the decisions we make.
In relation to the multipurpose taxi scheme, I think the
transport minister has answered that adequately and
properly. There was proper and appropriate discussion
quite widely on that matter before the government
made a decision.

Community safety emergency support
program: funding
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — My question without notice
is directed to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, and I ask: can the minister inform the house
of this morning’s launch of the community safety
emergency support program — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Will the Leader of the
Opposition stop debating the matter across the table
while the member for Keilor is asking his question!
Mr SEITZ — Can the minister inform the house of
this morning’s launch of the community safety
emergency support program funding and how this will
assist to keep Victoria the safest place to be by
supporting volunteers and communities all over
Victoria?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — Victoria has a magnificent
set-up with its emergency services, and that is very
strongly supported. That has been made possible — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members on the
opposition side to stop interjecting and stop making
personal comments about the clothes other members
are wearing. The minister, to continue.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAERMEYER — What a rabble! Victoria has
some magnificent emergency services that help keep us
the safest state in Australia. But in particular the
strength of our emergency services is very much the
volunteers that make up organisations like the State
Emergency Service (SES), the Country Fire Authority
(CFA), the lifesavers and the coastguard.
During our last term for the first time we recognised not
only that they do a lot of work in turning out, dealing
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with emergencies directly and putting a lot of effort into
training but that they also spend a lot of time raising
funds to buy extra items of equipment — and to buy
vehicles — so they can do their jobs and better protect
the community.
This government recognised that with the community
safety emergency support program (CSESP), a
$4.5 million program which for the first time provided
the Country Fire Authority and the State Emergency
Service with matching grants to enable them to buy
extra items of equipment over and above those already
provided by the government.
This morning I was pleased to be able to announce that
the CSESP has been rejuvenated, and there will be
more money available to more emergency services over
the next four years. There will be $10 million over four
years available not only to the CFA and the SES but
also to the coastguard and the lifesavers. This program
is already benefiting the CFA through things like the
upgrading of vehicles and equipment, and those things
will come in very handy in this coming fire season.
The magnificent work of the SES is also being
supported with road rescue units, and we are hoping
they will have a much quieter time over this festive
period, particularly on the roads. They have an
important function in terms of road accident rescue, and
we hope that the good behaviour drivers have been
demonstrating continues so that we can achieve the
goal of our lowest road toll in history.
The CSESP program has now been extended to
lifesavers and the Australian Volunteer Coastguard
Association, which I am proud to say has now been
officially added to the host of emergency services under
the police and emergency services portfolio. I would
like to say to those services, ‘Welcome aboard’,
because they do an absolutely fantastic job in the same
tradition as the CFA and SES.
Under this program, where previously $1.5 million was
available over three years, $2.5 million will now be
available over four years. This recognises the great
work of these emergency services. Applications will be
issued just before Christmas, and we hope to make an
announcement on the first round of grant recipients
early in the new year. At the same time, whilst the
government is supporting the fundraising work that is
being performed by Victoria’s emergency services, the
federal government still seems hell-bent on taking away
the tax deductibility that is available to organisations
like the CFA and the SES.
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Once again we have a case where this government is
putting money in the pockets of these organisation on
one side, and Peter Costello and John Howard are
taking it out of the other pocket.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjection
is too high.
Mr HAERMEYER — Given the dedication of our
emergency service workers, and given the fact that they
provide for the safety of our community with their own
time and their own commitment, for the federal
government to be taking away the tax deductibility of
their fundraising activities is an absolute disgrace.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
conclude his answer.
Mr HAERMEYER — I am confident that these
CSESP grants will help these emergency services,
particularly the volunteers who continue to make
Victoria the safest state in Australia, whether it be on
the roads, whether it be on our waterways, whether it be
fire preparedness or whether it be crime prevention.

Police: operational protocols
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. I refer to my letter of 12 November to the
Chief Commissioner of Police requesting a criminal
investigation into fraud in the multipurpose taxi
program — an operational police matter. Why is the
Victoria Police compelled by Labor Party protocols to
inform the police minister of my request for a criminal
investigation, and why is the minister again interfering
in police operational matters?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Police
and Emergency Services — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has already asked his question. The
minister, to respond.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before the minister
responds, I ask the house to cooperate with the Chair to
allow the minister to answer his question.
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — There has been a longstanding
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set of protocols under governments of all persuasions
that communications to the Chief Commissioner — —
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby will stop interrupting in that fashion.
Mr HAERMEYER — That communications to the
Chief Commissioner of Police by members of
Parliament are directed through the office of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. In fact I
recall on a number of occasions under the previous
government I wrote to Chief Commissioner Comrie
and received a letter in reply telling me that the matter
had been referred back to the former Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, Mr McNamara, for him to
approve it and to pass it back to Mr Comrie. These have
been longstanding protocols. I am not aware of the
particular matter that the member refers to, but I must
say that these protocols have operated for quite some
time under governments of both political persuasions.

Road safety: Go Melbourne web site
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — My question is to the
minister responsible for the Transport Accident
Commission, the Minister for Workcover. Will the
minister inform the house on how the Bracks
government is using information technology to help
keep Victorians safe ahead of the festive season.
Mr HULLS (Minister for Workcover) — I thank
the honourable member for her question. I am delighted
to inform the house that to help combat drink-driving
during this festive period, in early December the
Transport Accident Commission (TAC) will be
launching an updated Internet site called Go Melbourne
to help people plan their celebrations, and more
importantly to plan how they will get home safely
during the party season.
As we all know, December is a very high-risk month.
More than a third of the drivers and riders killed last
December were over the legal alcohol limit — the
highest number in over 10 years. The TAC certainly
believes that pre-planning is a key to safety, and it has
created this Go Melbourne Internet site to help
Victorians plan how they will get home after a few
celebratory drinks.
The site features a map of the central business district
marking the location of more than 300 restaurants and
other venues; the closest public transport and taxi ranks
to each of those venues; and useful timetable
information including the last departure times from
those venues. The site also features a facility to send
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invitations containing that information to friends and
colleagues, and I am pleased to announce to the house
that anyone who downloads the Go Melbourne guide
from mid-December to mid-January will be in the
running to win a $1000 Cabcharge voucher and one of
10 Cabcharge vouchers to the value of $100. The
Bracks government believes in keeping the community
up to date — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The level of interjections
is too high.
Mr HULLS — I know that members of Parliament
are keen to inform their constituents of the latest
developments, legislative and otherwise, and that many
members of this place have their own web sites. It
might not be a bad idea to revisit your web site and
perhaps link it to this site. I know, for instance, that the
member for Caulfield has a web site, because I actually
took her lead and ‘snooped in’ and had a look at it.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Attorney-General is debating the question, and I ask
you to bring him back to the point.
The SPEAKER — Order! I presume that the
minister was relating his answer to the matter in hand in
relation to the member for Caulfield. I do not
understand that he was debating the matter.
Mr HULLS — I am saying that it would perhaps be
appropriate for the member for Caulfield to link this site
into her own web site. The address is
www.TACsafety.com.au. It is important that we
upgrade information. I note that from her web site that
she has links to other web sites.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
contents of the web site of the member for Caulfield
have no possible relevance to the question that was
asked. That question clearly related to the use of
information technology with respect to road safety, and
the content of an opposition member’s web site has no
connection to that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am having some
difficulty relating what the Attorney-General says to
safety in the festive season. I remind him of the
question he has been asked, and I ask him to relate his
answer to that.
Mr HULLS — The point I am making is that it is
important that web sites such as this important TAC
web site be linked to those of members of Parliament
rather than old information. I think the Victorian public
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is entitled to new information, and it just so happens
that this is new information rather than the old
information linking into web sites of Leonie Burke,
Lorraine Elliott, Bernie Finn — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind the house that
when the Speaker rises the house is required to come to
order. I can see no relevance in web sites of previous
members to the question that the Attorney-General was
asked.
I remind the Deputy Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition that they are not to speak to each other
while the Speaker is on her feet. I ask them to be quiet,
and I ask the Attorney-General to relate his answer to
the question.
Mr HULLS — It might not be a bad idea for all
members who have web sites to link them to this TAC
safety web site. That includes the member for Kew,
whom I also know has a web site. It might not be a bad
idea if he links this site into his current web site rather
than old information where he says — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have already asked the
Attorney-General to relate his question to the festive
season safety message. I do not believe he is doing that.
I ask him to return to the question.
Mr HULLS — I conclude by saying that this TAC
web site provides very important information and
service to the Victorian public. I urge every member of
Parliament to advise their constituents of this very
important web site. In wishing everybody here a safe
festive season, I urge every community member to
ensure that they plan ahead if they are partaking in
drinks over the festive season, and ensure that they get
home safely this Christmas.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY: FEDERAL
LEADER
Mr COOPER (Mornington) — I desire to move, by
leave:
That so much of standing orders and sessional orders as
necessary be suspended to enable me to move:
That this house expresses its concern that the Labor
Party is intent on dumping the Honourable Simon Crean
as its leader.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the house to come
to order.
Mr Batchelor — Leave is refused.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have to allow the
member for Mornington to conclude his motion before
leave is asked for.
Mr COOPER — I continue:
The house calls on all Victorian Labor Party MPs to
strongly support Mr Crean continuing in the role as their
federal leader, thus guaranteeing that the Howard
government will continue its excellent management of
Australia for many years to come.

Leave refused.

GAMBLING REGULATION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 November; motion of
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for Gaming); and
Mr SMITH’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in place thereof the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until interested stakeholders including
pubs and clubs, anti-gaming activists and the general public
have been genuinely consulted on: the appropriate regulation
of signage after an independent cost-benefit analysis of the
government’s proposals on signage; the government’s
inappropriate use of the Community Support Fund under the
current legislation; and the inability of the government to
control or diminish serious individual problems of gambling
addiction.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — I rise to support the Minister
for Gaming and congratulate him on presenting this bill
to the house. The bill implements a number of key
government commitments. The first of these is to
enhance local government’s say in gaming matters in
municipal areas. A number of measures will achieve
this. The bill introduces a requirement for all
applications to the commission for gambling regulation
for new premises approvals to be accompanied by a
planning permit or an application for a planning permit
or by evidence satisfactory to the commission that in
accordance with the planning scheme no permit is
required by the municipality.
It is important that local government will have a say in
the planning and distribution of gaming machines in the
different regions. This was one of the commitments of
the Bracks government. I am pleased to see that it is
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part of the bill. I congratulate the minister on
incorporating it in the bill.
At the same time the Victorian planning scheme will
also be amended to rationalise the controls of gaming
premises and ensure that gaming and planning controls
work together on an integrated whole-of-government
package. Again it is important that the programs are not
disjointed so that somebody appeals to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) against
what local government has proposed. Consideration
will be given to what the local people in the area have
to say on providing such gaming venues and that will
be weighed up.
Local councils will now be able to appeal certain
commission decisions at VCAT, instead of only to the
Supreme Court, which we know is a very expensive
and longwinded process. Municipal councils that have
made a submission to the commission in relation to an
application for premises approval or to increase
electronic gaming machine numbers will be able to
seek review of the commission’s decision by VCAT.
Consistent with VCAT appeal rights in other areas, this
right of review will also be conferred on the applicant
before the commission. That is a further step which
makes the decision-making process more democratic.
Further, the bill contains requirements for training
gaming venue staff. It is very important that operators
have compulsory training courses for gaming staff, so
that people do have training and understand the process
and what their jobs and responsibilities to their clients
are. They must also know how to operate the machines
and how a gaming venue should be run. Those
requirements are highly commendable.
The establishment of a commission for gambling
regulation will mean that separate decisions are not
made about the various gaming venues. The
commission will make decisions, so that we have a
clear-cut course for raising issues or complaints, and
staff can make sure they get proper training in
accordance with the legislation. This is a further
important step in developing gaming.
We heard a lot of argument about signage, with
members saying that various clubs will be
disadvantaged as pubs have more prominent positions.
Again, not having signage and not having unsolicited
mail in letterboxes is a good step, because then people
will not be enticed to go to gaming venues. We know
that people will always gamble, regardless of whether
we have poker machines. Before poker machines were
allowed in Victoria there were a lot of illegal gaming
houses. We often read in the media about police raids
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on illegal establishments. We have to accept the fact
that gaming is a legitimate and legal activity, but we
must also not entice people who are not inclined to
gamble into a gambling situation.
Many people do not know that they would have a
problem with gambling until they are actually
introduced to it. It is the same when you hear people
talking about golf. They say they did know they liked
the game of golf until they were introduced to and
played golf — which is also a legal activity in this state.
People are introduced to many activities.
Over-advertising and signage everywhere does
encroach to the point of attracting people who would
never otherwise think that it is a nice hobby or pastime
to put money into a machine. I tell people, ‘When you
go to a gaming venue consider that is like making your
offering on the church plate on a Sunday, because you
will get nothing back from it’. At least with the church
you hope for absolution when you die, but in gaming
you do not — you get nothing back. That is my
philosophy on gaming. It is a choice of individuals that
they want to spend their money there, rather than
supporting worthwhile community groups, like our
scouts and young footballers, cricketers and tennis
players in the area. It would be far better to have
fundraising in these areas.
That is the point of the equal distribution of the
Community Support Fund in activities such as the
scouts that I have just mentioned, the girl guides and
Little Athletics. They will never have licences or poker
machines at their venues. So the Community Support
Fund was set up to assist those programs, which are
encouraged. Again in this legislation the minister is
reiterating that there be a fair distribution of the
Community Support Fund money for the organisations
that benefit from it as part of the community. Funds for
them have dried up. It makes it a lot harder to raise
funds by selling raffle tickets or whatever when people
have spent their money in a poker machine at the local
pub. That happens in my electorate.
I commend the minister on the various steps he has
taken, in particular to make gaming responsible. People
know what they are there for, with extra lighting.
Having permanent clocks in gaming venues means that
they are realising how long they have spent there, and
not just how much money they have spent. Since the
government came to office it has reduced the amount of
money people can draw out of automatic teller
machines and how much can be put in the gaming
machines at one go. All of those are a very sound step
in the right direction.
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If we do not provide legal gambling for our society,
there will be illegal gaming venues and the government
will miss out on the taxes and there will not be the
proper employment and other standards which have
been developed in the gaming industry that we are used
to. I commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I rise to support
the comments made by the Leader of the National Party
and the member for Shepparton on the Gambling
Regulation Bill. It is worth while putting on record —
and many have said this in their contributions — that
Australians love to gamble. You see all sorts of
gambling that Australians get involved in. Two people
will even gamble on two flies crawling up a wall —
that is the level of interest of people in Australia in
gambling. It is an important part of our lifestyle. It is for
entertainment and fun and, of course, it has been a
successful industry. It is worth while indicating that.
I go back to the time when we did not have poker
machines and a casino in Victoria. My electorate of
Murray Valley borders Victoria and New South Wales.
We had the ridiculous situation where Victorians were
moving into New South Wales and gambling there,
using the poker machines in venues on the border
between the two states. They were producing huge
revenue and profits for the clubs on the New South
Wales side of the border. We saw the massive
developments that took place there.
People mentioned that it is good for us in north-eastern
Victoria because we had people from Melbourne and
all other parts of the state coming to the northern part of
Victoria, along the border, and utilising the sporting
venues there, particularly the gaming machines. We
certainly did have benefit from that. What we did not
get, of course, was the funding provided by the
government in New South Wales, which was being
utilised to support its sporting clubs. The difficulty we
had in Victoria was being able to get the government to
provide appropriate funding levels for the development
of sport and recreation activities. The great plus from
having gaming machines in Victoria is the support that
has been provided to a range of areas, including sport
and recreation.
From that position I supported the introduction of
gaming or poker machines in Victoria; it was on the
basis of the support that would be provided not only to
assist people who were interested in gambling but also
in the development of facilities and funding to this state
which previously was crossing into New South Wales.
In Victoria we have the duopoly with the two types of
gaming venues plus the casino. It is a well-controlled
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industry, and a huge revenue earner. The state
government received $1.3 billion from gambling taxes
in Victoria in the past year. There was a total turnover
in the industry estimated at $4.26 billion in the past
year.
It is also interesting when talking about gambling to
look at the Melbourne Cup. Tabcorp estimated that
$30 million was invested on the Melbourne Cup in
Victoria, and it is estimated $100 million was invested
across Australia. We need to recognise that it is an
important industry and an important contributor to the
state of Victoria.
I believe Tabcorp and Tattersalls are highly successful
in developing a strictly controlled industry; and of
course it is well regulated within the state. It is
estimated that 10 000 people across Victoria are
directly or indirectly employed by the gambling
industry. Support has been provided to hotels and the
club industry. We now have hotels with excellent
facilities, and many of the improvements have been
built on the back of hotels having poker machines. The
machines have enabled the hotels to generate
profitability and develop their facilities, provide
entertainment, hospitality and excellent eating areas. I
think that has been a great attraction for people coming
to the state of Victoria.
I will quote a couple of paragraphs from an interesting
article by Neil Mitchell which was published in the
Herald Sun of Tuesday, 4 November. To pull just one
or two paragraphs out of it, he said:
How do we strike the balance between legitimate and legal
fun for the majority and sheer human desperation for a few?

He went on to talk about Tattersalls, saying:
It gives so much money to charity and hospitals that if it
suddenly stopped the system would freeze.

I think it is important to understand the enormous
contribution that has been made by the industry to the
state of Victoria, and to our essential services such as
hospitals and health services generally.
Talking about Tattersalls again, he said:
Apart from the $750 million that went into hospitals last year,
it gave specific grants of about $7 million to worthy
organisations …

That of course is a contribution that Tattersalls has been
making to a range of organisations across the state
where they have been able to generate profitability.
I believe it is worth while also quoting from another
document. This is a contribution by a Betty Con Walker
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which was published in the Sydney Morning Herald of
20 November. It is headed ‘Vilified pokies not the root
of all evil’, and says:
Anti-gambling zealots who cite turnover figures are
overstating their case.

The article goes on, just to quote a couple of
paragraphs:
The adage, don’t let the facts get in the way of a good story, is
alive and well among those who regularly beat up stories
about the evils of poker machine gambling and the profits
made by the machines’ operators.
The introduction of a limited number of poker machines to
the hotel industry in New South Wales probably saved the
corner pub and many small clubs from extinction.

I think it is worth while putting those comments on the
record to get some balance in the argument and in the
debate.
I have also had put to me on many occasions that we
have a huge number of machines in Victoria. In fact we
are limited to 30 000 poker machines, which everybody
in the house should be well aware of, whereas New
South Wales, for instance, has 105 000. The average
per 1000 adults in New South Wales is 21.6, whereas in
Victoria it is 7.3. It is worth while putting that sort of
information on the record to try to get balance into the
debate.
It is interesting also to look at the letters the National
Party has received. I have had representations from the
Mildura Working Man’s Sports and Social Club, for
instance, and the Numurkah Golf and Bowls Club. I
wanted to quote a paragraph out of a letter from Grant
Duffy, who is the chief executive officer of the
Numurkah club, because he highlights the difficulties
that have arisen for that industry and his club from the
changes that have been implemented by the
government in recent times. They have made it
extremely difficult for the club to continue operating,
and the most recent one — a ban on smoking within the
precinct — has seen a drop of around 20 per cent in its
revenue. In fact, it is in a situation where they cannot
continue to develop and the club, which is a fine facility
for Numurkah and surrounding areas, is now having
trouble in continuing to survive.
We must acknowledge that there are problem gamblers.
I accept that situation. I attended a gamblers help forum
at Wangaratta last Saturday organised by the Country
Women’s Association, which received $10 000 from
the government to assist in promoting these forums
across country Victoria. I note it has been stated that
$8 million has been provided to Gamblers Help in
recent years.
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Mr Smith interjected.
Mr JASPER — An amount of $7 million to
$8 million has been provided to Gamblers Help. I also
note — and it is unfortunate that time is running out on
me — in the Labor Party’s documentation running up
to the last state election that it said it would be spending
$100 million to assist with problem gamblers. I would
like to know where that money is. Where has it been
spent? My information and my investigations reveal
that that money has not been spent, and I would be
interested in a response from the minister, remembering
of course that the Community Support Fund is
supported strongly by funding provided through poker
machine revenue.
It is a dilemma for the government. Poker machines are
a huge revenue earner. They have resulted in the
development of facilities across the state, yet problem
gamblers are there and the issue does need to be dealt
with. I go back to what I said a short time ago — it is a
matter of achieving a balance between allowing people
in Victoria who love to gamble and love to be part of
the community to receive the benefits through that
community and have appropriate entertainment on the
one hand and being able to address the issue of the
small number of people who have problems as far as
gambling is concerned on the other.
The Leader of the National Party talked about concerns
with the proposed advertising bans. We will be
watching that with interest, because that is to be
introduced by regulation. I would hate to see a situation
where the government moves too heavily in this area in
banning any sort of publicity or advertising so that
people do know where poker machines are, and that
they are able to utilise them and take part in that
entertainment.
As to the reasoned amendment, whilst the wording is
important the most important part is that it urges
genuine consultation. That is what has been missing
with this legislation that was introduced a couple of
weeks ago. It is the biggest bill that has been introduced
into the Parliament since I have been the member for
Murray Valley, and I believe we just have not had time
to analyse it appropriately. When eight bills are brought
together under one bill — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER — It is all right to interject, but the
fact is I have not been able to get responses from all the
organisations in my electorate who wish to respond to
the legislation, and I think the reasoned amendment
highlights that genuine consultation which has not been
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able to be effectively undertaken by the party or by me
in my electorate of Murray Valley. I indicate my
concerns about this legislation.
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — It gives me great
pleasure to stand here today to speak on the Gambling
Regulation Bill. I congratulate the Minister for Gaming
for putting forward this substantial reform of gambling
law.
In 2002 the Bracks government commissioned a review
of the governance arrangements for gambling. The
review found that the regulations were very confusing
and were spread across a number of acts and three
statutory regulators. I heard the member for Murray
Valley say that there was no consultation. Industry and
community stakeholders were consulted, and their input
was critical in formulating this recommendation. The
bill is now delivering the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation and the consolidation of this very
extensive legislation. The bill reflects the government’s
delivery of election commitments.
I must say that during the last campaign I had an
independent candidate running for Evelyn. Her name is
Gabriella Byrne. She stood on a one-issue ticket for no
pokies, and I believe she received over 1000 votes. She
works very hard within the local community helping
those who are affected by problem gambling. She holds
self-help classes and puts herself out into the
community for problem gamblers. I keep Gabriella
informed as to the Bracks government’s commitment to
tackling this problem, and I certainly commend her for
her ongoing work. I am sure she is happy about my
support in keeping her informed.
I am very proud of the measures that the Bracks
government has taken to combat the problem. Some of
the little things are very important, like the lighting and
the clocks, because people become quite insular in
these places and the time slips away from them. That
was a great initiative. The availability of only limited
cash on the automatic teller machines is another good
thing, because people are quite compulsive and keep
going back. I think that also helps. People receiving
their money by cheque when they have a jackpot win is
another way to avoid the money being put through the
machines. As to the issue of 24-hour centres, there used
to be 130 of them and now there are only 17, so the
government can be commended for that.
Some of the key election commitments include the
local government planning permits for new gaming
venues. This will give councils more control in gaming
matters within their municipal areas. In this way they
can appeal to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
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Tribunal (VCAT) instead of going through the Supreme
Court. The submission time to the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation has been
extended from 28 days to 60.
The Bracks government has doubled the funding for
problem gambling services, from about $7.8 million
when it came to office to $19.5 million for 2003–04. I
hear members on the other side of the house saying that
we are not doing anything. We are certainly tackling
this problem head on.
I also think the ban on advertising outside venues is a
good idea. Unsolicited mail will also be banned. Those
with the loyalty schemes can be solicited, but people
will not be receiving mail promoting gambling.
I again congratulate the minister. This is a streamlining
of the legislation. It promotes safe and professional
gambling, and we will continue to target and tackle the
problems at hand. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — It is always a pleasure
to follow the honourable member for Evelyn, who
speaks very well and very sensibly. I support strong
gambling legislation enforcement. I have been
consistent on that issue since I have been a member of
Parliament. I am not aware of the current figures, but I
know that back in 1998–99 my region spent
$17 million on poker machines. That is an incredible
amount of money for a community of about
35 000 people on the electoral roll. It is far too much.
There have been some impacts of the legislative
changes relating to gambling. This Gambling
Regulation Bill is a consolidation of previous
legislation; it is not a new package in the sense of being
new from cover to cover. This is not new legislation —
there is new stuff there — but it is a consolidation of
previous legislation, so it is not fair to say this is the
biggest bill that has ever been in the house. It certainly
is a large document, but it is a consolidation of previous
legislation.
One issue has affected the Robinvale Golf Club in my
area, which has a Tabaret licence. Since the smoking
ban came into place people have been disappearing
over the river to Euston. I have had discussions with the
Minister for Health on this, and I am wondering how
negotiations are going with New South Wales to bring
that state into line with Victoria and get it to adopt the
same sensible policies that this state has adopted to
minimise the health risk and the gambling addiction
that some people unfortunately have to cope with. If we
had a resolution of that issue it would certainly help
Robinvale.
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I am not suggesting, as the National Party did at one
stage, that we have a zone down the border where you
have smoking allowed, say, 10 or 20 kilometres into
Victoria and banned outside that zone. Once you
moved to that zone you would have clubs that were in it
saying it was great and clubs that were out complaining
they were not part of the system and asking to be
included. In the end it would not be workable, so let us
get New South Wales on board to find a solution.
I remember seeing an advertisement some years ago
put out by Crown Casino. I think it used it to promote a
motor car as a prize, and the slogan ran ‘Everyone’s a
winner at Crown’. I am sorry — that is not true.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr SAVAGE — I know. I said I remember it from
some time ago. I accept what the honourable member
for Bass says, but that was the promotional material,
and it was very misleading. There are very few people
who go to Crown Casino who are winners. In fact, I
went there for the first time a couple of weeks ago. I
had never been in Crown Casino, and I do confess that I
did put some money into a machine.
An Honourable Member — Problem gambler!
Mr SAVAGE — No, I am not a problem gambler. I
managed to win a small amount of money and I left.
You have to experience these things at first hand before
you can make a judgment, and I have done that. I have
learnt my lesson, and I am not going back. But I found
it quite disturbing that at 11 o’clock on a Monday night
the place was full and people were transacting large
amounts of money on blackjack, roulette et cetera.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SAVAGE — I think that is a very good point,
but I am not going to go there! Perhaps people should
be in bed at 11.30 on Monday nights.
The situation concerns me. I am not going to give
Crown Casino a bagging — it is a legitimate licensed
premises in this state and it is providing a service — but
my personal view of it is that I am not sure that I have a
great affinity with that sort of lifestyle. If I had to make
a decision as to whether we had a casino in Victoria I
do not know that I could bring myself to do it. But
people need not worry; it is never going to happen — I
am never going to have that opportunity.
In the Mildura region clubs are an important part of our
community. They provide a great service by sponsoring
sport. They provide good meals and a number of
services. The Mildura Working Man’s Sports and
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Social Club has a bowling facility as well as restaurants
and the like, and a significant number of tourists come
to the area, so it makes it very difficult for visitors if
you restrict advertising on where these clubs are. You
do not expect the visitors to get a search party looking
for them. I ask that consideration be given to
minimising the impact of the change on the quite
unique situation in regional areas, where tourists are
more important to gaming venues. We know that a
gaming venue will always provide great meals, and that
is the primary reason we need to allow the tourists to
know where the clubs are. We should not send them out
with a search party.
Like other members, I have received a copy of the letter
written by the secretary/manager of the Mildura
Working Man’s Sports and Social Club. That club has
9500 members, who are provided with very good
facilities. I trust this legislation will not inhibit that
club’s reasonable opportunities to advertise its wares
and its location. The Returned and Services League
club is another club that is not on the main street, so it is
even more difficult to find if you are not a local. I know
that will be a consideration when these regulations are
drafted so as to minimise that impact.
We have to acknowledge that there are problem
gamblers. I think we have come a long way in the time
that I have been in his place in recognising that, in
revealing the statistics and in having the gambling
helpline and gambling counsellors. We have not
resolved the problem, but we have minimised it, and we
have been responsible. The state certainly does get
significant benefit from gambling, and I guess it has a
vested interest — and a conflict of interest in some
respects. As the honourable member for Murray Valley
said previously, there needs to be a balance in the way
we look at gambling.
I know that members in this house are keen to conclude
this debate; it has been continuing for some days now, I
think. I end my remarks by saying that we need
balance. We need a fair and reasonable application of
the regulation of advertising on electronic gaming
machines. We need to consider the unforeseen
consequences and impacts so as to avoid the sorts of
outcomes that have occurred with the smoking bans.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Gaming) — First of all I thank very much all the
members who have spoken on this bill in their
considered ways since yesterday. Although I did not
necessarily always agree with everything that was said,
particularly on the other side of the house, once you
look through all these issues, and certainly at the main
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lines, you see that in the end this was about a mild
criticism of government, not a fundamental one.
This is an opportunity to remind ourselves that legalised
gambling with poker machines is in effect a relatively
new phenomenon here in Victoria. In recent years we
have seen the first decline in gaming revenue since
gaming machines were introduced in 1991. As I said,
there has been a decline in revenue. I know a lot of
clubs are complaining about it, but it is important to
remind ourselves that when we look back the turnover
is probably really back to where it was two years ago,
which some in the community would say is still very,
very high. I am not necessarily of the same view, and I
think this is an opportunity to remind ourselves that
there have been a whole lot of changes to the legislation
on gaming over the last decade. As the Ombudsman
said, the result of that was a bowl of spaghetti.
There were a whole lot of unnecessary rules. This bill
takes some regulations out of areas where they were not
necessary and were a bit over the top. One example is
that a venue will not have to seek a venue renewal
licence every five years. There are mechanisms that
apply: if you cannot hold your licence for probity and
conduct reasons, it can be removed from you. But why
should they have to go through the exercise every five
years? Other businesses do not have to go through that.
We have removed some unnecessary regulations like
those applying to junket operators in the casino.
Everyone who comes in from overseas is approved
under the federal government’s visa system. You are
supposed to have a crime-free record to get a visa. It is
an extra unnecessary burden.
We have heard a lot of talk with the reasoned
amendment that we need to withdraw this legislation
for further consultation. We went to the election on the
key issues that are under debate — and I will cover
signage in a moment. For a year I have been having
meetings with different operators. I have had meetings
as part of community cabinet with the operators of
gaming venues in Mildura Rural City, and I have done
the same on the Mornington Peninsula and in a whole
lot of other locations across Victoria. Certainly I have
been getting feedback prior to my thinking about what
should be in this bill and as part of explaining where the
government is coming from.
Whilst there is some criticism from some venues, the
predominant response from the gaming industry and its
representative bodies and from the operators of the
venues we have gone to is that they understand that this
is something we took to the election. It is something the
government is committed to, and we are going to
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deliver. But in the end, as with the signage issue, it is
something we are going to consult about. We
understand that it is complex.
There are in effect 130 less pages in this bill than there
are in the combined eight acts of Parliament. Although
we have heard about its being the biggest bill and about
the opposition not really having seen it, the reality is, as
the Leader of the National Party said, that the vast
majority — and he said something like 95 per cent —
of what is presented in this bill has been presented to
this place in exactly the same form in the past, and the
Parliament has debated it. The member for Mildura
touched on that as well. That is a significant point that
the Leader of the National Party made; it is a different
view, unfortunately, from the opposition.
I want to respond to some of the issues that have been
raised as part of the debate. Revenue is one that comes
up now and again, which the member for Footscray
highlighted. Unashamedly we are a high taxing
government of gaming products — and we should be!
Potentially socially harmful products should be taxed
highly, because if they are not the operators are the
beneficiaries. The operators make a fair whack out of it
as it is, but they would like to make more. I know they
are private businesses, but the national competition
policy review highlighted the fact that the tax regime of
the Kennett government was in effect allowing the
gaming industry to make a much larger profit than it
had anticipated in terms of the tax rates that had been
set. That is why we put on the health benefit levy of
$15.50, which all goes into health programs.
We heard the member for Bass say that we are revenue
dependent, and at the same time he said that we are
being too tough on venues and that they are going to
lose money. If they are going to lose money, we are
going to lose money. You cannot have it both ways.
But unashamedly we tax high. We have increased taxes
on gaming venues, and it all goes back to the
community. Saying the government puts the money in
its pocket is not the case. As many members have said,
85 per cent of the revenue collected from gaming goes
to either the Mental Health Fund or the Hospitals and
Charities Fund. Often when I get letters written to me
by constituents I am asked where the money goes to.
When gaming was introduced it was supposed to go to
health. The answer is that 85 per cent of it goes to
health.
The member for Warrandyte had a go in this house
yesterday, saying that in the City of Maroondah the
government was taking out $242 million and no money
was going back. But 85 per cent of $242 million is
$204 million, which as a minimum has gone back to the

GAMBLING REGULATION BILL
Thursday, 27 November 2003

ASSEMBLY

health area. How is Maroondah Hospital funded? How
are gamblers help services funded? How are many
other projects funded?
Another criticism from the opposition concerns the
Community Support Fund. It is no longer funding
Federation Square and the like. It is funding swimming
pool upgrades, sport and recreation upgrades, art centre
upgrades, emergency services upgrades and many
needy community projects like community centres and
multicultural centres — a whole lot of projects that all
of us benefit from.
Another criticism was the supposed lack of
transparency. There is more transparency than you have
ever seen. The member for Bass asked if we could do
more. I am always happy to consider more, and we are
looking at other ways. But if you look at the Office of
Gambling Regulation web site, you will see that
turnover figures are published every month. An update
on local government areas is given on a regular basis,
which you can download. There is a whole lot of
information that never existed under the previous
government.
I want to thank the staff of the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority and the directors and staff of the
Office of Gambling Regulation. This restructures them
by setting up a new commission. Certainly the intention
is not to get rid of the staff of that office; they will have
ongoing employment. They have done a great job under
very difficult circumstances, because they have had to
interpret, as the Ombudsman said, a ‘bowl of spaghetti’
of laws. This legislation provides more clarity for them
as well as some extra responsibilities that will be very
good for gambling regulation and for the community.
I also want to thank the staff of the Department of
Justice for their efforts, particularly Sarah Harvey, who
has done a huge amount of work and who has to go
through the whole process in the Legislative Council
next week. There has been a lot of consultation; I have
been meeting with a whole lot of stakeholders on this
for a very long time. I think Sarah has done a great job,
and the staff in my office have worked very hard on
this.
I commend the bill to the house. It is going to be very
valuable, because it will provide clarity and will deliver
on our election commitments.
On signage I can give an assurance that there will be a
lot of discussion with the industry. We are not going to
rush this. I said in the second-reading speech that we
are talking about reasonable signage. Our signage bans
will not go as far as they have in South Australia or
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New South Wales, and we will work through the issues
with the industry. We will have regulations, and they
will apply after consultation. I thank opposition
members for not opposing this bill, and I thank
government members for their solid support for it.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 59
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jenkins, Mr

Kosky, Ms
Langdon, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Loney, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Stensholt, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 24
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maughan, Mr

Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third reading.

Third reading
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 November; motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport).

Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — It is my pleasure to
make a contribution on the Parliamentary Committees
Bill, which is before the house this afternoon. It gives
me a great sense of satisfaction that this bill is before
the house today, because in the last Parliament I had the
privilege of being the chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee.
I was ably assisted on that committee by my friend the
member for Mitcham — an outstanding member for
Mitcham — my friend the then member for
Tullamarine, now the member for Yuroke — —
An honourable member interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member, without assistance.
Ms GILLETT — Jenny Mikakos, a member for
Jika Jika in another place and an outstanding friend of
mine — —
Mr Perton interjected.
Ms GILLETT — The member for Doncaster is
misleading the house. They are all friends of mine —
unlike his position in his party, where he has no friends
at all, a terribly sad circumstance.
Moving back to the Parliamentary Committees Bill, it
is very pleasing to see that the government has received
the report compiled by a subcommittee of the Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee, which examined
the Parliamentary Committees Act and provided advice
to the government on how that act could be
modernised, written in plain English and sequenced so
that it was a more appropriate tool that was easier to
use.
I pay tribute to a former member of another place, the
Honourable Mark Birrell, who caused the reference to
be sent from the upper house to the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee.
It is particularly pleasing that the government
responded to the recommendations of the subcommittee
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in such a short period of time, taking into account the
fact that we had an election around about this time
12 months ago.
Ms Beattie interjected.
Ms GILLETT — It was an outstanding result.
Although I should not take up the interjection, because
interjections are unruly, it was such a fine interjection
and I am sorely tempted — —
Mr Langdon interjected.
Ms GILLETT — She is out of her seat!
I commend the government, as I said, for the speediness
and completeness of its response. I can do no more than
thank my friends and colleagues who were on the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee with me
and who made the work so enjoyable and constructive.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I rise to speak on this
bill, and I see my friend the member for Rodney will be
joining the debate as well.
I have been involved in committees in this Parliament
for some 15 years. I must say with some sadness that
committees have become increasingly politicised. If
this legislation were to work, in theory things would be
fine; but I remember, certainly between 1988 and 1996,
there being a real effort by both sides of the house to
look at bipartisan references and conclusions.
In this Parliament all the committee chairs are held by
the Labor Party, and I find that regrettable.
Mr Nardella — So? You held all the chairs!
Mr PERTON — The member for Melton refers to
the fact that the same thing happened under the Kennett
government. I agree that that was inappropriate; but
looking to the future, it would be better to split the
chairs between the parties, just as we have done in past
Parliaments when power has been split between the
upper and lower houses. It is better to seek
bipartisanship.
I look forward to the day when we have broadcasting,
because the people will be able to see the attitude to
democracy that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and the member for Melton have.
The references that have come to the committee on
which I serve — the Education and Training
Committee — have been purely political. They have
been designed for one purpose — that is, to achieve a
set of majority recommendations with which to attack
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the federal government. I can see very little coming out
of the committee that will do what all-party committees
ought to do — that is, find things that the state of
Victoria or the Parliament of Victoria can do.

being driven into the ground. The performance of these
members — —

I served as the first chair of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee. I think members would recall
that it was a fair committee that criticised government
legislation and acted appropriately when it saw a
removal of rights. It was certainly fearless in its
expression of that. The now Deputy Premier served on
that committee. There was a very congenial
atmosphere, and we all worked hard to find bipartisan
positions.

Mr PERTON — Perfect, the guy who made a Nazi
salute in this house — —

I say with a lot of sadness that the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee is not performing in that way
anymore. It has become an absolute lap-dog of the
government. Presumably the chair sees a future cabinet
career in running that committee as a lap-dog.
When I first came into this Parliament I served under
the Honourable David Evans, the then chair of the
Legal and Constitutional Committee, along with the
member for Murray Valley and good Labor members
like the Honourable Jean McLean. We worked hard, it
was bipartisan and we achieved great results.

Mr Haermeyer interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Doncaster!
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! I ask the member for Doncaster to sit in his chair
when the Acting Speaker is on his feet. I ask the
minister not to assist the member for Doncaster.
Mr PERTON — They are both good examples.
The member for Yuroke and the police minister are
prize examples of why the committee system does not
work any more, and of why this Parliament has
deteriorated into becoming a plaything of the executive.
This piece of legislation will do nothing to improve
that. In the end it is the spirit of the members — —

Ms Beattie — Why didn’t you stand up to Jeff
Kennett?

Ms Lindell — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member on his feet has just said that the committee
system is not working. As the chair of the Environment
and Natural Resources Committee I take this as a
personal insult. I also find it offensive to members of
the opposition and National Party who serve on that
committee. I ask the member to withdraw those
comments.

Mr PERTON — You are an idiot! You are a
prize — —

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! There is no point of order.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Doncaster, through the Chair!
The member for Yuroke is out of her seat.

Mr PERTON — I will conclude, Acting Speaker.
The yelling, the agitation and the ignorance
demonstrated by government members, who do not
understand these procedures, is an indication that this
Parliament no longer works as a Parliament ought to,
and has become an instrument of the executive power.

The member for Melton’s criticism of the Kennett
government for not giving the Labor Party chairs is
right, but two wrongs do not make a right.

Mr Lupton — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
under standing order 108 I ask the Chair to discipline
the member for Doncaster for casting that sort of
aspersion on a member.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! You cannot ask for that; it has to be the member
concerned.
Mr PERTON — I will conclude. But I think the
member for Yuroke is a prize example of why this
Parliament does not work. This Parliament has become
an instrument of oppression by the majority party
against the minority parties. It is a Parliament that is

Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr PERTON — The member for Melton is a
classic. He speaks one way in the party room and
another in the Parliament. He is rightfully ashamed by
the way this Parliament operates.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I would like to
acknowledge the hard work of the previous Scrutiny of
Acts and Regulations Committee, in particular the
member for Tarneit as the past chair of that committee,
for the fine work that was delivered to the government,
and the response of the government in the form of this
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bill is certainly worthy of the work that was performed
by that committee.
I would like to make one quick comment with respect
to a clause of the bill which goes to the heart of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee in
particular. It is that which deals with the current
situation of the committee being unable to make
comment on or scrutinise bills once they become acts in
the event that there has been no opportunity during the
bill stage for discussions to be had on them. In the past
parliaments have dealt with that by making ad hoc
amendments to allow for the committee to scrutinise
acts within a certain period of time. This one reform in
this bill deals with that for all time into the future.
I believe the rest of the bill recognises the fact that the
parliamentary committee system is working, and is
working very well. It is a system that has served this
Parliament quite ably in the past, and I am confident
that in the future the committee system will form the
basis of some very good policy recommendations to
government. I look forward to the results of the work of
the current parliamentary committees to be presented to
the house.
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I also support the
legislation before the house. The committee system is a
very important part of the parliamentary process. I have
personally served on four separate committees, and
have been the deputy chair of two of those. I believe all
of the committees do tremendous work. Generally
speaking, we all gain from working with members of
other political persuasions on most of these committees
in a bipartisan way in making recommendations —
which, generally speaking, the government of the day
adopts.
I was interested in the contribution from the member
for Tarneit who chaired the committee that presented
this report entitled Report on Improving Victoria’s
Parliamentary Committee System. While she gave
cheerios to all the government members who were on
that committee, she missed out a couple of notable
people who were also on that committee — the
Honourable Mark Birrell and the Honourable Chris
Strong, who I think made important contributions to
that committee.
She could hardly be pleased with the fact that, having
made some 44 recommendations in this legislation, the
government has picked up about 6 of them. There are
some important recommendations that have not been
adopted by this government. Nonetheless it is
legislation that is making incremental change for the
better, and I certainly welcome that.
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I welcome the work of particularly the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, and all of the others — the
Law Reform Committee, the Road Safety Committee,
and the list goes on. But some of the changes to those
committees have not been adopted in this legislation,
which essentially is a rewrite of the 1968 act.
Without going into detail I just want to say that I am
strongly in favour of the committee system. It is a great
way for members of Parliament to improve their
knowledge and make a contribution. The legislation
before the house is less than it could otherwise be. It is
slow, incremental change, but it is change for the better,
and therefore the National Party will not be opposing
this legislation.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The
parliamentary committee system is one of the great
features of the Westminster system of Parliament. Why
is that? I would just like to outline the following factors.
One reason is that it has composition from the main
political parties which are represented in the chambers
of both houses. A second reason is that it is
underpinned by the good work of Hansard, so that
when public submissions are made to parliamentary
committees they are reliably and accurately recorded,
which enables the committee staff to distil the relevant
features. Another factor behind the strength of the
parliamentary committees is that there is active
engagement with the Victorian community, the
Australian community and, in some cases, international
communities or areas of expertise, which has enabled
Victoria to lead the world in many key areas of law
reform.
I draw attention to a couple of areas of keen activity
among the parliamentary committees. One of the
reasons why Victoria has led the world in road safety
reform is that it has been the product of the active work
of successive road safety committees, which have
looked at both international best practice and emerging
best practice, taking into account key advice from
medical and engineering experts. The road traffic laws
we have today in this state, which have led the world,
are the product of wide and active consultation with the
wider community.
During my chairmanship of the Victorian parliamentary
Law Reform Committee we embarked upon a number
of reviews. One looked at the application of technology
for legal service delivery in rural and regional Victoria.
Consultations were held in some 13 or 14 country
centres. Citizens who were invited along to address the
committee thought that their ideas may not have had
much weight, but they put them forward. There were a
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number of ideas that people put forward. The
committee considered an idea of a lady in Wodonga: it
was not only a very important idea to include in its
report, but important enough that it decided to act upon
the suggestion immediately.
In the case of the use of DNA in crime detection and
prevention the committee had the chance to look at
international best practice. That report is yet to arrive in
this chamber, but I am sure there will be a number of
recommendations which will help Victoria maintain an
active place at the forefront of crime detection and
prevention through the use of science and of DNA in
that regard.
I note that a former Labor member made the remark
that his best years of parliamentary service were
through the parliamentary committee system, because
members who are aware of what reforms will get
through their party rooms and what will be
cost-effective can form the final product of
parliamentary committee recommendations. While this
particular bill does not include all the recommendations
of the parliamentary committee, it is the view of my
side of the house that it not be opposed.
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank honourable members for their contributions.
There has certainly been bipartisan cooperation on this
bill and also on the amendments, which will avoid the
necessity for me to speak during the committee stage.
Motion agreed to.

amendments have been agreed between the two parties
and are the product of a bipartisan effort designed to
make the bill work.
Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 8 to 16 agreed to.
Clause 17
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
3.

Committee
Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to.
Clause 7

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
1.

Clause 7, line 7, omit “illicit”.

2.

Clause 7, line 9, omit “for such use”.

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — These amendments
have been arrived at through decent and fair negotiation
between the government and the Liberal Party, and I
particularly thank the Honourable Bill Forwood in the
other place and the deputy leader in this house, the
honourable member for Warrandyte, for their work. I
understand the honourable member for Footscray
represented the Premier in the talks, so these

Clause 17, page 9, line 26, after “indirectly” insert
“repeals,”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to,
clauses 18 to 24 agreed to.
Clause 25

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
4.

Clause 25, line 6, after “not” insert “actually”.

5.

Clause 25, line 10, after “is” insert “actually”.

Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 26 and 27 agreed to.
Clause 28

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
6.

Clause 28, page 16, line 6, omit “ — “ and” insert “the
Committee unanimously agrees so to empower the
member or members.”.

7.

Clause 28, page 16, lines 7 to 11, omit all words and
expressions on these lines.

Read second time.
Committed.
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Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 29 to 31 agreed to.
Clause 32

Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
8.

Clause 32, line 12, omit “ — “ and” insert “the
Committee unanimously agrees so to empower the
member or members.”.

9.

Clause 32, lines 13 to 17, omit all words and expressions
on these lines.

Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 33 to 65 agreed to.
Table agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
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Report adopted.

Third reading
The SPEAKER — Order! As the required
statement of intention has been made under section
85(5)(c) of the Constitution Act 1975, I am of the
opinion that the third reading is required to be passed
by an absolute majority. As there is not an absolute
majority present, I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

SUPREME COURT JUDGES
Annual report
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) presented, by command
of the Governor, report for 2002.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Financial Management Act 1994 — Report from the Minister
for Planning that she had received the 2002–03 annual report
of the Surveyors Board
Food Safety Council — Report for the year 2002–03
Health Purchasing Victoria — Report for the year 2002–03
Mental Health Review Board — Report for the year 2002–03
Pharmacy Board — Report for the year 2002–03
Psychosurgery Review Board — Report for the year 2002–03
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificates in relation to Statutory Rule No 134.

CHRISTMAS FELICITATIONS
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — Speaker, it is an honour
to be here again as Premier and also the leader of the
parliamentary Labor Party to participate in the
Christmas felicitations. The last time this Parliament
had an opportunity to offer felicitations for the break in
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the parliamentary period was in 2001. Last year the
Parliament was interrupted by an event — the election
campaign itself — and we did not have a chance to
honour and wish the kind regards of this house to those
people who served in this Parliament in the previous
term.
On behalf of the parliamentary Labor Party, I now offer
belated Christmas felicitations to those members of
Parliament on all sides of the house who served in the
last term but who were not returned and so are not here
today, and wish them and their families every success
in the future.
In the last felicitations, in 2001, I said to this house that
international events — namely, 11 September — had
dominated the international agenda, and of course our
response to it was an important part of what this
Parliament’s proceedings were about. None of us could
have predicted that on 12 October 2002, 202 innocent
people, including 88 Australians, would be the victims
of a terrorist bombing in Bali. Of course, Victorians
opened up their hearts and paid due respect to those
who died in Bali and to their families and friends. It
also gave this Parliament a heightened sense of
vulnerability, but a determination to remain united,
tolerant and strong in relation to the events in Bali,
which subsequently dominated the matters occurring in
this Parliament.
The government has been working closely with the
commonwealth to ensure that Victoria is adequately
prepared in the event of a terrorist attack on our soil.
We pray this never happens, but I am grateful that this
house has passed a number of antiterrorism bills. I
thank the non-government parties as well as
government members for their swift cooperation in
respect of the essential pieces of legislation which were
required, sometimes without the due notice being given
because of the necessity to get them through the house.
Given the requirement to get those bills through, I thank
all parties and the Independents for their cooperation on
those matters on behalf of the people of Victoria and
ultimately the nation.
This year, 2003, has been a big year of reform. The
government’s parliamentary program remains busier
than it has ever been with the Parliament passing
114 bills. I remind all members of the house of that
large number of bills that were passed this year — 114.
That is quite a few, and that makes the program the
busiest since the previous government’s program of
1994, which was also a very busy program. It has been
an intense year of reform and change, as was 1994.
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It has been a pleasure to implement a legislative
program with so many Labor colleagues around me;
and also in far more modern and comfortable
surroundings. I congratulate the Speaker and the House
Committee on the renovations that have been made to
the chamber. Speaker, I would be pleased if you could
pass that on to all those involved in the renovations. We
have the same chairs at the table — the rest of the
chamber got the much more luxurious surroundings.
Members should just think of the members on both
sides of the table when they are sitting in their new
seats, because we did not have the same opportunity for
improvements.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — I have support from six people —
that’s very good!
Speaker, I pass on my congratulations to you and to the
parliamentary services for undertaking the renovations
to the Parliament, and of course to the former Speaker,
Alexander Andrianopoulos, who had a big hand in the
preparations for the renovation of this chamber, which
was ready for the first sittings after the last election.
Our government has moved quickly to pass major
pieces of legislation. The reform of the upper house and
the introduction of proportional representation, fixed
four-year terms and the provision of constitutional
entrenchment in certain matters which require a
referendum of the Victorian public were profound
changes that occurred in 2003. They were probably
some of the most significant parliamentary reforms to
occur in any house of Parliament. I will not go too
much into this, but those reforms have strengthened our
democracy, and I believe have enhanced our
democratic traditions.
Water reform has been a big focus in 2003; likewise
planning, with Melbourne 2030; and of course
preserving the environment. Environmental
sustainability is a key part of the parliamentary reform
that has occurred this year, including the recent
establishment of Vicforests, which is a part of the
long-term structural reform of our timber industry in
this state. As I mentioned in question time, we have
also seen significant reform in insurance. In all it has
been a significant year of reform and change —
cementing those changes for the future and making sure
they are embedded so we can achieve the things we
need to do on behalf of the state.
This place runs effectively and smoothly because of the
people who make it run effectively and smoothly. It is
the people and support staff who really make the
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working of this Parliament effective and make our work
as parliamentarians much easier because of it.
I would like to use this opportunity to thank Eamonn
Moran and the staff of parliamentary counsel who have
been instrumental in getting the government’s huge
program into place. This was a big task, with 114 bills.
I know there has been a lot of pressure on
parliamentary counsel. On behalf of the Parliament and
the parliamentary Labor Party I want to pass on our
regard for the work that Eamonn Moran and his staff
have undertaken.
His work together with the cabinet secretary, the
member for Richmond, has been outstanding. I want to
pay tribute to the member for Richmond, who as
cabinet secretary is always on time. I thank our new
cabinet secretary for his work. His task is to make sure
there is a timely passage of legislation through the
cabinet and the party room and into the Parliament. If
there are any complaints, they should go to the cabinet
secretary.
This year saw the election also of a new Speaker for
this place. I thank you, Speaker, for your hard work,
dedication and your conduct in the house on behalf of
the Parliament. I acknowledge the service of the loyal
Deputy Speaker, the member for Lara, who is a true
professional and who as Deputy Speaker has given you
support in the workings of the house.
I acknowledge, Speaker, your staff, whom I am sure
you will make comment on as well. Jeremy Walsh and
Geoff Barnett have been extremely helpful generally to
all members of Parliament and have provided support
for members of Parliament when they need to deal with
you as Speaker as well.
The running and functioning of this place is in large
part due to the work and efficiency of the Clerk, Ray
Purdey, and his trusted Deputy Clerk, Marcus Bromley.
I congratulate them on their professionalism as well and
the work they have undertaken. They are two tireless
servants to this place and extremely professional. They
are ably assisted by the Assistant Clerk, Liz Choat. We
congratulate her on her support as well.
You cannot miss the Serjeant-at-Arms, who I do not
think is here. He has a great presence in this place. I
have noticed, though, that the tone level has been
turned down slightly. He used to announce the presence
of the Speaker and I think we would all jump to
attention, but he has toned that down slightly. The
Serjeant-at-Arms, Gavin Bourke, is always in the right
place at the right time to ensure that things in this place
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function smoothly. I thank him and his staff for their
work throughout 2003.
Could I acknowledge the protective services officers,
the PSOs, who stand patiently, alert and ready around
the perimeter of this place. Whether it is a very hot day
or rain, whatever the conditions, they are there to
protect these precincts and to support the work of this
Parliament. I thank them very much for their work at all
hours of the day and night.
I also thank Warren Smith and his band of loyal
Assembly attendants. I pass on the government’s best
wishes also to Richard McCullough, who at the
moment is recovering from triple-bypass surgery. I
know many members of Parliament have passed on
their best wishes to him for a speedy recovery as well. I
would also like to thank Jenny Baker and the staff in
the procedure office for their work through 2003.
It is also an appropriate time to thank Carolyn Williams
and the rest of the Hansard staff. I think we always say
this in every Christmas felicitations contribution, but it
still is true, that it is not always easy to pick up
precisely and accurately everything that is said in this
place. I have said in the past that when I read some of
the Hansard it sounds better than when you say it. I
congratulate them on their accuracy and their
near-perfect work, which does not go unnoticed in this
place. I thank them very much for their work on behalf
of all members of Parliament.
I wish the best of Christmas greetings to the staff of the
Joint Services Department, who work hard to ensure
this place is always up to scratch: Steven Aird, the
director of corporate services; Graeme Spurr, the
director of infrastructure; catering, ably led by Luke
Jordan; maintenance, managed by Brian Bourke;
gardens, managed by Paul Gallagher; our trusted and
loyal parking attendant, Bill Schober — Bill is always
willing and able to have a discussion with members of
Parliament and to assist and support them in his work
as a parking attendant, and many members of
Parliament are grateful for that; Gail Dunston and her
staff in the parliamentary library; and all the executive
officers of the numerous parliamentary committees,
who work very hard on behalf of their committees and
the Parliament.
I also thank the media, the state rounds reporters, for
their participation in the work of this Parliament. The
elected leader of the state rounds, David Broadbent, is
present. It would be unparliamentary of me to
acknowledge someone who is not in the Parliament
itself but in the gallery; however, I do acknowledge the
work of the media in being here when Parliament is
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sitting and obviously following the work of this
Parliament and doing their job effectively and well. I
congratulate them, and I know that David will pass that
on to the rest of the state rounds reporters and to all the
staff who work with them as well.
I would also like to thank my orderly, Kalev Jones, who
took on the role after the last election. Of course he had
big shoes to fill with the departure of David Robertson,
who is back here as a parliamentary attendant and
supporting the work of this Parliament. I must say,
seeing the stature and size of David Robertson and
Kalev Jones, you seem to have to be very tall to get that
role as an orderly. Certainly they have made my job
easier. I thank Kalev very much. Kalev shares with me
a passion for Australian Rules football.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — No, not the same team. He has
regularly missed his own footy training with the Eltham
Panthers, for which he is a very good player. I know the
member for Eltham has seen him playing on the ground
at different times. I thank him for being here on various
late nights, missing training, and for being a part of the
work of this Parliament.
I also thank my drivers, Phil and Anita. We do run a
busy schedule. Their job is not an easy one. I thank
them for their hard work and the good humour on very
long days. I thank them for their very, very hard work
on behalf of me and my staff.
I thank my colleagues in the Labor Party, particularly
the parliamentary Labor Party here today. We are a
much bigger family than we were 12 months ago, but I
believe that everyone has settled in remarkably well. I
thank members of the backbench, the parliamentary
secretaries and my cabinet colleagues. We are a unified
and cooperative group and I have to say it is a pleasure
for me as Premier and leader of the parliamentary
Labor Party to work with a group of people who are so
supportive through good and tough times. I thank them
very much for the support they have given me as
Premier and the support they have given each other as
well — I thank them very much for that.
Firstly, I would like to thank the Deputy Premier for his
loyalty to me and the government. I did not check the
records, but the Deputy Premier, the member for Albert
Park, has had the position as Deputy Leader of the
Victorian Labor Party and Deputy Premier for as long, I
think, as many deputy leaders have. It should be
checked.
Mr Doyle interjected.
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Mr BRACKS — Lindsay Thompson was there for
a long time, and Robert Fordham was there for a long
time too, but I think the member for Albert Park would
be up there as one of the most loyal and effective
deputy premiers that this state has had, and I thank him
for his work.
It is an opportune time for me to also thank my
parliamentary secretaries. I have thanked the
parliamentary secretaries more broadly, but as Premier
my parliamentary secretary is the member for
Footscray, and in another place the Honourable Kaye
Darveniza is the Parliamentary Secretary for
Multicultural Affairs. In particular for over four years
now the member for Footscray has been parliamentary
secretary to me as Premier. He takes on a myriad — an
enormous number — of tasks, all of them easy, all of
them matters I would love to do myself but just do not
have the time to, and all of them matters that make him
even more popular in his electorate than he is now! I
thank him for doing that on my behalf and on behalf of
the government. I wish him and his family the best over
the Christmas break, as I do for all members of
Parliament.
The manager of government business, the Minister for
Transport, also deserves a personal mention on my part.
Since 1999 he has taken on the role with great
enthusiasm, and he continues to show a great
commitment to the role. It is an enormous workload
being Minister for Transport, Minister for Major
Projects and Leader of the House on behalf of the
government. He has done an excellent job, and he
continues to do an excellent job.
I also mention the member for Ivanhoe, the
Government Whip.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — He has his cheer squad: I thought
whips were supposed to be feared! The member for
Ivanhoe has been the Government Whip for some
period of time now. He is always on top of things,
always professional and always reliable. I thank him on
behalf of the parliamentary Labor Party and the
government of Victoria.
I mention his departing staffer, Andrew Kaighin, who
has loyally ensured that our members get their fair
share of time. I would like to take this opportunity to
thank him for his service on behalf of our parliamentary
team, given that he is going on to another position. I
know that he has been effective in the work he has done
for the Government Whip. Our numbers have grown
substantially over the past 12 months, and the task of

2153

the whip has been made even harder because of it. I
believe he does a fantastic job given those changed
circumstances.
We come from different political perspectives in this
place, but we all have one thing in common — and that
is to ensure that this Parliament works effectively and
well. In that regard I thank the manager of opposition
business, the member for Doncaster, for his work and
cooperation during 2003.
I think there was a small moment during the last
election when we had some doubts about him returning,
but he never had any doubt at all. He knew he would be
back here, and he is back with bells on! We thank him
for his work, and I know the Leader of the House will
want to make some comments also about the working
relationship he has with the member for Doncaster.
I also acknowledge the member for Rodney for his
relationship with the government. He has always
worked productively to allow the government to
implement its program. We are grateful for his and his
party’s cooperation on the essential matters which
occur in here in this Parliament.
My wife, Terri, and I would like to wish the Leader of
the Opposition and his wife, Jennifer, the very best over
the Christmas season. As I said earlier, we will disagree
at times — and at regular times, because this is an
adversarial chamber. We represent different political
perspectives, but we understand each other’s roles and
functions as we lead our parties, and that has its own
responsibilities. But I hope the Leader of the
Opposition and his colleagues have time for a relaxing
break over the Christmas period. I wish him and his
family, and the families of all members of the Liberal
Party, a good and successful Christmas period.
I offer similar greetings to the Leader of the National
Party and his wife, Trish. The Leader of the National
Party approaches his job with great professionalism and
also with a sense of mischief. It is a great relief in this
house to have the benefit of his wry sense of humour.
Sometimes during the proceedings you need those
interventions! I thank him for his professionalism, and I
wish him and his family a peaceful and relaxing
Christmas so he and they are ready for next year.
While the Labor Party is the party of country Victoria,
we are looking to ongoing debates and interaction next
year with the Vic Nats, the Nationals or the National
Party — and I will get an update from the Leader of the
National Party on the exact term later.
I would like to acknowledge the work of the two
Independents — the members for Mildura and
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Gippsland East. They add plenty of colour to this place,
and they make sound, strong and solid contributions to
this house, offering something separate from the
political parties’ contributions. I wish them a great
break over the Christmas period.
I would like to thank the staff in my private office as
well. It has been a hectic and busy 12 months, and the
staff have obviously borne a fair bit of that burden,
from my chief of staff, Tim Pallas, and his deputy,
David Fredericks, down. Our government has been
working non-stop since the last election, preparing a
busy and extensive legislative program for this year and
a busy reform program for 2004. It is quite remarkable
that only a couple of months after the last election the
Parliament was considering key bills. My staff and the
staff of the various ministerial offices worked tirelessly
to make this so. I thank them for their dedication.
It has been a big year for issues, events and activities as
well. No-one in my office could tell you that more than
the government’s media director, Sharon McCrohan,
who provides outstanding service to our government
and to me as Premier. She offers frank and fearless
advice, not only to me but to my cabinet colleagues as
well — and I think it is fair to say they are never left
wondering what her views are. She does a great job
there.
I would like to also thank Jane Wilson, my personal
media secretary. She is unflappable, she is thorough,
she is professional and she takes on a great workload. I
thank her for her work during 2003.
I also thank my parliamentary adviser, Ari Suss. He
answers to a couple of people in this place and works
very hard to ensure that we are appropriately prepared
and ready for the parliamentary sittings. His advice is
very timely and useful.
I put on record my thanks to my personal assistant,
Rosa Silvestro. She is a very good and loyal servant to
the government and also an effective personal
secretary. I thank her for her work during 2003. She is
ably supported by Lindy Franklyn, who is going on to
another job within my private office.
In conclusion, I reiterate that the last 12 months have
been a very busy time of reform and change, given the
big legislative agenda we have had in this Parliament.
Sadly I cannot stand up here and say that terrorism and
war no longer dominate international events and our
concerns in Australia, because they still do. Obviously
our government has responded to that, and again I am
grateful to all the parties for their work in assisting us in
that response.
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As we head into the holiday season we should be
reassured by the strength of the Parliament. I wish
every member of Parliament a peaceful and happy
Christmas and a successful new year, and I look
forward to seeing members back here refreshed and
renewed in the new year.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I
remarked to the Premier today that it seems odd to be
doing Christmas felicitations in November.
Nevertheless I am very proud to lead the Liberal Party
in this end-of-year tradition.
The Premier said that this has been another busy year,
and so it has. When you think back on the huge events
that have touched us, such as the war in Iraq, the
terrible droughts throughout country Victoria, the
bushfires that ravaged so much of Victoria and the first
anniversary of Bali, you cannot help but think that it is
regrettable that the memorable events in any one year
tend to be the tragedies. Nevertheless I am sure that
from each of those we can take something.
Thinking about our reflections on the first anniversary
of Bali, I think the positive that came out of it was that
it took us out of ourselves. It made us think of others
and look to those stories of heroism and service that
often occur when these natural disasters befall us. I
think the same is true of this year’s bushfires. I know
many members travelled to parts of Victoria to talk to
the affected people, and I am sure we brought back not
just the sense of horror of what they had been through
but also a sense of optimism given the way they faced
it.
The Premier also reflected on the election, which meant
we were not able to do felicitations last year, and he
also passed on his thanks to those members who served
in this place. I would like to echo that sentiment,
because we have not had a chance to thank those
colleagues who retired or were defeated at the last
election. It was a major upheaval in their lives. It is not
an easy thing to leave this place. Many of those people
were my friends, and I offer them my thanks. They are
decent, hardworking people, and I wish them and their
families well, as I do the staff who worked with them,
many of whom have moved on to different careers and
occupations.
As the Premier said, there are many people to thank in a
place of this complexity. As I looked at the list of
people, what struck me was that this place really
operates in a series of teams. There are many teams
throughout this building and throughout this institution
that go to ensure its good running, so in no particular
order — well some particular order, because I will start
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with our clerks — I would like to thank those teams, if
not all their members, because we cannot name them
all, then certainly their leaders and the people that I
have had particular dealings with.
I first thank our clerks, starting with Ray Purdey, the
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly and the Clerk of the
Parliaments. Ray does an outstanding job. We know
that the stewardship of the Parliament rests with our
clerks, and Ray’s leadership in that regard has been
exemplary. We thank him for his work, as indeed we
thank the Deputy Clerk, Marcus Bromley, and as we
thank and congratulate Liz Choat, the Assistant Clerk
and Clerk of Committees. We thank them for their
work, and we thank them for that stewardship.
I also add my thanks to the inimitable Serjeant-at-Arms,
Gavin Bourke, and his assistant, Helen Dorian. Nothing
seems to be too much trouble for the Serjeant-at-Arms,
who is a professional, helpful and extremely able
contributor to this Parliament. I think the Parliament is
the richer for the service of Gavin Bourke.
I thank Jenny Baker, Paul Venosta and also Bridget
Noonan in our procedure office. Again, if you need
something from these people, particularly when it is
under some pressure, they deliver, they produce, and
they do great work for us.
I would like to thank Carolyn Williams and all the
Hansard team. The Premier made a comment about
Hansard and I cannot help but agree with him. The
Hansard team proves that it is possible to make a silk
purse out of a sow’s ear. They do so day after day, and
they do so extremely well.
I also thank our Legislative Assembly attendants, led by
Warren Smith in particular. They are the people who oil
the wheels. They are thoroughly professional and very
good humoured. One thing we often forget is that they
are the public face of our Parliament. When visitors
come to this Parliament, not just from Melbourne or
Victoria, not just from the rest of Australia, but from
around the world, the public face of our Parliament is
our attendants. Those of you who have wandered
through or passed our attendants as they brief and
inform people about the Parliament know what an
excellent job they do. So, Warren, I would be delighted
if you could pass on our thanks to all of your team. I
also offer special regard, as the Premier did, to Richard
McCullough. We wish Richard a very speedy recovery
from a very serious operation.
I also mention the Joint Services Department is a huge
team. I thank the entirety of the management team
there. Again they do a great job in making sure the
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administrative side of this Parliament works very well.
In catering services I want to thank Luke Jordan, who is
the acting manager, Malcolm Sellar, who is our
executive chef, and Leslie Chan, who is our chef. But I
also want to pay a great tribute to Linda
Bowman-Powell and John Isherwood, who have left us
during this year. They are extremely professional
operators. I think they have left behind a legacy of
professionalism that will serve us well in the future. I
wish them well in their new endeavour.
I thank Brian Bourke and the maintenance team, who
do a great job around what is sometimes a pretty creaky
old building. Brian and his team do a terrific job. Paul
Gallagher in the grounds and gardens department does
an outstanding job. We are very blessed with beautiful
grounds here, and Paul, Linda Haddow and John Hurle,
who do such a terrific job in their team in maintaining
the grounds of the Parliament, are also to be
congratulated.
We always need to make special mention of Bill
Schober, our car parking attendant. Bill is a fixture
here. His domain is the car park, and he is king of that
domain. I thank Bill for his work and I look forward to
my next conversation with him.
Mr Dixon — Have you got next year’s sticker?
Mr DOYLE — I have never had an argument with
Bill about stickers — I just do as I am told and I get
along much better!
I also thank our library team, led by Gail Dunston, and
Pat Gregory, our Deputy Librarian. I would also like to
make particular mention, if I may, of Debra, Michael
and Jon, with whom I have had particularly close
dealings. They are an absolutely amazing team in our
library. There may be better resourced parliamentary
libraries around Australia, but there would be none that
delivers the service that ours does. They punch well
above their weight and we are very lucky to have such
an extensive and professional team in our library.
I also want to thank a great character who is well
known us in the opposition rooms, Lube
Kusonogovski, our cleaner. He is part of the cleaning
team and he is just a great bloke and also a fixture, like
Bill Schober. He is one of the characters of this place
and we thank him for his work.
I would like to thank the team over at 157 Spring Street.
They have done an excellent job there in presenting a
different public face of the Parliament. Denise Muir,
who is the manager, and Kate Adams, who works over
there as well, do a wonderful job over at 157. I think
that has been a great addition to the Parliament.

CHRISTMAS FELICITATIONS
2156

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 27 November 2003

I would like to thank our protective services officers,
led by Acting Inspector Peter Shaw. My colleagues and
I — I think the Leader of the National Party and the
Leader of the Liberal Party in the other place —
recently witnessed a very unfortunate incident on the
front steps of Parliament House with an obviously
disturbed and armed man, and the actions of our
protective services officers were excellent and timely. It
is just indicative of the work they do. I thank them very
much for their contribution.

do want to particularly single out are John Morgan, my
driver, who is just tireless, and my electorate officer,
Conor O’Brien. I am sure the Premier, the Deputy
Premier and other senior members of the government
and the opposition would acknowledge that we do not
get back to our electorate offices quite as often as we
used to and therefore we rely very much on those
people who run our electorate offices and deal with our
own constituencies. So I thank Conor particularly for
that.

The Premier thanked Eamonn Moran — the
unflappable, calm intellect of Eamonn Moran and his
team at parliamentary counsel. They are equally happy
in helping us to prepare the amendments to the various
government bills. We have found them to be
professional at all times.

In my leadership team I thank particularly Phil
Honeywood, my deputy. He has been a great deputy
who does a terrific job. It has not been easy since
30 November last year, but Phil has also been steadfast
during this last year, as have been Phil Davis and
Andrea Coote in the other place. I thank them for their
support and service. I wish them and their families all
the best for Christmas.

I also thank, as the Premier did, the media gallery, led
by David Broadbent. Whether they are in the print or
the electronic media, they do a terrific job. I want to
assure them that sometimes they do get it right, and I
think that is terrific. We enjoy our relationship with the
media gallery, and we appreciate their work here as
well.
Speaker, I would also like to thank you. It is not an easy
job sitting in that chair; I know that. I would like to
thank the team that supports you, Jeremy Walsh and
Geoff Barnett; and I would like to thank the Deputy
Speaker and member for Lara, Peter Loney, as well. I
also thank those members of the house who from time
to time take up duty as either Acting Speaker or acting
chair of committee. I think it is part of the oil that
makes the Parliament work. It is not an easy job, but I
thank them for their work in that role.
In my office, I thank particularly my chief of staff, Ron
Wilson. Those of you who know him know he is an
absolute rock. If I am having a bad day it is because I
have followed my own advice and instincts; if I am
having a good day it is because I have listened to Ron.
So I do want to thank him.
Mr Bracks interjected.

The Premier mentioned the manager of opposition
business, the honourable member for Doncaster, Victor
Perton. I remember very well when my son was much
younger watching with him his very favourite program,
the main character in which was described as
irrepressible. I suggest that the manager of opposition
business is equally irrepressible. I thank him for his
work. It is a real tribute to him that he must have had a
world record number of notices of motion posted
against him this morning, so he must be doing
something right!
As the Premier thanked the Government Whip, so I
thank Martin Dixon, the member for Nepean, who is
the Liberal Party Whip. Good whips are very hard to
find, and then when you do find them you are not quite
sure what to do with them! They are pager pests, but we
do thank them for their work, which is often thankless,
but absolutely crucial.
I also thank both the leader of government business and
the Government Whip for working in what sometimes
can be a heated environment to make sure this place
functions appropriately.

Mr DOYLE — Thank you. That is what Ron is
there for! I do want to particularly thank Jo, Sarah and
Jessica for letting me have Ron for so many hours of so
many days. And particularly to Sarah, who has not been
well but is now recovering, I wish her a speedy
recovery.

I thank all the Liberal Party members of Parliament
very much for their work over the last year in their own
electorates, in this chamber and in their wider
responsibilities. I urge all Liberal members to please
take a break, relax and spend some time with your
loved ones — and I’ll see you back at work on
Monday!

I also thank Rob Clancy, my director of
communications, who is just the ultimate professional. I
do not want to thank and single out every other member
of my staff, but I do thank them all sincerely. Two that I

I thank my friend and colleague, Peter Ryan, and wish
him and Trish all the best for Christmas. I hope they
enjoy sunny Sale over Christmas time. To all the
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members of Peter’s team I extend best wishes from the
Liberal Party, which the Premier passed on as well on
behalf of the government. I also pass on my best for
Christmas to the members for Gippsland East and
Mildura and their families, and I also wish them well
back in their electorates over Christmas.
I say to the Premier: to you, Terri and your family, all
the best over Christmas. Enjoy yourself, take a break,
and we will see you back here refreshed and relaxed.
Thank you for what is sometimes adversarial and
sometimes cooperative, but I hope always a productive,
professional and courteous relationship. I say the same
to the Deputy Premier and the Leader of the House: all
the best to both of you and to your families over
Christmas. Please have a good break. I say the same to
all the Labor members: please have a great break, spend
some time with your families, with your loved ones,
and come back well after the Christmas break. I wish
you all health, happiness and safety. Families often bear
the brunt of this very strange job that we do, so do
spend some time with them.
It is a great privilege to represent the people of Victoria
in this wonderful house. I never forget that. When you
walk into Queen’s Hall from the lobby I invite you to
look down at that fleur-de-lis that is on both sides; you
walk over a little German motto which says, ‘Ich dien’,
which means ‘I serve’. I know that members from all
sides of the house bear that terrible responsibility in
mind as we come in here each day.
Have a safe and happy Christmas!
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — It is
my great pleasure to join in this important aspect of
parliamentary activity each year — that is, the
felicitations. I might say it was not until the Premier
pointed out that we missed felicitations last year that it
struck me that such was the case. I undertake to the
Parliament that I will not take twice as long therefore in
dealing with last year’s and this year’s all in the one go.
We have had some extraordinary events occur in our
state, in the nation and indeed in the world over the last
couple of years. Those matters have been reflected
upon — the horror of Bali, the events of the war in Iraq,
and more locally the issues we have had with fires and
drought through country Victoria. There is a Chinese
proverb that says be careful what you wish for, but
what happened to the floods? We seem to have lost the
floods of recent times. It might be that I live to regret
that expression, Victoria being Victoria, but by the
same token it has been an extraordinarily difficult time
for many people, and for those in the country in
particular. For all that of course the country does
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remain the best part of the state in which to live, and I
am very proud to lead the party which has the
responsibility in the main part for the representation of
country people in this place.
In respect of those many people who in their various
ways contribute to the running of the Parliament, this is
an opportunity to have regard to their contribution.
Without any particular order of priority I thank the
following. I thank the chamber officers in both the
Assembly and Council. I thank Warren and all those
who work with him. I spare a thought for Richard
McCulloch — it will not be long I am sure until we
have his dulcet tones back amongst us again, and his
poetry as well. He has undergone major surgery, and I
am sure he is recovering well. We look forward to
seeing him upon his return. Buried down underneath
this place almost is Michael Gigliotti, who mans the
post office. I often think to myself what a task it is to be
down there licking the stamps and otherwise doing
what he does in that role of keeping it going. He does a
terrific job.
I thank the clerks, Ray and Marcus, for the unfailing
wisdom they are able to give us through their advice on
matters to do with the running of this Parliament. I am
very grateful to them, as are the members of my party.
And to Liz, who has made a fabulous start to what I am
sure will be a stellar career: it is great to have your
assistance also in your role as the assistant clerk.
I thank Gavin Bourke. We all feel the better for the fact
of Gavin’s presence, all 6 foot-whatever there is of him.
He is really in the right role as the Serjeant-at-Arms,
that fellow, and he does the job brilliantly. We are
grateful to him.
Our thanks go to Anne Sargent, the Assistant Chamber
Officer, for the work that she contributes to this place.
I thank the staff of the procedure office, which is
headed by Jenny, who is very ably assisted by Paul and
Bridget in making her contribution. We are very
grateful for their help throughout the year.
I thank Carolyn Williams and the Hansard team for
making sense of that which sometimes might be said to
be insensible. It is a terrific thing they do. I endorse the
Premier’s comment that sometimes it is interesting to
have a look back on what it is you are supposed to have
said at the time and realise they have done brilliantly in
being able get it down and interpret it. We are very
grateful to them for the hard work they contribute to the
running of the Parliament.
I thank Gail Dunston, the Parliamentary Librarian, and
the team that works with her. I took the students of the
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Mirboo North Primary School into the library this
morning as we were journeying around the Parliament,
and they were a healthy reminder of what a fantastic
place that library is. Just to hear them talking about it;
they were struck by the magnificent nature of that room
in which Gail and her team work. We are so very
thankful for the assistance they give us as the year
unfolds.
Eamonn Moran, the Chief Parliamentary Counsel, and
the staff who work with him, are able to produce
amendments at the apparent drop of a hat. They need
only the briefest of drafting instructions and can make it
into what you want it to be. They work tirelessly,
particularly while the Parliament is running. It is a great
credit to their professionalism, and I thank them.
I thank the executive officers and staff of the
parliamentary and joint committees and the
administration office for the work they have
contributed. It is only today that we have completed
debating the bill on the parliamentary committees.
There has been plenty said today, and justifiably, about
the great contribution the committee system makes to
the running of the Parliament and therefore to the
people of this state.
My thanks to all the staff in the Joint Services
Department — those many people who are engaged in
the important aspects of the work in which they are
involved.
I am very pleased that Grant Inwood and his team in the
information technology unit are on board. The way in
which the use of technology has expanded has been
quite remarkable. We are very grateful to them: we
have often had cause to call upon them, and they have
always been there and able to assist.
Thanks to Malcolm Sellar, the executive chef in the
parliamentary kitchen, and to all in the team that works
with him. Thanks to all the catering staff — those who
have been with us for many years and those for not so
many years. It is a great mix of those with more
experience and the younger less experienced ones, who
blend together well to look after us by making meals
available to us at what are sometimes ridiculous hours.
We are very grateful to Malcolm and those who assist
him.
Thanks to Luke Jordan, the food and beverage
manager, who took over from John Isherwood and
Linda Bowman. It is a big task he has to undertake to
fulfil the role that John and Linda performed. I
remember in November last year our son James had his
21st function in the members dining room, where Linda
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and John looked after arrangements and they did an
absolutely fantastic job. I am very grateful to them, and
similarly to Luke, and I wish him well in continuing his
role in this place.
Paul Gallagher is the manager of the gardens unit. We
extend thanks to him and to all of those who work with
him. We do not get out to walk around the gardens
enough or have a good look at them, but the staff of the
unit take justifiable pride in the maintenance of the
gardens. One need only walk around to have a proper
understanding of the enormous contribution they make.
The gardens are a great tribute to them, and I thank
them for it.
I thank Brian Bourke, the maintenance engineer, the
team, Manny, Jeff and John, and the painters, Paul and
Chris, very much for what they do. It is like painting
the bridge in this place — as soon as you do one job,
something else happens, and they discharge their duties
wonderfully well. With due respect to all, the place is
not the same without Peter the Painter, and we hope
that he does well in whatever he pursues as his future
career. He was a great contributor to this Parliament.
Felicitations to Bill Schober, our car park attendant —
there is a man who does his job extraordinarily well. He
must be quicker on the button in getting that gate up
and down than anybody I have ever come across. I
must confess to the Parliament, amongst the friends we
are, that as Glen Byrne, who is my driver, and I drive
into this place we are forever running the competition
of Glen being able to push the button or swipe the card
across the machine at the gate and beat Bill to the draw,
but I do not think he has been able to do it this whole
session — Bill has been quicker on the button. He does
a great job in organising things out there.
The protective services officers are wonderful in the
work that they do in this place. They are for the main
part unrecognised. I suppose that is a good thing in
many senses because, as I have said here before, I won
my last six fights by 10 back fences. It is a great thing
to have people around who can accommodate problems
if they do arise. The Leader of the Opposition has
already referred to a very nasty incident that occurred
on the front steps of this Parliament only a few months
ago when the protective services officers were truly put
to the test. They in conjunction with the Victoria Police
were able to deal with a very difficult situation that
evening. It only goes to illustrate the important role that
the protective services officers play around this place.
It is a fact that this place would not function without the
members of the press gallery, the members of the fourth
estate, and I think they recognise that they would not
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function without us. It is not necessarily a marriage
made in heaven all the time, but for the main part it
works very well, and I thank them for their
professionalism in the way in which they discharge
their duties. I congratulate David Broadbent on his
election to the role as captain-coach of that team.
Felicitations to those who work with me in my office in
Sale. Cheryl Norkus has the responsibility of running it
in practical terms while I am away. As is the wont with
all of us, we are away more than we would choose, so
she has a big responsibility, and she discharges that task
superbly. Danny O’Brien, my chief of staff, barracks
for Carlton, so he has had a very ordinary year in some
respects! On the other hand he does a superb job in the
task that he fulfils in company with me, and I am
grateful for what he has been able to do. We have spent
a lot of time in a lot of towns in different areas of
Victoria over these two or three years, and he is a great
guy and great company.
Felicitations to Jan Gales, who is a fixture in this place.
I am prohibited from saying how many years she has
been here. Suffice it to say that she was secretary to
Patrick McNamara, my immediate predecessor, and she
was secretary to Peter Ross-Edwards, who was the
immediate predecessor of Patrick McNamara — and
that is as much as I am prepared to say on the topic.
Felicitations to Helen Ransom, who has joined us and
works upstairs with Danny. She has made a great start,
and I am sure she will make a terrific contribution.
Felicitations to Karinda Pike, who has just left our staff
to return to Western Australia with her fiancée,
Kingsley Hunter, of Western Bulldogs and then
Hawthorn fame, who has now gone back to play in the
Western Australian Football League. He has taken
Karinda from us, but such is life. I wish both of them
very well.
Felicitations to my driver, Glen Byrne, who has done an
absolutely sterling job in charge of the steering
committee this year! He has worked with me now for a
couple of years. We do a lot of kilometres around
Victoria, and unfailingly he discharges his role in a very
professional manner.
Felicitations to those of my own parliamentary team,
particularly Peter Walsh, who was elected at last year’s
election as the member for Swan Hill and took the role
as deputy to me. I thank him very much for his help
throughout.
Felicitations to Bill Sykes, the member for Benalla. It is
wonderful to see the member for Benalla in this place
doing the great job that he is doing. I congratulate Bill

2159

on the way in which he has settled into his role as the
member for Benalla.
Felicitations to Damian Drum, a member for North
Western Province in the other place. Someone spoke
before about characters and how they are important in
the running of this place. With Damian Drum we have
truly added a character. In addition, he does a fabulous
job on behalf of the constituency he represents.
I congratulate them — and I single those three out only
because they were all elected for our party at the last
election — on the way they have settled into things and
the way in which they have discharged their respective
responsibilities. For the other members of the team
ongoing, I am very grateful for the support of all of
them.
Felicitations to Noel Maughan, the honourable member
for Rodney and National Party Whip. Comment has
been made about the important task that the whips
fulfil, and all of that is true and more. Noel does a great
job. He is absolutely, utterly and completely reliable. It
is an area that has to be done well, of course, and I am
very grateful to him.
Felicitations to members of the government,
particularly the Premier, and also to his wife, Terri, and
their children. I trust they have a terrific break over
Christmas and the new year. I believe the Premier and I
have a strong professional working relationship, which
is important for the good of the Parliament at large. In
the end the trade we all ply is about getting the best
outcomes for Victorians. We have a working
relationship which is intended to achieve the best
possible outcomes in that sense. Yes, we have
differences — of course we do, in the adversarial nature
of politics — but in the end it is a professional
association.
I wish the Leader of the House, who is also the Minister
for Major Projects, well for Christmas. He is an
absolutely important cog in the running of this place as
Leader of the House. As Minister for Major Projects he
needs a rest — if I can put that to him in the nicest way!
He has had a big, big week of consultations! He
remarked to me across the table today how he prides
himself and the government on their consultative
processes with the people of Victoria. I have been part
of that process this week and have watched him and
listened to him consult with Victorians in different parts
of country Victoria. It has been a very interesting
experience! I am sure he will enjoy the rest that is due
to him over the course of the next few weeks. I wish
him well for Christmas and the same for his family.
Likewise I wish all government members well.
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It is an adversarial place, and that is the way it ought to
be. Although we have our differences, no-one has ever
come to blows in this place — although I know we
have a while to go before the day is out! It always
strikes me as ironic that we have these felicitations
before the final adjournment debate. Be that as it may, I
wish all government members and their families well. I
also wish well the two Independent members of the
house, the member for Gippsland East and the member
for Mildura.
I am grateful to the Leader of the Opposition for the
comments he made, and I return them in like kind to
him, Jan and the children. I wish him well for
Christmas and the new year and hope he has the
opportunity to have a good rest and return refreshed.
I suppose I should finish by thanking my wife, Trish,
and our three children. What we do is a taxing task, and
I am very grateful for the support I receive from home.
The instances where the five of us are able to be
together around the table seem to be getting fewer with
the passage of time, but that is something we all share
in this place. I am very grateful to Trish, Sarah, James
and Julian for the way in which they allow me to do
what I regard as an extraordinarily important job.
I am reminded by some of my other notes that it is true
how fickle life can be. During the comments made
yesterday on Dr Barry Perry I could not help but think
that every day is a gem. It is important that as we depart
this place for the year we have appropriate regard to
that and that we all make sure we have the rest that is
needed to come back and make the contribution the
people ask of us.
Finally, if I may say to you, Speaker, to the team that
works with you and to your very able deputy: thank you
for the task you have discharged this year. It is not an
easy task. It is one of those classic instances where it
always looks easier from down here than from on the
spot. When the heat is on in this place, as it sometimes
is, it is only after the event that we collectively think
back on how difficult it is made for you on occasion to
make the call when that sort of pressure is on. I am very
grateful to you for the courtesy which you have shown
to me and all members of my party throughout the
course of this year. I extend a similar sentiment to your
deputy, Peter Loney, the member for Lara.
I finish by saying to the Premier that I intend winning
one of the Tattslotto tickets next year — when
Melbourne beats Geelong!
I conclude by reflecting on the point that the Leader of
the Opposition finished on — that is, that it is a singular
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honour to be in this place. That is something that
perhaps escapes us sometimes in the scheme of things.
It is a great honour to be able to come in here and
represent both those who have elected us and Victoria
at large. I wish everybody well for Christmas and the
new year.
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
join with the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and
the Leader of the National Party in these Christmas
felicitations. I thank them for their comments and wish
all of them, and the members of their parties, all the
best for Christmas and the new year. In joining with
them I also wish our friends the Independents — the
member for Gippsland East and the member for
Mildura — all the best for this period.
I take this opportunity to thank those people I have had
the opportunity and pleasure to work with during the
year in my role as Leader of the House. I thank them
for the assistance they have provided not just to me but
more importantly to the institution of Parliament during
the course of the year. Ours is an adversarial system,
and for it to work smoothly to achieve the outcomes
and objectives we each set for ourselves from our own
individual political perspectives, the smooth operation
of the Parliament is required. That cannot be achieved
without the specific contributions of a number of
people.
In the Legislative Assembly there is a whole team of
people on the parliamentary staff whose assistance is
required, and it is provided in a very professional,
ongoing manner. That is led by the Clerk, Ray Purdey;
the Deputy Clerk, Marcus Bromley; the Assistant
Clerk, Liz Choat; the Serjeant-at-Arms, Gavin Bourke;
and the staff who work with and for them. They
provide a terrific amount of information, guidance,
history and knowledge that assists not only me but also
other members of this chamber. They do an excellent
job, and we wish them to continue.
They, and Parliament, are supported by Warren Smith
and his attendants. They look after the chamber and the
people in it, and they do a terrific and a fantastic job. At
the end of the day you see his team cleaning and tidying
up the mess whilst everyone else files out.
While the attendants clean up the members of the
Hansard staff are finalising matters. We need to think of
those people who stay on behind us at the end of the
parliamentary day. Warren Smith and his team and
Carolyn Williams and her team of reporters in Hansard
are often in that position. I appreciate the work they do
and the extended hours that are required to finish it.
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In your office, Speaker, Geoff Barnett and Jeremy
Walsh have been of assistance to me during the course
of the year, and I would like you to pass on my thanks
to them.
Eamonn Moran and the parliamentary counsel staff
have provided great assistance to the government and
the opposition. Particularly from the government’s
perspective and mine, they never fail to deliver on the
parliamentary legislation. They get a range of requests,
unrealistic time lines and pressures — particularly
when Parliament is sitting — and they service the
institution of Parliament excellently. They also have a
very high reputation and regard well beyond this
Parliament.
Having thanked those whom I directly work with in
terms of the operation of the chamber, I would be
remiss if I did not comment on my political
co-workers — those members I have to deal with on a
daily and hourly basis to ensure the smooth operation of
the house and to keep it under control. Even when there
is a large amount of political heat and intrigue afoot, I
am required to have very close and open working
relationships with the member for Doncaster, Victor
Perton; the member for Rodney, Noel Maughan; and
the member for Nepean, Martin Dixon, who work with
me. We have a special relationship that requires us to
set aside the political differences and argy-bargy of the
moment to make sure that the broader interests of the
chamber and the respective political organisations in it
are maintained.
Of course I could not do my job without the fantastic
efforts of the member for Ivanhoe, Craig Langdon, and
the team of people who work with him. He is highly
regarded and well respected and does the job tirelessly.
Quite frankly, he has been able to pick up an enormous
amount of the work I had previously done. He is doing
his job excellently.
I would also like to acknowledge the work of and
assistance provided to me by the Minister for
Agriculture, who at times has stepped in and taken over
the role of Leader of the House. I have an informal
arrangement with him — he does not get formal
acknowledgement for that — but he does a terrific job.
Several people behind the scenes also play a
contributing and crucial role in the organisation of
Parliament. Firstly, there is the member for Richmond,
the Cabinet Secretary, and his team. But there is also
Ari Suss, who works in the Premier’s office and who
each week regularly maintains contact across the
political spectrum. He is of great assistance to the
process of Parliament and in the work that I have to do
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by providing information to a group of very busy
people. I do not think people really appreciate how hard
it is to contact and keep in contact with people like me,
the member for Doncaster and the member for Rodney.
It is very hard to track each of us down to try to ensure
we connect with each other, and Ari is pivotal in
making that happen.
I also acknowledge the assistance I have received as
Minister for Transport and Minister for Major Projects
from the Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure, the
member for Brunswick, Carlo Carli. He has also
provided great assistance to me, working in a very
creative way and taking responsibility for a number of
very significant portfolio areas, particularly within
transport. He deserves to be given great credit for that
work.
I also pay tribute to my personal staff — firstly, those in
the electorate office. Mary and Maureen have been with
me for many years and do a fantastic job. There is also
the staff in my ministerial office, whose capabilities are
many and varied and who work long hours and provide
good and sensible advice. The drivers I have had during
the course of this year — John Stephenson, first of all,
and now Paul Sproule — have to work extremely long
hours. They do that day in, day out, and make a terrific
contribution.
Lastly, Speaker, I would like to acknowledge the
support you have provided and the work you have
done, along with your deputy. You have put in a terrific
year. I also acknowledge that by presenting your
Standing Orders Committee report in this last sitting
week you have provided the Parliament with some
Christmas reading. We acknowledge that work, and I
advise all members of Parliament that they should take
the opportunity over Christmas to read and familiarise
themselves with it, because we will be asking them
questions during the first week back, when we are
likely to debate that report.
Thank you, Speaker, for your assistance and guidance,
which you have given in an impartial way. The conduct
you have been able to deliver to the Parliament is a
credit to you. All the best!
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — I would like to thank
the Leader of the House for his comments and join with
him in thanking all of the people he mentioned, whose
names I shall not repeat.
The public sees us in very combative roles in this
Parliament and in the media. But there needs to be a
good relationship between the Leader of the House, the
manager of opposition business, the manager of
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National Party business and the respective whips, the
member for Nepean and the member for Ivanhoe. We
have had a terrific working relationship this year, and
the house has operated as effectively as it can because
of that relationship of respect. Ari Suss, who is a more
recent addition to the team, has also worked very well
with us in trying to put together business programs,
dealing with us on an hour-by-hour basis, as the Leader
of the House said.
I mention in particular the clerks — Ray Purdey,
Marcus Bromley, who I think has been in Parliament
for as long as I have, and Liz Choat, who is the newest
member of the team. There are always nuances in the
rules that need to be teased through, and their fearless
and sometimes argumentative advice is always
appreciated.
As the Minister for Transport has done, I also mention
the attendants, led by Warren Smith. I will not name
them all, but they are all terrific men and women who
look after our needs and help us operate as a
Parliament.
My special thanks go to Martin Dixon, the member for
Nepean and Opposition Whip, for his tireless work; to
Noel Maughan, the member for Rodney and manager
of National Party business, for his hard work as well;
and to the Leader of the Opposition, Robert Doyle, and
his team in the office — and ours is a small team.
Working to provide opposition in the state is never
easy, and Ron Wilson and Rob Clancy from that office
are fantastic. My thanks also go to all my colleagues.
Lastly, as the Leader of the House said, we could not do
this without our staff. I give special thanks to Linda
Scoular and Eleanor Brooker in my office. I wish all of
my colleagues and opponents in the house a very happy
and healthy Christmas and a great new year.
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — Like previous
members, I would like to acknowledge and give thanks
to all those people who have made this session of
Parliament interesting and enjoyable.
I would like to thank all the staff for their dedicated
assistance and selfless contributions in ensuring that our
work in this place is productive. Like other members
have done, I would like to thank the clerks — Ray
Purdey, Marcus and Liz — for their assistance; Warren
and his team of Assembly attendants; Gavin Bourke,
the Serjeant-at-Arms, obviously; and all the others who
make this an interesting place to be.
I would particularly like to thank Hansard for turning
our mumblings in this place into readable and vaguely
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intelligible offerings that are presentable to the public
and our constituents.
On the subject of mumblings, in keeping with the
light-hearted nature of this discussion I would like to
look back on the lighter side of the past year, using as
an example Lawrence Money’s ‘Spy’ column. He must
go through Hansard quite regularly, because our
contributions in this place are often represented in his
comments.
A number of things have had a bit of coverage this
year. Marine life has had a bit of coverage, including
the piscatorial, public-address-induced slip by the
Premier about eels and other marine life.
Members of Parliament have been called a whole range
of things. From a quick search they have been referred
to as everything from seals, budgies, pigs, wombats,
bees and koalas to a variety of canines, including
poodles and mastiffs.
I would like to mention a couple of the highlights that
have featured in this year’s ‘Spy’, and there have been a
number. For instance, the guest appearance in ‘Spy’ of
the member for Forest Hill was a very interesting one.
Also the member for South Barwon has made a number
of appearances under a couple of aliases, and the
honourable member for Bass has been the subject of a
number of contributions. Someone mentioned earlier
that the honourable members for Mornington and
Narracan and the honourable members for Doncaster
and Mildura have all been cited in references to the
House of Stoush, which got a bit of a run in ‘Spy’.
However, I would like to give this year’s ‘Spy’ award
to the member for Doncaster. He seems to get a run in
‘Spy’ even if he is not involved in the issue that is being
featured.
I thank all the members of this place for making this
year an enjoyable one. I particularly thank the Premier,
the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the
National Party for the assistance they have given. I wish
all members and their families a safe and happy
Christmas, and I look forward to seeing them back
again, fresh and revived, next year.
I thank my staff, and I particularly thank my wife,
Ann-Maree, and my four children, Will, Hugh,
Annemieke and Angus. I look forward to being back
here for the next sittings, fresh and ready to go with
another lot of legislation. I again wish all members and
everyone who contributes to this place and assists
members to go about their business all the best for
Christmas and the New Year.
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Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I would like to take
this opportunity to extend season’s greetings to
everybody. In doing so I would like to highlight the
departure of Andrew Kaighin from my staff. I met
Andrew at the Mitcham by-election, which I think was
held on 13 December 1997. He came to work for me
after that, casually and then part time.
Mr Robinson — A great day.
Mr LANGDON — Yes, 13 December 1997 was a
great day, particularly for the member for Mitcham.
As I said, Andrew started work in my office casually,
then part time and eventually full time. He has ably
assisted me in my job as Government Whip from the
second session of the Bracks government. He has been
with me for three and a half years, and he has been
courteous and polite in the face of enormous pressure
from every member of the caucus and, at times, from
ministers, ministers’ personal assistants and others. He
has managed the tables, the leave passes and many
other things with enormous ability. I express my
appreciation of Andrew’s good efforts. I could not have
done my job nearly as well without his support. I thank
him for that support, and I would like to put that on the
parliamentary record.
I have a new staff member, Luke Xuereb. He has
enormous shoes to fill, and he knows that. I wish him
well in his endeavours.
The SPEAKER — In concluding I would like to
thank all the staff of Parliament. It is only when you
become Speaker that you begin to understand the
extraordinarily wide range of requests made of the staff
of Parliament by members seeking their assistance in
many ways. The staff of Parliament meet those
challenges extremely well. I will not name them all, as I
think the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and the
Leader of the National Party have already done so. But
I congratulate the staff of Corporate Services,
Infrastructure, the Parliamentary Library, Hansard and
the committees on their great effort this year.
It has been a different year for them because we have
been working on some major restructuring of the
administration of the Parliament, in which all the staff
have been involved. Some of the responses we have
had from the training workshops have been particularly
interesting, especially some of the comments about
members — which I might share with members at
some other stage!
I thank in particular the staff of the Legislative
Assembly, who make the chamber run so well,
particularly our Clerk, Ray Purdey, whose wisdom and
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knowledge is respected throughout the whole of this
Parliament and indeed in parliaments across Australia. I
thank his admirable offsider, Marcus Bromley, and also
Liz Choat, who enable us to proceed in a very logical
manner. I thank them all very much for their hard work.
The attendants, under the control of Warren Smith, are
always here and willing to assist us, whether it is 9.30
in the morning or midnight. I thank them very much for
their continued courtesy. I know they would like me to
mention all their names. I cannot do that today, but I
will have the opportunity to thank them personally at a
later date.
To my own staff, previously Kate Murray and Lillian
Topic and at the moment Geoff Barnett and Jeremy
Walsh, I say thank you very much for all the support
you give me.
To the Deputy Speaker — he is not here at the moment,
but he is normally here when I am looking for him —
and the temporary chairs, I say thank you very much for
all your support. The temporary chairs do the job
without any extra payment, and the contribution they
have made to the running of Parliament this year has
been really tremendous. It is good to have temporary
chairs from all the parties and the Independents,
because I think it helps us all gain a greater
understanding of the Parliament and the needs of each
party in the house.
I would particularly like to thank the members of the
Standing Orders Committee for all their work. We
finally have a draft of the new standing orders in the
Parliament, and it will be debated in the first week of
the next sitting. The standing orders were last reviewed
in 1982, so it has taken a very long time to get an
update. I look forward to hearing contributions from
members on the work of that committee.
I say thank you particularly to Jeanette Powell, the
member for Shepparton, and Martin Dixon, the
member for Nepean, who I think attended every
meeting, even though some of them were held during
the winter break. I know Jeanette has to come a very
long way to attend meetings. I thank all the members of
the committee for their dedication and their sensible
and useful contributions.
I thank the party whips for their cooperation. I have
enjoyed working with Craig Langdon, the member for
Ivanhoe, Martin Dixon and Noel Maughan, the member
for Rodney, very much, especially in trying out some
new procedures in the house such as the new division
procedure. Working with them has been a delight, and I
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thank them all very much for their cooperation in taking
on extra roles.
Thanks to the House Committee for what has been a
very successful year. We have no leftover items on the
agenda, which I am told is a record for this Parliament,
because there is normally a very long agenda. That is a
tribute to all the members of the committee, particularly
Michael Leighton, the member for Preston, who chairs
the information technology subcommittee and who has
worked extremely closely with Grant Inwood and John
Lovell to improve IT facilities for the staff of the
Parliament.
I hope I have included everyone. I know you are all
anxious to go home, so I will not go on any further. I
wish you all a very happy and safe Christmas, and I
look forward to seeing you all in the new year.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Hazardous waste: containment sites
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — The issue I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Major Projects. Last
week 500 outraged people met at the Violet Town town
hall. On Tuesday night of this week 750 equally angry
people met at the secondary school hall at Ouyen. Last
night 1000 local people were absolutely ropable by the
end of the public meeting held at the sports pavilion at
Linton. These concerned communities did not get
answers to their questions put to the Minister for Major
Projects and the Minister for Manufacturing and Export
as to why the three sites have been selected for a toxic
waste dump on private land in country Victoria.
I therefore request that the minister honour his promise
and provide all attendees of these three meetings with
the relevant details of the selection process and a list of
all the properties considered, which ruled out all public
land in Victoria for this facility. All the people from the
three communities were supporting the desperate plight
of the families who had been handed a potential
life-threatening notice that their farms were to be
compulsorily acquired for a toxic waste dump.
The action I require of the minister is that the
government provide every possible form of
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compensation to all adjoining landowners of the site
which is selected for the toxic waste containment
facility, for the financial loss which they will incur due
to the devaluation of their properties, and for any future
loss of income brought about by a failure of this
containment facility. I also ask the minister to agree to
resite this facility to a public land site close to where
this toxic waste is generated.
It is ironic that we have just had Christmas felicitations
in the house. Immense hurt has been generated by this
government to those families who are directly affected
by the compulsory acquisition order. They have
effectively been handed a death sentence without even
knowing they were on trial. The cost of the reputation
of each of those areas as a clean, green agricultural and
fruit production area has already started and will
continue until the final site is chosen, and that site will
then have it forever. The environment also has been
badly neglected in the decision to select these three
sites. Certainly the site we visited yesterday, the Woady
Yalloak catchment, is one of those very well-managed
catchments. It has been the recipient of a Landcare
catchment management award. This is not world best
practice, and it will not survive.

Daylesford Primary School and Daylesford
Secondary College: achievements
Mr HOWARD (Ballarat East) — I wish to raise a
matter with the Minister for Education and Training. I
request that the minister take action to ensure that the
negative comments by the member for Doncaster
regarding Daylesford Primary School and Daylesford
Secondary College are corrected, to protect the
reputations of these excellent schools and to ensure that
the community of Daylesford is correctly informed
about the government support that has been provided to
these schools.
I am very pleased to have visited both Daylesford
Primary School and Daylesford Secondary School on
numerous occasions since I became the member for
Ballarat East. I have been pleased to see that on each
occasion they, like all the other schools across my
electorate, have been very well run. I am impressed
with the dedication of the staff of the schools and the
quality of teaching that is taking place in these schools.
Daylesford Primary School has excellent facilities and,
through the work of the school community, even has a
swimming pool on site, which no doubt will be
extensively used over the coming months to ensure that
students develop good water safety skills as well as
providing enjoyment. It is quite clear that since it came
to office the Bracks government has provided
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significant support for Daylesford Primary School. I
cite just some examples of that, and no doubt the
minister will be able to clarify those and add even
more. In terms of the school programs that are being
offered, something like $400 000 has been provided to
programs such as literacy coordination and reading
recovery, with funding for bridging the digital divide
and for a range of other learning improvement
activities.
Daylesford Secondary School is also a fine school. It is
housed in a building that is mostly of 1960s origin, so it
has been a challenge to maintain it. There have been
many improvements made to that school. With physical
resources management system funding in recent times,
the school has refreshed the corridors. Again it has had
significant capital funding of something like $450 000
for a range of programs to improve the physical nature
of the school and safety in terms of school bussing.
Significant funding has also been provided to the
programs at the school, with something like $250 000
for middle years programs — managed individual
pathways, bridging the digital divide and so on. I am
impressed by the way our government has been able to
support these schools, and I look forward to the
minister further advising on this.

Echuca: dental services
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Health. It concerns
public dental services in Echuca. The problem in
Echuca and right across the state is that many, many
people are waiting an excessive time to receive dental
services. In Echuca we have not had a public dentist
since February and so waiting lists have grown out even
more. Across the state more than 200 000 people have
been waiting in excess of two years for dental services.
This simply is not good enough. It is not good enough
when people in Echuca have pain and difficulties
requiring dental attention or need a new set of dentures
and go along to Echuca Regional Health, which has
been advertising for a dentist but without success, only
to be told that the waiting list is two years or even more.
Yes, in urgent cases, when people have excruciating
pain or where there is a desperate need for dentures,
provision can be made. But the problem is that the
private dental services now cannot cope with these
referrals. If people have to go from Echuca to either
Bendigo or Shepparton, it is a 200-kilometre round trip.
To have to do that on a limited income is very, very
difficult and I think unfair on those people concerned.
I want the minister to come up with some lateral
thinking to solve these problems. I have written to the
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minister and suggested that a number of things should
be considered. One is perhaps increasing the salaries of
public dentists so that they are comparable with those in
the private sector. The second thing is mobile dental
vans, to get some people out of the metropolitan area to
come up and service people in country Victoria. It is
not fair that people in the metropolitan area do not have
to wait as long as people do in country Victoria. The
third thing that could be considered is perhaps using
overseas-trained dentists in Victoria. There is a whole
range of things.
Dr Napthine — Fluoridation.
Mr MAUGHAN — As the member for South-West
Coast points out, I am a great supporter of fluoridation!
But the reality is that people in the Echuca community
right now are unable to get basic dental services. There
is no doubt that good oral health leads to good health.
Particularly for elderly people who need dentures, to be
denied those and told they have to wait for two years or
more is simply unacceptable. I ask the Minister for
Health to look at these issues to see if she can come up
with some lateral thinking and provide solutions to the
problem.

Energy: solar power
Mr LIM (Clayton) — The matter I raise is for the
Minister for Environment. I ask the minister to
investigate and take action to have solar hot water
systems installed in private rental properties.
In an article that appeared in the Age of 4 August,
Graeme Pearman, CSIRO’s chief scientist, warned that
the world will have to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
by 70 to 80 per cent this century if global warming is to
be stopped. This is a huge reduction, but we owe it to
our children and grandchildren to deal with this
problem before it is too late. To its credit the Bracks
government has done a great deal in tackling carbon
dioxide emissions in this state. It has raised energy
efficiency standards in new housing and made grants
available to install solar power and solar hot water
systems.
Hot water accounts for 25 per cent of an average
household energy use in Victoria. A solar water heater
can reduce this consumption by around three-quarters.
Consequently one of the most beneficial things a
household can do for the environment is to install a
solar water heater. For an average family an electric hot
water system will generate nearly 7 tonnes of carbon
dioxide each year while a gas-boosted solar hot water
system will generate only about 800 kilograms —
about one-tenth as much. Many home owners are now
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installing energy-efficient solar hot water systems,
encouraged by the Bracks government’s solar hot water
rebate, which offers up to $1500 off the purchase cost
of a solar hot water system.

community of such an activity — the cost of diverting
the air ambulance, the two ambulances and the
paramedics that were involved — there is also the
matter of the serious assault.

However, there is a problem with rental housing. Solar
systems are the cheapest to run, but even with the
rebate they are still the most expensive to install. If an
electric hot water service fails in a rental property, it is
simpler and easier for a landlord to replace it with a
new hot water system of the same type. Few landlords
would be willing to spend extra money to install solar
heating when they themselves do not receive any direct
benefit. This means that not only does the general
community suffer from the failed opportunity to reduce
carbon dioxide emissions, but rental tenants —
generally the least well off in our society — are stuck
with high hot water costs.

It comes at a time when this state is well and truly
aware of the violence inside the union movement. We
have had the successful prosecution of John Setka for
intimidation on a building site — the well-publicised
death threats that were made to managers of a large
building company — which was run in the Australian
Industrial Relations Commission recently. We have
also had the outrageous assault — the term used by
Greg Combet — on Doug Cameron by fellow
unionists.

I therefore call on the Minister for Environment, who is
also the Minister for Water, to liaise with the Real
Estate Institute of Victoria, the Tenants Union of
Victoria and other interested parties to look at how
private landlords can be encouraged to install solar hot
water systems in rental properties.

Communications, Electrical and Plumbing
Union: Lorne incident
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter I wish to
raise with the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The matter relates to a serious assault that
took place at the Cumberland Hotel in Lorne on
Thursday, 13 November. The action I seek from the
minister is to ensure that there is a full police
investigation of this serious crime and to ensure also
that any cost to the taxpayer is fully recovered from
those that were involved.
The Communications, Electrical and Plumbing Union,
which I note donated $145 000 to the Labor Party in the
lead-up to the last election, had a conference at the
Cumberland Hotel on the day. During the proceedings
of that conference, a union organiser, Mr Paddy
McCrudden, was king-hit from behind by another
union organiser, Mr Tony Murphy. Mr McCrudden was
seriously injured. An ambulance was called and indeed
a second ambulance, a mobile intensive care ambulance
unit, attended the Cumberland Hotel. As a result of the
paramedics’ assessment, they could not do anything for
Mr McCrudden, apart from stabilising his condition,
and he required an emergency evacuation to a larger
hospital. Accordingly the police air ambulance was
diverted and carried Mr McCrudden to the Geelong
Hospital, where he was treated for his serious injuries
arising from this assault. Besides the cost to the

It is an outrageous situation, and indeed when you look
at the way the union movement behaves in this state —
Saizeriya, the illegality down at the National Gallery of
Victoria and also the record fines at OMV — it would
be a matter of some serious comfort not to have these
sorts of people behaving this way. It should be one law
for all — not one law for the union movement and one
law for the rest of us. It is a serious assault, and it
should be fully investigated. If there are any costs, they
should be repaid by the union to the taxpayers of
Victoria.

Volunteers: recognition
Ms MORAND (Mount Waverley) — I raise an
issue with the Minister for Victorian Communities. I
would like the minister to take action to ensure the
continuing support of volunteers throughout Victoria,
and in particular the support and recognition of
volunteer resource centres in Victoria. Volunteering is
one of the most fundamental and oldest forms of
community strengthening. In Victoria there are over
1 million volunteers providing around $10 million of
direct and indirect services, and there are some 47 000
organisations in Victoria that use volunteers. These
organisations — religious, cultural, sporting and
environmental — provide highly valued services and,
equally importantly, opportunities for people to become
involved in their communities.
I want to acknowledge the contribution of the
Department of Human Services and funding support for
resource centres, and I also want to take this
opportunity to praise the work of the Monash Volunteer
Resource Centre in Glen Waverley. The centre is run
by Gloria Mahoney, who is an outstanding member of
the Victorian community. The organisation does
wonderful work in supporting the people in the City of
Monash through the coordination of volunteers. Her
work has been recognised by an Order of Australia. The
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Monash Volunteer Resource Centre aims to link care
agencies operating in the City of Monash with
prospective volunteers from the community to provide
quality training opportunities to ensure a mutually
rewarding experience for both recipients and
volunteers. The centre is a community-based
organisation which maintains up-to-date information
about volunteer programs in the local area. The
information includes current details of the many
volunteers in the area and the volunteer opportunities.
As well as the time and skills that are required to do the
job, it fits the right volunteer with the right job.
The establishment of the new Department for Victorian
Communities has resulted in the Bracks government
putting a strong focus on supporting volunteers. I know
that the Minister for Victorian Communities is working
with volunteers in developing a comprehensive strategy
to encourage volunteering and community enterprises.
The sort of support the minister is looking at is very
practical, such as access to training, basic infrastructure
such as IT, recognition and rewards for volunteers, and
linking volunteer groups so they can work together
more effectively.
The Department for Victorian Communities is also
working with community groups to make access to
government information and grants a lot simpler. In
keeping with the department’s focus on government
that is easy to work with, the Department for Victorian
Communities is developing a single gateway for
Victorians seeking access to government grants. The
government’s goal is to give people a one-stop shop
where you can find out about funding and by doing so
eliminate some of the administrative burden that
currently surrounds the grants process.
In conclusion, I ask the minister to take action to ensure
that support and recognition of volunteers continues
and that they remain a focal point for the delivering of
important support for members of my community and
the wider Victorian community.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I call the
member for Mordialloc.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! No, the
member for Mordialloc. I am advised there is an
arrangement in place where the Independent call is
being taken by the government this evening.

Greek Orthodox Church, Parkdale: funding
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I call upon the Minister
for Multicultural Affairs to take action to continue
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support for the Greek Orthodox Church at Parkdale.
The Greek Orthodox Church in Parkdale received
funding this year to continue its good works. The Greek
Orthodox community school at Mentone received
$1000. The school does a wonderful job in teaching the
local Greek children in my community to keep their
language and their cultural traditions. The Greek
Orthodox Parish and Community Archangels of
Mentone women’s group received $400, the Greek
Orthodox Parish and Community Archangels of
Mentone youth group also received $400, and the
Greek Orthodox Parish and Community Archangels
senior citizens received $500.
I was privileged to receive an invitation to attend the
Feast of the Archangels a couple of weeks ago at the
Greek Orthodox Church in Parkdale. It was a
wonderful community celebration. The funding the
church has received from the Bracks government really
aids it in its good works, and I call on the minister to
ensure that that funding continues.

State Emergency Service: Warrnambool
headquarters
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I wish to
raise an issue for the attention of the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. The action I seek is for the
minister to ensure there is funding in next year’s budget
for a new State Emergency Service (SES) headquarters
for Warrnambool. The Warrnambool SES has
25 dedicated and hardworking volunteers who are
highly trained and highly committed to their voluntary
service. They respond regularly to emergency calls
involving search and rescue, floods, storm damage, cliff
rescue and sea searches. The SES is housed in
Nicholson Street and has been there since its
establishment in 1977. It is an old PMG building —
that shows its age — which was built in the 1930s.
At the moment, unfortunately, it has faulty and
dangerous electrical wiring that has to be switched off
during storms. The very time when you need electricity
for SES headquarters is during storms, when it is asked
to respond to these emergencies, yet it has to switch off
its own electricity supply. The building has an asbestos
roof, which leaks and has large holes in it, and the water
has caused damage to some of the equipment. The
current site is also not the best location, as it is largely
in a residential area with small streets, which presents
difficulties for access in an emergency.
The Warrnambool SES has a range of equipment,
including two boats, a rescue truck, a 4 x 4 first
response vehicle, a quick-fill trailer pump, a cliff rescue
trailer, a six-wheel ATV and several generators. It
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needs a proper headquarters for the safe storage of this
equipment, for the training of volunteers and to provide
facilities for the volunteers.
I ask the minister to ensure there is funding in next
year’s budget for a new SES headquarters in
Warrnambool, but I also suggest to the minister that in
planning the budget he liaise with the Minister for
Health and Rural Ambulance Victoria, because there is
also a need for new ambulance headquarters in
Warrnambool. It has outgrown its current headquarters
and is currently looking for a site for relocation. It
would seem to me that there would be a significant
advantage in having a co-located facility for these
emergency services in terms of cost efficiencies,
cross-training and the utilisation of a combined
emergency service.
I therefore ask the minister to support the dedicated
work of the SES volunteers in Warrnambool by
providing them with appropriate facilities, including
appropriate headquarters to house their equipment to
assist in training for their ongoing work. I also ask the
minister to work in coordination with the Minister for
Health and Rural Ambulance Victoria in suggesting
that we have an outcome for emergency services in
Warrnambool that combines the ambulance service and
the SES for the long-term future.

Carwatha College P–12: landscaping works
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — I raise an important
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education
Services. I ask the minister to take action in relation to
landscaping works at Carwatha College P–12 in Noble
Park North, in my local community. As I have said a
number of times in the house, Carwatha College is one
of many fine schools in my local area, ably led by
principal Frank Sal and college council president Kerrie
Dickson.
The college has recently undergone a $2.3 million
upgrade, involving nine new classrooms, new student
toilets, a range of new staff administration areas and,
importantly, a refurbishment of the Victorian certificate
of education centre as well as other important works. I
was honoured to attend and officially open the new
buildings.
While this upgrade is a very significant boost to
Carwatha College, some difficulties have been
experienced in relation to the landscaping works in and
around the new buildings. Due to problems with the
contractor engaged to undertake the upgrade, the
landscaping works could not be completed within the
agreed scope of works for the project and the project
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budget. Accordingly I ask the minister to take action to
address this issue by providing a small amount of
additional funding of the order of $3000, to ensure that
these works are completed and that this historic
$2.3 million redevelopment is properly and
appropriately completed as soon as possible.

Mount Erin Secondary College: Somerville
campus
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — My matter is for
the attention of the Minister for Education Services,
who is also the Minister for Employment and Youth
Affairs. The action I seek is for the minister to give due
consideration to the naming of the new junior
secondary college campus in the Hastings electorate
within the township of Somerville. Planning for the
construction of this new educational facility has been
under way for over a year now, and construction will
commence in 2004.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BUCHANAN — Actually one that has been
thrown around is the Robin Cooper Jurassic Park
campus, so we will see how we go.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms BUCHANAN — No, nowhere near his
electorate. And he never looked after it, anyway, when
he was over there.
I commend the southern region of the Department of
Education and Training, the Mount Erin Secondary
College principal and vice-principal, and the many
community volunteers on the steering committee for
their outstanding work, particularly when the previous
Liberal government was preparing to sell the site,
declaring it to be excess to regional educational
requirements.
The Bracks Labor government has invested
approximately $5 million in the construction of this
facility. Since being elected to this place in November
2002 I have canvassed and received feedback from
numerous individuals and organisations in the
Somerville region as to a name for this new junior
campus. One of the groups in particular, Communities
that Care, under the strong facilitation of the area
coordinator, Diana Almond, has analysed the
questionnaires filled out by hundreds of teenagers
across the Mornington Peninsula. Their responses
strongly support the notion that a school is for them a
focal point in any community-building activity,
allowing for the progression of social and community
cohesion, and that, equally importantly, any sense of
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pride in community facilities is greater when the name
of the facility reflects its geographic location — so that
leaves Garry Rowe out straightaway.
Feedback from other local organisations reflects the
need of Somerville residents to engender greater pride
in their community places and to have structures by
which the growing population can connect and forge
positive community links.
An Honourable Member — Ken Smith?
Ms BUCHANAN — Heaven forbid kids going to a
school called Ken Smith! That would be horrendous.
This is something that was ignored by the previous
government, which instead tried to close down the train
line and decimated much-needed council services
through forced amalgamations, undemocratically
appointed commissioners and compulsory competitive
tendering, which ripped a major source of local
employment out of the township — and the soul of the
town as well.
Under this government, action has been taken to
reinvigorate the Somerville community. Investment in
community infrastructure, small business support,
roads, public transport and quality vocational education,
to name but a few, has seen a growing sense of
community re-establishment in Somerville. The naming
of this much-awaited and valued junior secondary
college is something that all Somerville residents await
with interest. I reiterate my request that the naming of
this important community educational facility be
determined soon.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired. As 10 matters
have been raised on the adjournment, the time for
raising matters has concluded.
I invite the Minister for Agriculture to respond to
matters raised for the Minister for Education and
Training by the honourable members for Ballarat East
and Hastings, for the Minister for Major Projects by the
honourable member for Benambra, for the Minister for
Health by the honourable member for Rodney, for the
Minister for Environment and Minister for Water by the
honourable member for Clayton, for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services by the members for
Kew and South-West Coast, for the Minister for
Victorian Communities by the member for Mount
Waverley, for the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs by the member for Mordialloc,
and for the Minister for Education Services by the
member for Mulgrave.
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Although it is admirable that even at this late stage
members are sufficiently enthusiastic to still want to
participate in the proceedings, I ask them to contain
themselves for just a little longer.

Responses
Mr CAMERON (Minister for Agriculture) —
Heeding your warning, Deputy Speaker, I advise that
10 honourable members have raised matters for
ministers, and I will refer those matters to them.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.41 p.m.
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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, 25 November 2003
Transport: Woodend–Tylden road speed limit
227.

Mr MULDER to ask the Honourable the Minister for Transport —
(1)

Why does the speed limit on the Woodend to Tylden road increase from 80 km/h to 100 km/h a few
hundred metres before the level crossing of the Melbourne to Bendigo double track line, for
motorists travelling towards Tylden.

(2)

Has increasing the speed limit after motorists have passed over the level crossing been considered as
a safer option.

(3)

Why does the road sign at the above location read ‘End 80’ rather than ‘100’.

(4)

Have any casualties or fatalities occurred on the Woodend to Tylden road since 1999; if so, at what
point and of what severity has each accident been.

ANSWER:
(1) The speed limit on the Tylden to Woodend Road was reviewed in September 2000. At that time, the signed
speed limits were considered appropriate given the general rural nature of the abutting environment, and the
relative remoteness of the rail crossing from the built up area of Woodend.
(2) The speed limit at this location has recently been discussed with the Macedon Ranges Shire Council and the
Police. As a result of these discussions, Vicroads will approve an extension of the 80 km/h to west of the rail
crossing. 100 km/h signs will be installed at the end of the 80 km/h zone.
This decision has been made after considering the alignment of the road near the rail crossing that limit vehicle
speeds to around 80 km/h until traffic has travelled past the rail crossing.
(3) The ‘End 80’ sign has been used in a number of cases around the state to indicate that the 80 km/h speed limit
no longer applies. This type of sign has been used where the speed value of the road alignment is lower than
the rural default speed (100 km/h).
In the case of the Tylden to Woodend Road, there is a low speed curve and rail crossing within 500 metres of
where the 80 km/h speed limit ends. For this reason ‘End 80’ signs were considered appropriate.
The use of the ‘End 80’ sign is consistent with applications described in the Australian Road Rules and
Vicroads Traffic Engineering Manual.
(4) There have been 9 casualty accidents on the Tylden to Woodend Road since 1 January 1999.
The Tylden to Woodend Road is approximately 12 km in length and these accidents were at different locations
along this length of road.
Of the 9 casualty crashes, none were fatal, one was a “serious injury” and 8 were “other injury” crashes.
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Details of the location and severity of each accident on the Tylden to Woodend Road are shown in the table
below.
Location

Date of Accident

Injury Type

(Distance from Tylden)
0 km (at Kyneton Trentham Rd Intersection)

19/05/1999

Other

1.93 km (Chanters Lane)

30/06/2003

Other

2.05 km

10/01/2000

Other

3.86 km

31/05/2002

Other

5.37 km

22/03/2003

Serious

6.61 km

29/04/2002

Other

8.89 km

09/08/2000

Other

9.01 km (Harpers Road)

08/05/2000

Other

10.96 km

12/01/2003

Other

The rail level crossing is located at approximately 10.5 km from Tylden.
“Serious Injury” is defined as a person taken to hospital.
“Other injury” is defined as person sustaining injury but not taken to hospital
Further details may be obtained from the crash information available on Vicroads web site
www.vicroads.vic.gov.au.
Vicroads and the Council regularly monitor the crash records for possible black spot funding, currently there
are no sites on this road that satisfy Black Spot Program criteria.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
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Wednesday, 26 November 2003
Attorney-General: Haystac Public Affairs Pty Ltd
238(e). Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Attorney-General —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department, office or any agency
or statutory authority, or any predecessor Department, office, agency or statutory authority, under the
Minister’s administration since 1 February 2001.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No payments have been made by my Department or Office to the firm Haystac Public Affairs P/L.
To provide details of payments made by agencies, statutory authorities or predecessor departments, offices,
agencies of statutory authorities under my administration would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s
resources.

Attorney-General: Social Shift Pty Ltd
239(e). Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Attorney-General —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department, office or any agency
or statutory authority, or any predecessor Department, office, agency or statutory authority, under the
Minister’s administration since 1 July 2001.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No payments have been made by my Department or Office to the firm Social Shift P/L.
To provide details of payments made by agencies, statutory authorities or predecessor departments, offices,
agencies of statutory authorities under my administration would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s
resources.
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Planning: Bayside planning scheme
296.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Honourable the Minister for Planning, with reference to the Bayside
Planning Scheme Amendment C2 and gazettal of Part I to the Bayside Planning Scheme —
(1)

What was the rationale of the Minister in determining to make no decision on the balance of
Amendment C2.

(2)

What is the attitude of the Minister towards supporting the community’s objectives of maintaining
the character and amenity of the City of Bayside.

(3)

What is the time frame or process for decision making regarding the gazettal of the amendment.

(4)

What was the rationale for the separation of a substantial part of the amendment.

ANSWER:
I deferred a decision on Part 2 of the Amendment C2 to enable it to be further considered in the context of
Melbourne 2030. Several components of Amendment C2 Part 2 are in direct conflict with key directions of
Melbourne 2030.

Police and emergency services: arrests, charges and convictions on school grounds
339.

Mr PERTON to ask the Honourable the Minister for Police and Emergency Services with reference to the
response to question 172(c) received on 7 October 2003 — since 1 January 2003, what data held on any of
the specified police databases has been analysed to determine the prevalence of crime on school grounds.

ANSWER:
Crime trend analysis is the responsibility of local, district, regional and central management and use of statistical
information is a continuing and integral part of that practice.
Victoria Police records statistical information regarding offences committed at and on school grounds. This
information is accessed by management at various levels throughout the organisation for operational purposes and
resource allocation.
To identify when that information has been accessed for analysis is not practically achievable regardless of the
specified time frame from 1 January 2003. Such an undertaking would be an extensive labour intensive process.

Police and emergency services: arrests, charges and convictions on school grounds
340.

MR PERTON to ask the Honourable the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, with reference to
the response to question 172(c) received on 7 October 2003 — since 1 January 2003 what reports have
been produced on police patrolling school grounds.

ANSWER:
Victoria Police does not routinely compile reports regarding patrols that may be conducted in school grounds.
Under the concept of Local Priority Policing, local police are tasked to conduct patrols or operations in response to
particular crime trends or other emerging problems.
Should a school regularly feature as the site of criminal incidents or behaviour, a police patrol will target the area
with a view to detecting offenders and discouraging further occurrences.
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Local government: cliff stabilisation works, Sandringham
345.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Honourable the Deputy Premier for the Honourable the Minister for Local
Government, with reference to the important cliff stabilisation works proximate to Southey and Masefield
Streets, Sandringham —
(1)

What is the current status of the proposed works.

(2)

What funding has been allocated in the current financial period.

(3)

What are the assessed risks as a consequence of the delay.

(4)

What has been the reason for the extended delay in rectification works.

(5)

What tenders have been let for the project and what has been the cost of those tenders.

(6)

What is the commencement date of work on site.

(7)

When will the works be completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The issues raised were responses to in Question no. 249, tabled on 28 October 2003, Hansard reference page 1463.

Arts: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
360(d). Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for the Arts —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department or private office since
27 March 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
No payments have been made by Arts Victoria, Department of Premier and Cabinet, to the firm Shannon’s Way
Pty Ltd since 27 March 2003.
No payments were made by my Private Office to the Firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.

Agriculture: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
361(b). Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for Agriculture –
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by any agency or statutory body under the
Minister’s administration since 5 December 2002.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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To provide details of payments made by agencies and statutory bodies under my administration would be an
unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.
The Honourable Member may wish to submit a more specific question outlining which particular agency or
statutory body they are interested in.

Arts: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
361(d). Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for the Arts —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by any agency or statutory body under the
Minister’s administration since 5 December 2002.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
To provide details of payments made by agencies and statutory bodies under my administration would be an
unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.
The Honourable Member may wish to submit a more specific question outlining which particular agency or
statutory body they are interested in.

Community services: Department of Human Services budget deficit
365.

Mrs SHARDEY to ask the Honourable the Minister for Community Services —
(1)

What is the size of the Department of Human Services’ budget deficit for 2002–2003 and for the
September 2003 quarter.

(2)

Which portfolio areas or programs have overspent for 2002–2003 and for the September 2003
quarter.

(3)

In which portfolio areas or programs is the Department of Human Services hoping to make savings.

(4)

How much is the Department hoping to save in each portfolio area or program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
1. The Department of Human Services did not have a budget deficit for 2002–03 or the September 2003 quarter.
The Department managed its budget within the Annual Appropriated funds made available by Parliament. In
fact, in 2002–03 the Department spent $52.5 million less than its budget appropriations.
The Department recorded an accounting operating deficit of $120.6m for the 2002–03 year and a surplus of
$61m for the September quarter.
–

The 2002–03 deficit largely arises from a decline in gambling revenues in 2002–03 ($107.8m). These
gambling revenues are normally on passed to the Department through the Hospital and Charities fund. The
decline in 2002–03 revenues was supplemented by a Temporary Advance from the Department of
Treasury and Finance. Increased Medical Indemnity Insurance expenses of $37.9m also impacted on the
operating deficit for the 2002–03 financial year. These expenses represent an actuarial assessment of
Medical Indemnity liabilities. Numerous other accounting adjustments, both increases and decreases
resulted in a net contribution of $25.1m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 26 November 2003

ASSEMBLY

2177

2. In a budget sense, none of the portfolio areas or programs overspent in 2002–03 or September 2003 quarter.
The accounting operating deficit, is also not considered an over spend, as the decline in gaming revenues was
restored by the Department of Treasury and Finance. The expenses associated with Medical Indemnity
Insurance reflected actuarial estimates of increased liabilities rather than an increase in the direct cost of DHS’s
Insurance Premium.
3. No specific savings initiatives have been introduced to cover the above budget deficits or accounting deficits
within the portfolio.
4. The Department is not expecting any portfolio area or program to make savings to cover either the budget or
accounting deficits.
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Thursday, 27 November 2003
Treasurer: TXU electricity distribution and supply network in Gippsland
190.

Mr INGRAM to ask the Honourable the Treasurer with reference to TXU’s contractible responsibilities to
maintain to a publicly acceptable operational standard the electricity distribution and supply network in
Gippsland —
(1)

How have the following actions affected TXU’s obligations and operation standards —
(a)

reduction in line maintenance staff;

(b)

centralising the emergency response crews from the far east of Gippsland to Bairnsdale;

(c)

reducing the line maintenance rotations including pole and cross bar inspections and
slashing and clearing of vegetation under power lines;

(d)

reducing the number of condemned poles by reducing the diameter of rotting timber poles;
and

(e)

reduction of the washing and cleaning of insulators to prevent pole fires.

(2)

With these reductions in service, does TXU still adhere to its contractual obligations of service
delivery.

(3)

Has TXU been penalised by the Essential Services Commission for lack of service reliability.

(4)

Has TXU failed in its service reliability obligations in the recent power outages at Mallacoota.

(5)

What was the cause of the Mallacoota blackouts.

(6)

What impact did the actions in (1) (a)–(e) have on the ability to restore power in cases such as the
recent blackouts in Mallacoota where the power was out twice in one week for a period totalling 24
hours.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The following advice has been received from the Minister for Energy Industries in the other place, in response to
the specific questions raised by Mr Ingram as follows —
(1) How have the following actions affected TXU’s obligations and operation standards?
(a) reduction in line maintenance staff;
There has been no reduction in staff numbers available for line maintenance work.
The advice provided by TXU Electricity Ltd (hereafter referred to as TXU) is that it has a core of field
staff located in remote areas across its geographical areas including Gippsland. It has the ability and
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flexibility to transfer these resources around the region to meet cyclic workload requirements. Field staff
are supplemented and supported by accredited contractors to carry out all necessary maintenance and
augmentation works to meet performance obligations.
(b) centralising the emergency response crews from the far east of Gippsland to Bairnsdale;
Emergency response crews have not been centralised to Bairnsdale.
TXU has emergency response crews operating from Bairnsdale, Lakes Entrance as well as Manorina, to
service areas of East Gippsland.
(c) reducing the line maintenance rotations including pole and cross bar inspections and slashing and clearing
of vegetation under power lines;
There has been no reduction of line maintenance or vegetation clearing activities within TXU.
TXU has an Asset Management Plan in place to effectively manage the overall performance of its
network.
The Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector (OCEI) has been fully and formally consulted on all aspects of
TXU’s asset inspection program and the associated vegetation management and maintenance/replacement
activities. The OCEI carries out annual audits of inspection, vegetation and maintenance programs to
ensure TXU is appropriately managing bushfire risk and public safety of the network assets and regulatory
compliance.
(d) reducing the number of condemned poles by reducing the diameter of rotting timber poles;
There has been no reduction in the criteria used to assess the serviceability of timber poles. TXU has
complemented the previous State Electricity Commission of Victoria (SECV) timber pole serviceability
criteria by extensive use of rot and termite inhibitors and the application of approved pole supporting
techniques.
I understand the OCEI is fully aware of the above practices.
(e) reduction of the washing and cleaning of insulators to prevent pole fires.
Washing and cleaning insulators is a short-term measure to mitigate the seasonal impact of the long-term
statewide legacy of timber pole and cross-arm construction in high aerial pollution environments. TXU
does have a current insulator washing program to target areas of concern.
Notwithstanding this, insulators with improved self cleaning profiles and materials are now used for new
and replacement works to further mitigate this problem.
TXU is continually implementing improvements to its overhead system to reduce pole fire incidents and
improve the safety of the network and has developed specific strategies and pole fire prevention activities
to target high incident areas.
(2) With these reductions in service, does TXU still adhere to its contractual obligations of service delivery?
There has been no reduction in service. TXU is performing at the Regulatory Network Performance Indicators
as set by the Essential Services Commission for the period 2001–2005.
(3) Has TXU been penalised by the Essential Services Commission for lack of service reliability?
No. TXU has over the past two years exceeded the overall reliability standards that are subject to the
performance incentive scheme established by the Essential Services Commission.
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TXU has been required to pay Guaranteed Service Level payments to individual customers who suffer outages
exceeding specified durations or frequencies, however it advises that it has not been penalised for the overall
reliability of the network.
(4) Has TXU failed in its service reliability obligations in the recent power outages at Mallacoota?
In accordance with the agreed practices under the Guaranteed Service Level scheme established by the
Essential Services Commission in 2001, TXU has paid 406 Guaranteed Service Level payments to Mallacoota
customers who were without electricity supply for more than 12 hrs in May 2003.
(5) What was the cause of the Mallacoota blackouts?
There were 3 sustained outages on the single 310 km-long radial line supplying the Mallacoota area in May
2003. The outages were caused by lightning strikes and tree bark contacting the overhead line near Club
Terrace.
With all such incidents it is necessary for an exhaustive patrol and inspection of the line to be carried out, in
order to determine both the cause of the interruption, and the condition of the line. For reasons involving
public safety, and to avoid possible further damage to electricity distribution equipment, this inspection was
required before that line could be re-energised.
Having experienced these problems, the following immediate steps have been taken to ensure reliability is not
compromised.
–
–
–

Detailed line patrols to identify any further potential issues.
Modifications to system control devices to improve supply restoration performance.
Development of a strategy to limit tree bark contact with overhead lines in the Club Terrace area.

(6) What impact did the actions in (1) (a)–(e) have on the ability to restore power in cases such as the recent
blackouts in Mallacoota where the power was out twice in one week for a period totalling 24 hours?
Because Mallacoota is supplied by a 310 km radial power line via Cann River, it is exposed to the impacts of
the environment including trees, storms and lightning.
This line was last inspected for required maintenance as part of the cyclic inspection program in mid-2003. All
maintenance identified has now been assessed and will be programmed for completion prior to the end of
2003.
TXU is currently examining the total configuration of the network system with respect to increased installation
of line fault indicators, increased remote control fault restoration devices and improved bird/animal protection
to mitigate against prolonged outages.
Overview of the Network Business Operations of TXU
TXU manages and operates the Electricity Network across the eastern side of the state of Victoria servicing
approximately 550,000 customers. TXU has in place Asset Management strategies and plans to deliver the highest
possible levels of service, safety and network performance to its customers.
The Essential Services Commission recently commissioned an extensive regulatory compliance audit of the 2002
and 2003 operations of each Victorian electricity distribution company. TXU’s Asset Management performance is
currently rated as grade ‘A’ (grading range is from A to D) under Clause 3.1 of the Distribution Code.
In July 2003 the international management, engineering and environmental consultants Gutteridge Haskins and
Davey Pty Ltd (GHD) completed an assessment of TXU’s Asset Management processes. The assessment
concluded that:
TXUN is close to being the best performing asset manager in gas and electricity assessed by GHD in Australia and overseas, and well
above other sectors such as water and municipals.
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The advice provided by TXU has been reviewed by the ESC which advises it has no reason to dispute the
information given and has confirmed the company’s compliance with its licensing obligations under the
Distribution Code.

Community services: past adoption practices
232.

Mr MAUGHAN to ask the Honourable the Minister for Community Services —
(1)

Was the decision not to proceed with an inquiry into past adoption practices made by the Minister or
by Cabinet.

(2)

On what date was that decision made.

(3)

Given that Origins Victoria were responsible for seeking an inquiry (through the then Shadow
Minister prior to the 1999 election), why were they not consulted for their input prior to the decision
being taken not to conduct the inquiry.

(4)

Were any interest groups other than the Association of Relinquishing Mothers consulted; if so, who
were they and were they for or against such an inquiry.

ANSWER:
After careful consideration, the Government decided during its first term, that an Inquiry into past adoption
practices was not the best way forward. This decision was made by the previous Minister, and is supported by the
Premier and Cabinet.
I acknowledge the role of Origins as a support group for mothers whose children were adopted in the past.
Representatives of Origins have met with Government and with senior Department of Human Services staff to
discuss these issues. Alternatives to an Inquiry were offered to Origins, to provide an opportunity for birth mothers
to raise issues about past adoption practices and the impact that this has on their lives. However, Origins has
advised that these alternatives are not acceptable to their members, and on the basis of this advice, the Government
will not proceed with these options.
Adoption is a complex area which goes to the heart of family formation, and as such arouses strong feelings in
many people. The Government is aware that there are diverse views within the adoption community about a range
of matters. The Association of Relinquishing Mothers has made it clear that it opposes an Inquiry because of the
potential emotional burden on birth mothers, and concerns that it would be divisive and confronting to other parties.

Police and emergency services: Victoria Police operating budget
353.

Mr WELLS to ask the Honourable the Minister for the Police and Emergency Services —
(1)

What was the operating budget for each of 2000–2001, 2001–2002 and 2002–2003.

(2)

What is the operating budget for 2003–2004.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
Victoria Police Annual Budget
Year

Recurrent (Operating) Budget
$m

2000–2001

1 011.10
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2001–2002

1 078.70

2002–2003

1 162.40

2003–2004

1 208.90

(Source: BP3)
For the edification of the honourable member he is advised that these figures and full financial statements are
available in the Victoria Police Annual Report.
The Victoria Police Annual Report is a public document obtainable from the Papers Office.

Corrections: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
360(h).

Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for Corrections —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department or private office
since 27 March 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No payments have been made by the Department of Justice to the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.
No payments have been made by my Private Office to the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.

Planning: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
360(ab).

Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for Planning —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department or private office
since 27 March 2003.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd has not been engaged by the Planning Division of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment during the period 27 March 2003 to 29 October 2003.
There have been no payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by my office during this period.

Police and emergency services: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
360(ac).

Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for Police and Emergency Services —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by the Minister’s Department or private office
since 27 March 2003.
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On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

Thursday, 27 November 2003

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No payments have been made by the Department of Justice to the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.
No payments have been made by my Private Office to the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd.

Planning: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd
361(ab).

Ms ASHER to ask the Honourable the Minister for the Planning —
(1)

What payments have been made to the company by any agency or statutory body under the
Minister’s administration since 5 December 2002.

(2)

On what dates were the payments made.

(3)

Briefly describe the project for which payment was made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payments made by agencies and statutory bodies under my administration would be an
unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

