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Thursday, 7 October 2004
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Ms BEATTIE having given notice of motion:
Mr Plowman interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benambra will cease interjecting.
Mr Plowman interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! If the member for
Benambra insists on ignoring advice from the Chair, I
will remove him from the chamber.
Further notices of motion given.
Mr BAILLIEU having given notice of motion:
Mr Helper — On a point of order, Speaker, I
wanted to extend courtesy to allow the member for
Hawthorn to finish giving his notice, but I seek your
guidance as to whether the rulings in terms of tedious
repetition apply to the preambles of notices of motion.
The member for Hawthorn has given about five notices
of motion with exactly the same preamble, and I am
certainly finding it tedious and repetitious.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Rail: Sandringham line
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Brighton electorate of Victoria
draws to the attention of the house the exceptionally poor
train services on the Sandringham line. Poor services include
regular cancellations, lateness and overcrowding.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the government to improve train
services on the Sandringham line.

By Ms ASHER (Brighton) (12 signatures)
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Eastern Freeway: city end congestion
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Manningham and the eastern
suburbs draws to the attention of the house the increasing
traffic congestion at the city end of the Eastern Freeway and
the consequent terrible waste of time and productivity for tens
of thousands of Victorians who use the freeway daily, and
draws to the attention of the house the remarks by the chief
executive of the Southern and Eastern Integrated Transport
Authority who has urged road users to tell politicians that
‘something needs to be done to the city end of the Eastern
Freeway’.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria act to require that the government
proceed with planning and construction of a tunnel to link the
Eastern and Tullamarine freeways and consider other road
proposals including tunnelled lanes under Hoddle Street and
Punt Road.

By Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) (7 signatures)

Preschools: funding
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria
respectfully requests that the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria:
recognise the value of preschool education and respect
the work of preschool teachers;
recognise that preschool teacher qualifications are equal
to primary teachers by offering pay parity;
recognise that preschool is an educational experience
and move responsibility to the Department of Education
and Training;
retain and attract preschool teachers to tackle the
preschool teacher shortage by offering pay parity,
reasonable workload and appropriate group sizes;
resource preschools in order to:
provide access for all children irrespective of their
family’s economic circumstances;
alleviate unacceptable workloads for volunteer
parents and teachers;
provide for salary parity with school teachers so
that the cost to parents (fees) does not increase;
support for children with additional needs.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) (402 signatures)

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
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The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the Parliament that the Victorian
government has decided to break its 2002 pre-election pledge
and introduce tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby)
freeway.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament undertake
to ensure that the government:
1.

honours its pre-election commitment and policy as
pledged to the citizens of Victoria not to introduce tolls
on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway, and

2.

immediately reverses its decision to impose tolls on
vehicles on the Mitcham–Frankston (Scoresby) freeway
and thereby honour its commitment to the citizens of
Victoria.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr COOPER (Mornington) (10 signatures)

Motor registration fees: concessions

Thursday, 7 October 2004

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mordialloc be considered next day on
motion of Ms MUNT (Mordialloc).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Brighton be considered next day on
motion of Ms ASHER (Brighton).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bullen be considered next day on
motion of Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Mornington be considered next day on
motion of Mr COOPER (Mornington).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Nepean be considered next day on
motion of Mr DIXON (Nepean).

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth:
The state government’s decision to halve the pensioner
concession on car registration fees is discriminatory to the
people of Victoria. A large number of Mornington Peninsula
pensioners rely on their car for transport because of the low
levels of public transport in the area.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government reverse
its decision to halve the pensioner concession on car
registration fees.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (40 signatures)

WorkSafe: Arthurs Seat chairlift
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth Arthurs Seat Scenic Chairlift company
appears to be suffering unreasonable and deliberate
bureaucratic delays in permission to recommence operations
to the point where it is now in danger of folding.
Your petitioners therefore pray that an obvious and effective
solution of the problem be found by immediately forcing a
high-level review of the recent and current actions by
WorkSafe and VicRoads on this matter with a call for urgent,
reasonable and positive rulings to allow the survival of this
Mornington Peninsula tourism icon.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr DIXON (Nepean) (674 signatures)

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Performance Audit Report — Measuring
the Success of the Our Forests Our Future policy — Ordered
to be printed
Gascor Pty Ltd — Financial Statements for the period 1 July
2003 to 15 September 2003.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Gladstone Views Primary School: Shout! It’s a
Brand New Me
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — On 14 September I had
the privilege of being a guest at the Gladstone Views
Primary School musical, Shout! It’s a Brand New Me.
This involved all grade 6 students and is an annual
event on the Gladstone Views calendar with a new
show every year.
I have been every year since my election to this place.
However, I am always delighted and surprised by the
amazing teamwork and discipline that is involved.
Congratulations go to the principal, Jill Ramsay, and
her dedicated staff and volunteers; there are too many
to name. However, the work of Alyson Lind and the
production team supported by the choir, wonderful
props and costumes, superb backdrops, lighting and
sound cannot go unnoticed. Added to this, the make-up,
printed program, promotion, stage construction and
ticket allocation all came together to make a wonderful
night. Parents and friends pitched in to make this a very
special night for the Gladstone Views community.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Thursday, 7 October 2004

ASSEMBLY

The real stars of the night, however, were the grade 6
students from the leading lady, Samantha C, and the
leading man, Joshua M, to the in-crowd, waitresses,
DJs, dancers, singers, the ‘shoo-op’ girls, the mechanics
and the chimps, Brad’s mates and Lizzie’s friends. Well
done to all of you. I had a great night. Congratulations
once again to the principal and her team, who do an
outstanding job each year with the discipline of the
students, showing their commitment and giving the
Gladstone Views community a wonderful night.

Colac: Driver Reviver program
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I wish to commend to
the house the remarkable achievement of the Colac
Driver Reviver program, the chairman of the Colac
Road Safety committee, Cliff McAliece, and the
volunteers who assist him. This program has been
running in Colac for 17 years and on Friday, 1 October,
the 40 000th cup of coffee was provided to a
Melbourne man and his wife who were returning home
from a trip to Warrnambool. The Ian Burnett Memorial
Driver Reviver van was named in memory of Ian
Burnett who lost a son in a car crash and who saw the
scheme operating while he was on a road trip to
Queensland. On returning to Colac he started providing
hot drinks from the boot of his car outside the former
Golden Fleece service station in Colac. That was
17 years ago and today, with a fully equipped van, it is
still going strong and operating from the side of the
Princes Highway west of Colac. A total of 324 people
stopped at the van during the five nights that it was
open at the beginning to the end of the recent school
holidays.
It is programs such as this that I believe play an integral
role in cutting down our road toll, particularly in rural
areas, by encouraging tourists to take a break after they
have been travelling on unfamiliar roads, and perhaps
visitors from overseas who, after long plane flights,
take longer-than-expected trips to see the sights of the
Great Ocean Road and south-west Victoria. Obviously
there is no way of knowing; however, I would like to
think that a short stop at the Ian Burnett Driver Reviver
van contributed to the 4000 people who took advantage
of that break arriving at their destinations safe and
sound. I congratulate and commend all those who
participate in the provision of this invaluable service.

Kevin Glover
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — Today I want to
tell the house about a Labor Party branch member from
the outer east who died some years ago now but who
has come to mind in recent times during the current
election campaign.
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He lived to around 80 and was a career teacher and
school principal, and a lifetime Fitzroy supporter. In
retirement he went to all the Labor Party branch
meetings in our area — that is, all the branches and all
the meetings. He used to do the rounds of all of them.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LOCKWOOD — A one-man branch stacker,
as the member says. He took it on himself to educate us
and gave us lectures, for example, on the Australian
constitution. He wanted all members to know what we
were fighting for. He thought we should all know
something about our constitution. He also encouraged
us into different forms of campaigning. He wanted us to
market the Labor Party, market the brand, and always
be on the front foot when it came to getting our
message across. He visited branches in Rowville,
Bayswater, Vermont, Knoxfield and Ferntree Gully.
He always wanted us to start more branches because he
felt that people there were keen to hear the Labor
message. There was one message in particular that he
repeated like a mantra at every meeting he attended. He
believed it and wanted to be sure we all understood —
that was, that all Liberals are the scum of the earth. He
repeated it over and over again — all Liberals are the
scum of the earth. He just kept saying it; so much so
that he wore us out with the message. But in the end he
taught us all about Labor values.

Rail: XPT service
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — I am calling on
the Victorian government to ensure the retention of the
existing XPT passenger train service operating on a
twice per day basis each way between Melbourne and
Sydney. Recent inquiries reveal that the New South
Wales government is reviewing the service with
apparently no recommendation regarding the future of
the service and no agreement with the Victorian
government.
Following concerns from my constituents regarding the
quality of the service, I have observed that the Victorian
government is simply blaming others for the problems.
The response from the Minister for Transport blames
speed restrictions, problems with rolling stock, luggage
handling problems and signal and freight train failures
as the major causes affecting the quality of the service,
for which the government claims to have no
responsibility. The minister passes further blame to the
federal government for not being able to pick up the
lost time because of track problems, which he claims to
be the responsibility of Australian Rail Track
Corporation. Surely the Victorian government must
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have a responsibility and a role to play in ensuring that
an efficient and effective passenger rail service is
provided for people in north-eastern Victoria who wish
to use the XPT service between Melbourne and
Albury-Wodonga. Apart from cooperating with the
delivery of a high standard train service, the minister
must negotiate with the New South Wales government
and make strong representation to ensure the service is
retained and upgraded. The retention of the XPT
service between Melbourne, north-eastern Victoria and
Sydney is paramount as it is an essential option for
travellers.

Neighbourhood houses: Burwood
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I pay tribute to
the excellent work done in our local communities by
our neighbourhood houses. They provide an enormous
range of services, including child care, adult education
programs, community support, healthy living programs,
community radio, a meeting place for Neighbourhood
Watch, Lions and other groups; toy libraries and
playgroups — the list is endless.
I have nine neighbourhood houses in my area. They
include Bennettswood neighbourhood house, which is
about to celebrate its 10th anniversary. Burwood
neighbourhood house does a marvellous job, as does
the one in Box Hill South, which backs onto Gardiners
Creek and has an annual art exhibition.
I was recently at the Surrey Hills neighbourhood centre,
which has a great group of volunteers, as does the
Ashburton community centre, which is just next to the
Ashburton Library. The centre runs a wide range of
courses and activities for people in Glen Iris and
Ashburton. Also in Ashburton is the Ashburn Grove
neighbourhood house, run by the Alamein Community
Committee, which has long been a hive of activity. The
Craig family centre down the road — also in
Ashburton, next to the swimming pool — is
undergoing a massive redevelopment, which will see it
include a community health centre by Easter next year.
Over Warrigal Road in Ashwood and Chadstone are
two other great neighbourhood houses — the Power
neighbourhood house and the Amaroo neighbourhood
centre, which provide a great support to the local
community.
I commend the work of all those associated with these
neighbourhood houses.

Electricity: renewable energy
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — The
Australian Greenhouse Office has been running a
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renewable power generation program for remote
communities for over four years. This is a $200 million
federal government program that provides assistance to
remote communities not connected to the electricity
grid to generate electricity from renewable energy
sources instead of diesel generators. Under this
excellent program funding for up to 50 per cent of
capital costs can be obtained for approved subprograms
or major projects.
Unfortunately the only state or territory that the
available evidence shows is not participating in this
program is Victoria. The hypocrisy of this Labor
government is palpable. Over several years we have
had to put up with the constant whingeing, whining and
carping of those opposite, who blame everything on the
federal coalition government and cannot take
responsibility for outcomes on its own watch. It
constantly complains that Victoria does not get its fair
share, yet here is $200 million of federal money that
has been put on the table for renewable energy, but by
all accounts Victoria is behind the eight ball in taking
any of it up. I call upon the minister responsible to
immediately release the details of the projects and
programs that his government has put forward for
funding under this federal program.
We hear with monotonous regularity that this
government supports renewable energy. If that were
truly the case, a person with the smallest amount of
logic would have thought that this Labor government
would have been champing at the bit to get involved.
Why is Victoria not involved in ensuring that power for
remote communities is generated from renewable
sources? Until such time as the responsible minister
publicly demonstrates Victoria’s interest in this
program, those opposite have no credible standing in
their so-called support for renewable energy.

Preston Returned and Services League
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — On the last two
Sundays I have had the pleasure of attending functions
at the Preston Returned and Services League. Last
Sunday it was for a meeting of the National
Servicemen’s Association of Australia, Northern
District, Preston sub-branch, where I was welcomed by
the president, Rob McConnell, and secretary, Gordon
Murphy. While the association meets in Preston, it
draws members from a much wider area, including
suburbs such as Gladstone Park, Epping and Macleod. I
was invited to present anniversary of national service
medals to Arthur Sumarac, John Bubeck, Glen Fishlock
and Robert Cations. I congratulate all four for their
commitment and service to their country.
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The previous Sunday I attended a more social occasion
at the Preston RSL — that is, Presidents Day. The
Preston RSL has existed as a local organisation since
1926. The current president is Bob Cross, who is doing
a fine job of serving the RSL in this capacity. It has
been a pleasure working as a local member with Bob. I
would also like to mention Gordon Murphy, who is the
secretary of Preston RSL as well as being the secretary
of the National Servicemen’s Association of Australia.
Gordon also performs with commitment the important
role of welfare officer.

explanation as to why his government is failing to
properly protect Victorian children.

It is worth reflecting on the fact that the RSL, as well as
being a service organisation, does much in welfare for
its members, dependants and the local community. It
also has a strong sporting presence. The Preston RSL is
a valued and respected organisation in our local
community, and I wish it well.

Over the last few years the number of young people
playing soccer in the region has exploded, and
Sherbrooke Ranges soccer club has increased its
numbers this year from 240 to 280 players, including
153 juniors, 79 subjuniors and 48 goal kickers. There is
an expectation for next year of another four to six new
teams and possibly 50 extra players. While there has
been a great increase in participation, there is a lack of
options in terms of playing venues that must be
addressed. I have been working with the clubs and the
Shire of Yarra Ranges in looking at options for
additional playing surfaces for soccer in the hills.

Children: protection reform
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — Victorian children
are being put at risk of abuse by the Bracks government
because it has failed to introduce promised legislation
to make police checks compulsory for people working
with children as employees and volunteers. This was
supported by Joe Tucci of the Australian Childhood
Foundation when he said, ‘These are kids who are at
risk because we haven’t put thorough background
checks into the system. It is an ongoing risk to our
kids’.
While government-funded organisations are obliged to
provide police checks for their employees, it is
estimated that some 500 000 people who work with
children avoid such checks. In July 2002, prior to the
last election, the Attorney-General promised police
checks for such people. He said, ‘We need an
appropriate screening regime to ensure that the relevant
police checks are carried out on all people who work
with children’.
Sadly every year since 2002 the Bracks government has
promised to introduce such legislation. The
Attorney-General has claimed that the reason for the
failure to legislate is that the government is working
towards a national approach — that is despite the fact
that both Queensland and New South Wales have
introduced and implemented such legislation.
Contradicting the Attorney-General, the Premier has
claimed that the reason is that the government is still
trying to get it right.
While stories emerge daily about child abuse and child
pornography the Premier owes Victorians a proper

Sherbrooke Ranges Junior Soccer Club
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — On Saturday,
18 September, I was very pleased to attend the
presentation day for the Sherbrooke Ranges Junior
Soccer Club. What was most impressive about the day
was the number of young people and their parents
enjoying the ceremony at Baynes Park in Monbulk.

The presentation day was made even more enjoyable
because this season was so successful — three flags!
During the ceremony I helped present team awards to
the under-14 girls champions, the under-18 girls
runners-up and the under-13 boys runners-up.
Congratulations to all those teams.
I also want to take this opportunity to highlight a few
individuals for special mention: Nikki Ceeney, an
under-16 girl, received the Rose Lee Award for the
player who contributed the most to the club both on and
off the field; Angie Deboer, an under-14 girl, was
chosen to take part in the Victorian squad touring the
United Kingdom this month; and Morwenna James, an
under-14 girl, has been selected to try out with the new
Victorian Soccer Federation state academy. Well
done — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

George Hunter
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I wish to pay tribute to
George Hunter of Euroa, who died last week aged 93.
Yesterday I joined over 400 people at George’s funeral
where we heard of George’s many contributions to the
community and his zest for life.
George’s contributions include his long-term support of
farmers and his community in the Terip Terip area of
the Strathbogie Ranges, including donating 9 acres of
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land for community use. He also served two terms as
president of the Euroa Shire Council, supported the
Euroa citizens band and was chair of the Euroaville
aged care administrative committee, benefactor of the
George Hunter year 12 foundation scholarship for
students at Euroa Secondary College and president and
long-term committee man of the Euroa Football Club.
He was also responsible for the establishment of the
George Hunter Cup for the champion team in the
Goulburn Valley Football League — and the list goes
on.
What I will remember most about George is his fierce
competitive sprit and his passion for the Euroa Football
Club. Under George’s leadership Euroa won the
premiership in its first year in the Goulburn Valley
Football League in 1971 and has remained a formidable
foe ever since. In those years George sparred regularly
with Jack Edwards, the long-time president of the
successful Shepparton Football Club. Neither George
nor Jack took a backward step, and their strong
leadership of their respective clubs contributed greatly
to the strength of Goulburn Valley football.
On behalf of the people of Euroa and district and the
Goulburn Valley football and netball league I say:
thank you, George. You set a standard that we will all
strive to meet.

Asylum seekers and refugees: federal coalition
policy
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — On Wednesday,
29 September, I attended the fourth and final Town and
Gown Lecture hosted by Swinburne University of
Technology and the Shire of Yarra Ranges. The guest
speaker for this lecture was Julian Burnside, QC. Julian
is well known for his advocacy work for the rights of
asylum seekers. He acted as counsel on the
controversial Tampa crisis. The topic of this lecture was
democracy and dishonesty. Julian told of his
conservative upbringing and how he is now appalled at
the Howard Liberal government’s lack of humane
treatment of asylum seekers and their continued
dishonest behaviour to the people of Australia. He is
extremely disappointed by the breakdown of the
democratic process in this nation. He explained to the
audience that asylum seekers who arrive by boat in
Australian waters have not committed a crime and
should therefore not be held in long-term detention.
Under the United Nations Refugee Convention
Australia has an obligation to take in asylum seekers
and assess their claims. Illegals are people who come to
this country and overstay their visas. As at July 2003
nearly 60 000 people had overstayed their visas; 20 per
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cent of these were from the US and the UK. Only
1277 boat people arrived in the year ending June 2002.
I have spoken in this place previously on the issues of
asylum seekers. I recently visited the Maribyrnong
detention centre to talk to a family who were here
temporarily and who have been detained on Nauru for
over three years. I was very saddened by this. What sort
of country have we become to imprison desperate
people who are fleeing persecution or death in their
homeland? So much for the Christian democratic
society. Hopefully we are a country clever enough to
rid ourselves of the dishonest Howard government on
9 October.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Small business: federal Labor policy
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — On black
grand final day Australian small business proprietors
collectively dropped their Weeties and Cornflakes
plates. Why was that? There was a report in the Age
newspaper saying that the former Treasurer of
Australia, Paul Keating, speaks to Mark Latham daily
by telephone. This is a man who in the middle 1980s
gave the Australian small business community an
overdraft interest rate of 22 per cent.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THOMPSON — Well may government
members in this chamber laugh. Twenty-two per cent
interest rates sent many businesses to the wall and
many families to the wall. This is the man who said that
Australia was at the dawn of a new economic golden
age. This is the man who said, ‘This is a budget that’s
going to bring home the bacon’. This is the man who
said, ‘With me at the controls, there is going to be a soft
economic landing’. This is the man who said, ‘I won’t
let there be a recession’. And then he later said, ‘This is
the recession we had to have’.
Anyone in this chamber who saw small businesses with
their shelves bare trying to meet 22 per cent interest
rates on their overdrafts — 22 per cent interest rates! —
would know that it broke businesses and it broke
families. When Australians go to the polls this weekend
they need to keep in mind that financial viability is at
risk.
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
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Tertiary education and training: funding
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise this morning
to condemn the evil federal government for its refusal
to provide enough university places in this state. There
are many, many students across Victoria — regional,
rural, city and metropolitan — who cannot get
university places. We have 25 per cent of the
population in this country, but at the last round we got
only 10 per cent of the additional university places
provided. What an absolute shame and a disgrace! As a
result of that neglect it is no surprise to see on the front
page of the Weekly Times:
Regional colleges face the axe — campus cull.

We are now facing a situation where the universities
cannot provide enough places and cannot get
appropriate funding, and as a result we are seeing
cutbacks. I can tell you that I will stand up and fight for
the agricultural college in my area. The McMillan
campus, which has sites in Warragul and Leongatha,
does a fantastic job of educating our students and
providing the education our agricultural industries and
our rural sector need. I will stand up for it. We are
going to pursue the university, and we are also going to
pursue the federal government to ensure that there is
adequate support and adequate funding to ensure that
that education is provided. Education is our future. The
future of our children and the future of our regional and
rural communities is dependent on adequate education
services. On Saturday let us see a cull of the federal
government!

Planning: Camberwell railway station
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — The government’s
deception on the issue of Camberwell station continues.
A working group dominated by the government and
non-residents has this week circulated only two options
for the future of the station. Option 1 is no change and
option 3 — as it is named — is a development option.
An alternative community-based option has been
knowingly avoided. Those interested in the future of the
station should be wary of the urban design framework
options.
The so-called development option 3 is not what it
appears to be. It purports to be a low-impact
development proposal, but this option does not rule out
high-rise towers, high-density housing, a major
transport interchange or development over the tracks or
west of Burke Road. It is these very prospects that have
so concerned Camberwell residents. Indeed by using
phrases such as ‘unless a building of exceptional
design’ and ‘consideration be given to alternative
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submissions’ the authors explicitly put all or any
proposals back on the table with option 3.
Government representatives have continued to push
maximum development on the maximum site. It seems
the urban design framework document is deliberately
vague. Curiously, it is inconsistent with and far more
open-ended than the description of it in the Boroondara
Bulletin published by council. The bulletin excludes
these and other phrases from its description of option 3.
In short, provided they are set back more than
15 metres from Burke Road and are not on the south
boundary, high-rise towers over the tracks would be
consistent with this option, if advanced.

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
Ms BEARD (Kilsyth) — The well documented and
growing list of untruths told to the Australian people by
our born-again mate of the unions and shortly to be
retrenched Prime Minister continues to be perpetrated
by federal Liberal members desperately attempting to
hold onto their seats in the outer east. The hugely
expensive and grossly misleading campaign involving
the mobile billboard advises voters that they can stop
tolls on the Scoresby road if they vote Liberal at the
election.
While the Prime Minister, John Howard, has made
multimillion dollar drunken sailor promises anywhere
he thinks he can buy a vote, nowhere can I find a
$2 billion promise to build the freeway. For obvious
and very good reason the federal members and
candidates are not prepared to stand on their record.
They do not want to campaign on Medicare, the
increasing inaccessibility of tertiary education to
students from all socioeconomic groups, refugees and
the invasion of Iraq. How can this blatant, grubby
dishonesty be justified by the hypocrites on the other
side of this house and by their colleagues in Canberra?

Bellarine Peninsula: railway anniversary
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — On Sunday,
12 September, I was pleased to be part of the celebration
of the commencement of steam trains running in
Victoria. As many members would be aware, Sunday,
12 September, was the 150th anniversary of steam trains
in Victoria. What many would not realise is that that
Sunday was also the celebration of two other key
milestones. It was the 125th anniversary of the
Geelong–Drysdale–Queenscliff railway, and it was
25 years since dedicated volunteers took over the
operation of this train line.
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The railway now runs between Drysdale and
Queenscliff. It is known as the Bellarine Peninsula
railway and is the home of the now famous blues train.
The opening of the railway in 1879 had a significant
impact on the region and has continued to play a role in
tourism development on the Bellarine Peninsula. It was
originally built as a way of moving troops during a time
when we feared a Russian invasion. But it also
drastically changed the life of people living on the
Bellarine Peninsula. For example, access to the markets
in Geelong was far quicker and easier than spending a
day on horseback to get there.
The railway was also used to transport the building
materials for Fort Queenscliff and played a significant
role in both world wars. In peacetime the trains were
extremely popular, enabling people to travel to the
seaside. It closed in 1976 but the hard work of
volunteers reopened it in 1979. Congratulations to all
those who were involved.

Primary Industries: Uruguay agreement
Mr LANGUILLER (Derrimut) — A framework
for collaborative research and development between the
Victorian Department of Primary Industries (DPI) and
the National Institute of Agricultural Research,
Uruguay (INIA) has been established in the form of a
memorandum of understanding between DPI and INIA.
The Uruguayan INIA is a business of the department of
agriculture and fisheries of Uruguay. It was created to
enhance agricultural research, development and
extension (RDE) in Uruguay and is the largest
agricultural RDE organisation in Uruguay. Uruguay
and Victoria have a commonality of interests in
pasture-based agricultural industries, with similar
climatic conditions and a focus upon scientific
excellence and discovery to drive economic growth and
social benefits.
In establishing a memorandum of understanding, DPI
and INIA affirmed their desire to promote scientific
collaboration and exchanges of personnel and of
knowledge in the fields of agricultural and biological
sciences and related technologies. The two parties have
committed to the development of joint activities, which
will lead to an expansion of cooperation in this
scientific area.
Cooperation will be developed through a range of
means, including the exchange of materials and
information, particularly in relation to pasture plant
breeding and molecular biosciences; the exchange of
scientists, researchers and other specialist staff; the
exchange of plant germ plasm, seeds and other living
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material; the development of joint research programs
and the exchange of results.
The memorandum of understanding was signed by
Dr Clive Noble, executive director, and Mr Pedro
Bonino Garmendia, president of INIA, in Melbourne on
27 September 2004. I was delighted to attend the
signing of the memorandum of understanding — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Clayton: City of Science proposal
Mr LIM (Clayton) — The last 20 years has seen a
complete transformation of my electorate of Clayton
from an area of factories, waste dumps and warehouses
to a vibrant high-technology science city. In that time
the scientific heart of Victoria has moved from the
Parkville area, centred around the University of
Melbourne, to Clayton, centred around Monash
University. This move parallels the move of much of
Melbourne’s industry from the inner to the
south-eastern suburbs which now form Melbourne’s
industrial heartland.
Clayton is now home to Australia’s largest cluster of
science-based companies and scientific research
laboratories. These include Monash University,
Australia’s largest university, with an unrivalled
reputation for scientific research; large technological
companies such as Telstra and Bosch; the Australian
synchrotron; the National Stem Cell Centre; Monash
Medical Centre; CSIRO; and hundreds of small
technological businesses working hand in hand with the
larger institutions.
In order to help promote a feeling of pride in the local
community, I suggested two years ago that Clayton be
designated as the City of Science. This proposal was
warmly greeted by scientists, academics and the people
of Clayton. The City of Science idea has gained
considerable momentum and has now been
championed by the Clayton Traders Association. It
recently received front-page treatment in the local
press.
I am very encouraged by the strong support of the
Minister for Innovation, the vice-chancellor of Monash
University, the head of CSIRO, Monash campus, and
many more for the branding of Clayton as the City of
Science.
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Country Fire Authority: Whittlesea fleet
blessing
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — Last Saturday,
2 October, I had the pleasure of attending the
8th annual blessing of the emergency services fleet at
the Plenty Ranges Arts and Convention Centre. The
blessing of the fleet is an interdenominational service
hosted by the City of Whittlesea and administered by
local clergy in recognition of the role of local
emergency service personnel in protecting our
community.
The service was well attended by many volunteers of
the local Country Fire Authority brigades, including
South Morang, Epping and Mernda, and their families.
After introductory prayers and songs, each brigade
captain and team attended their fire truck and individual
blessings were given by the member of the local clergy.
I was pleased to have been able to join the South
Morang brigade led by Captain Lindsay McHugh. The
service was concluded by the singing of the national
anthem led by vocalist and local council employee,
Vincent O’Connor. Vince is a feature at all local
citizenship ceremonies, and his performance struck the
right note on the day.
It was a beautiful day for family and friends. The
presence of babies and toddlers illustrated the
well-known fact that involvement in the emergency
services, whether paid or predominantly voluntary, is a
way of life. I would like to thank the City of Whittlesea
for paying tribute to the local emergency services in
preparation for the advent of the annual fire season. I
recommend other councils follow the example set by
Whittlesea in thanking and wishing well its local
emergency personnel and their families in such a
personal and touching way.
Not many people have the mettle to face
life-threatening dangers to protect the community. It is
fitting, therefore, that an annual blessing of the
emergency fleet occurs, and I wish the local brigades
well in the upcoming summer fire season.

Upper Yarra: medical services
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — As I have stated in
this place on numerous occasions, the no. 1 issue
affecting the health and wellbeing of residents in the
Upper Yarra is the lack of GPs and after-hours medical
assistance.
Last Thursday, the member for Seymour, a member for
Central Highlands Province in the other place and the
federal Labor candidate, Jenny Beales, and I announced
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the establishment of two new GP clinics for the Yarra
Ranges. They will be located in Yarra Junction and
Healesville and will employ the equivalent of four
full-time GPs. Importantly, the clinics will also be
providing after-hours services.
This initiative will be welcomed by the hundreds of
residents who participated in my health survey and
those who cannot access much-required medical
treatment, who leave their ailment untreated so that
eventually they present to hospital emergency. Sadly
this is a common problem, putting more pressure on
hospitals and cost shifting from the commonwealth to
the state.
The new GP clinics are being established in response to
the constant lobbying by local state members of
Parliament. It has only just dawned on the federal
Liberal member that the area has a problem with its
lack of health services. It is funny how some people
listen only at election time!
Community health professionals and most GPs
welcome this initiative by the Bracks government, but
sadly one GP chooses to speak out only when it
benefits the Liberal Party. The political bias of
Dr Jenny Conway is totally inappropriate and is an
absolute disgrace. The Bracks government and the
Minister for Health are to be commended for their
dedication.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY LONG
SERVICE LEAVE (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr HULLS (Minister for Industrial Relations) — I
move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Introduction
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Construction
Industry Long Service Leave Act 1997 to improve the
capacity of the trustee, trading as CoINVEST, to
manage the Construction Industry Long Service Leave
scheme. The board of the trustee is made up of
employer, employee and independent directors. The
scheme is subject to a trust deed and rules.
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Purpose of the bill
The variations will enhance the trustee’s capacity in the
first instance to encourage compliance, and as a last
resort, to pursue employers and ensure that they meet
their long service leave levy obligations to their
workers.
The amendments will strengthen the provisions
requiring employers to pay long service leave levy to
the fund, and to retain and provide information in
respect of workers employed to perform construction
work in the construction industry.
The opportunity is also taken to clarify that employers
of certain workers who would not normally be covered
have obligations to those workers. Those special
categories have been grandfathered through the rules of
the trust deed.
A provision to provide the trustee capacity to pursue
levy charges from a related body corporate is included.
This is for those circumstances where there is an
attempt to structure arrangements to avoid obligations
under the act. It is a prudent measure in a highly
flexible industry.
The amendment will clarify that the board will be able
to determine entitlements payable. The trustee will
continue to be required to seek the approval of the
Governor in Council to enlarge the coverage under the
scheme.
The minister’s power to make a reciprocal agreement
with other states and territories is varied to simplify the
provision regarding payments to other states by
providing scope to vary the agreement without
legislative amendment.
A number of other amendments will streamline
administration and legal processes for the trustee and
reduce costs. These include court representation and
service of documentation.
A number of definitions are clarified to ensure that the
scheme applies to workers performing construction
work in the construction industry. This will limit the
potential for other work groups or industries to seek
coverage.
Impact of the amendments
For the trustee, effective administration and
management of the scheme and fund is necessary to
ensure that levy charges are paid to the fund.
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Any costs associated with these measures will be borne
by the trustee from the fund. There are no additional
costs or administrative processes for employers.
Construction industry employer associations and unions
have been consulted in developing these amendments.
They are not opposed to the bill.
Summary
The majority of industry employers will not be affected
in any way by these minimal changes to the way the
trustee operates. Indeed, there is no new obligation or
requirement placed on them by the bill.
These modest amendments will enable the trustee to
effectively administer the construction industry long
service leave scheme, the fund, information registers,
and benefits payable, at the lowest possible cost and
maximum efficiency.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr McINTOSH
(Kew).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 21 October.

STATE TAXATION ACTS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 16 September; motion of
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill that amends
a wide range of taxation and related legislation. Some
of its provisions are unexceptionable; others cause
grave concern in respect of their concept or their
drafting or both. At the outset I acknowledge with
thanks the submissions and responses the opposition
has received from the Victorian Automobile Chamber
of Commerce, the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry, the Australian Industry
Group, the Property Council of Australia, the Master
Builders Association of Victoria, the Australian
Finance Conference, the Victorian Farmers Federation,
the Taxation Institute of Australia and CPA Australia.
The first provisions to which I will refer are the
amendments to the Accident Compensation Act 1985
that alter the definition of remuneration in relation to
various charitable bodies, which affects the way
WorkCover premiums are levied on those bodies. I
understand from the briefing that was provided to the
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opposition that much of the impetus for this change
arises from a change at a commonwealth level in the
definition of ‘fringe benefit’. That change, in
conjunction with the drafting of the relevant provisions
under the Victorian legislation, could on one
interpretation have the consequence that the entirety of
the remuneration paid by exempt bodies, mainly
charitable bodies, would not be liable to workers
compensation premiums, whereas the policy intention
all along was that it was only the fringe benefits paid by
those bodies which would not be liable to WorkCover
premiums.
The legislation is retrospective, which always requires
it to be subject to careful scrutiny. I understand no
claims have been made to take advantage of the
possible extended interpretation, and the legislation is
intended to simply reinstate what was always intended
to be the policy position and was always generally
accepted to be the policy position.
I move now to the Duties Act 2000. The first of the
amendments imposes stamp duty on disclaimed
interests under deceased estates and also on property
vested by statute. I wish to draw extensively on the
submission made to the opposition by the Taxation
Institute of Australia in relation to these changes. The
institute expresses serious concern about the twofold
consequence of these changes. First of all, the parties
may be reluctant to settle disputes about testators’
family maintenance or other issues about the
distribution of the estate because if they settle such a
dispute out of court and settle it by way of disclaiming
an interest in a will they will be liable for duty, whereas
if they had proceeded through to the bitter end and a
court decision about testators’ family maintenance
under the Administration and Probate Act, under ruling
DA 018 — transfer of dutiable property from a
deceased estate — that would be accepted by the
commissioner as not being liable to duty. The
Attorney-General is at the table; he may want to follow
up on the possible ramifications of that for the extent of
litigation that may be caused in our system as a result.
The taxation institute also argued that it would be
appropriate to impose duty on disclaimers of interest
under wills where that occurs for consideration, but it
argues — and I think quite persuasively — that it is
consistent with the policy of the Duties Act that if there
is a disclaimer for no consideration duty should not be
imposed. The institute points out that at a
commonwealth level there is an exemption from capital
gains tax that applies to property passing under a deed
of family arrangement provided there is no
consideration passing under that agreement, apart from
the waiving of rights under the will. In other words, this
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is an extension of the tax net by the Bracks government
for which no adequate justification has been made.
In relation to the aspect that imposes duty for the first
time on property vested by statute, the taxation institute
says:
The explanatory memorandum gives no reason for making
such a change, which involves no transfer of dutiable property
as the same person who beneficially owned the land before
the vesting continues to do so after the vesting of land.

In conceptual terms, if not in strict legal terms, that may
well be the case in certain instances. The amendment
applies where there is a vesting of land in an entity
which is the successor in law or the continuation of or
the same entity as the entity in which the land was
previously vested or there is a merger of two
corporations. I hope the government — possibly the
parliamentary secretary in speaking on this debate —
will address in particular the issue of what happens in
the case of charities, churches or school bodies, where
quite often, as members know, there is legislation
before this house which transfers these lands from one
entity to another and deems one to be the successor of
the other. Similarly in relation to the reorganisation of
government business enterprises or other Crown
entities or bodies corporate, it is often deemed that one
is the successor of the other. Is it intended to trigger a
duty liability in those instances?
Clauses 8 to 12 of the bill relate to the application of
duty in the case of electronic transactions. Those
amendments seem unexceptionable. Clause 13 clarifies
that an exemption from duty for a declaration of trust
by an apparent purchaser in favour of the real purchaser
still applies where the purchase money is provided on
behalf of the real purchaser by a mortgagee or other
third party. That seems a reasonable provision.
Clauses 14 to 15 abolish the exemption from duty for
transfers in consideration of marriage. The government
has been rather disparaging of this exemption and talks
about it as being the dowry exemption. I am concerned
that it has perhaps overlooked the significance of this
for families and successive generations, for the bringing
up of successive generations and for the institution of
marriage. When marriages take place, families often
want, in conjunction with that marriage, to pass on part
of their assets or their businesses or some accumulation
within the family to a subsequent generation. This
amendment seems to cut across what has been a
longstanding potential for families to make these
transitions to subsequent generations in consideration of
marriage.
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I do not think the government has given adequate
justification for abolishing this exemption or an
analysis of the cases in which it has applied and of any
circumstances where it may have been improperly
applied. I think the issue deserves further justification
from the parliamentary secretary when he speaks to the
bill.
Clause 16 exempts the transfer of an interest in the
family home to a bankrupt’s spouse or partner, and that
is a worthwhile amendment. However, it does not go
anywhere near far enough towards dealing with a range
of cases that can occur particularly when there is also a
breakdown of marriage.
I have raised in this house previously the case of
Mrs Lynette Bentley, whose husband arranged for their
family home to be mortgaged to raise funds for his
business. The marriage then broke down, and
Mrs Bentley was forced to pay out the mortgagee of the
family home in order to continue to live in her family
home. She was then charged stamp duty on the transfer
to her from the mortgagee. The Treasurer has rejected
an initial appeal from me to grant ex gratia relief. I
appealed to him again in this place — I still have not
heard further — and I would like to think the Treasurer
will on reflection decide that that is a suitable case for
the giving of ex gratia relief, and in the longer term I
hope he would consider the extension of the current
provision in the bill to cover cases such as that.
Clause 17 of the bill inserts a large number of
amendments to remove multiple duty on arrangements
such as Shariah or Islamic law compliant transfers. I am
indebted to the officers of the State Revenue Office for
providing me with a paper which describes and
analyses three types of transactions which are said to
comply with Shariah law: Musharaka, Murabaha and
Ijarah. Without wanting to go into detail on a difficult
subject, particularly for those who are not of the
Muslim faith, the bottom line is that in conceptual terms
the end result of these transactions is that the person
being assisted under one of these arrangements ends up
with ownership of the property.
To that extent, conceptually the transaction is similar to
other arrangements whereby people obtain financial
support for the acquisition of a property. These
amendments therefore put Shariah law and like
transactions on a similar basis to transactions that are
more conventional in western societies. These
amendments seem perfectly reasonable; however, I am
not in a position to express a view as to how well the
drafting of these provisions enables parties who
conform with the requirements of Islamic law to satisfy
the clause.
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Clause 18 of the bill extends liability for misleading
information to cover data as well as material that is
provided to the State Revenue Office, including the
provision of data under the Electronic Transactions
(Victoria) Act. It also exempts the registrar of titles
from liability for providing misleading material or data.
The Taxation Institute of Australia has expressed some
concern about this provision. It questions why the
registrar of titles should be exempt when other people
are liable. It also questions what happens if somebody
infringes the existing legislation because of incorrect
information provided by the registrar of titles.
Whether or not these concerns are substantiated
depends on what interpretation is made of the provision
that was inserted into the Duties Act just a few months
ago in section 69D. Without going over the debate that
occurred on that occasion, the section is quite
ambiguous as to exactly what liability it imposes. I have
taken the view that it only imposes liability where
people breach a duty to include information in an
instrument or in material presented to the
commissioner. Others have quite rightly pointed to the
very open drafting of the clause, and they are concerned
that it imposes far more sweeping and unjustifiable
liability on professional advisers. If my reading of
section 69D is correct, then these further amendments
probably do not cause a problem. However, if a more
sweeping interpretation of section 69D is correct, then
there is merit in the concerns raised by the institute.
Clauses 19 to 21 of the bill restrict the operation of the
demonstrator exemption for stamp duty on motor
vehicles and provide, in effect, that that exemption only
applies if a vehicle is used predominantly as a
demonstrator vehicle for 60 days. That is intended to
curtail abuses which have emerged at the moment. The
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce, as I
understand it, does not oppose the provision, but it put
to me the argument that part of the problem arises from
the tiered layers of duty on motor vehicles that exist in
Victoria at present. The VACC has called for review
and reform of that tiered structure.
Clauses 22 to 28 of the bill relate to the exemption from
duty for corporate reconstructions. They correct some
deficiencies in the legislation that we passed just a few
months ago. The Taxation Institute of Australia quite
validly makes the following point:
That deficiency in drafting resulted from the policy of not
consulting interested groups on draft legislation before it is
introduced into Parliament, a policy which it is recommended
should be reconsidered to avoid repetition of such simple
drafting mistakes.
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The institute makes that observation about clause 22,
which substitutes a new definition of ‘corporate group’
in section 250 of the act in place of the definition that
was included in December 2003, particularly in relation
to what constitutes a stapled security.
The institute also expresses concern about the definition
of ‘corporation’ in the new provision, which includes a
unit trust scheme and a public offer superannuation
fund which has at least 300 public subscribers. The
institute argues:
This should be amended to refer to 300 ‘members’, as public
offer superannuation funds may comprise funds which have
members who are not ‘public subscribers’ (for example union
members who will not have constituted members of the
‘public’ when offers to them are made).

The institute comments also:
Section 250(2) limits corporate reconstruction relief involving
stapled entities to stapled entities which are listed. It should be
understood that stapled securities may be issued by unlisted
entities; there is no rationale to restricting the exemption to
unlisted entities.

Clause 29 relates to the First Home Owner Grant Act
2000 and allows a greater disclosure of information
regarding first home owner grants to other public
entities, bodies and officials who may have a legitimate
interest in receiving that information.
Clauses 30 to 32 replace the disclosure restrictions in
the Land Tax Act 1958 with restrictions based on the
Taxation Administration Act. Those amendments
inserted into the Land Tax Act closely parallel the
Taxation Administration Act’s existing provisions. The
Taxation Institute of Australia has pointed out to me a
valid concern about the drafting of one of the
provisions of the Taxation Administration Act 1997
which has been carried over into the bill, and that is the
provision relating to secondary disclosure. That
provision can be said to prohibit a taxpayer disclosing
information about their own tax affairs where they have
obtained that information from an officer of the State
Revenue Office who has made a disclosure under the
proposed section 5A of the Land Tax Act. That is
because the wording of proposed section 5C of the
Land Tax Act provides that:
… a person (‘the recipient”) must not disclose any
information obtained from a person engaged in the
administration or execution of this act in accordance with
section 5A unless —

and it then lists two particular limited conditions which
must be satisfied. In other words, if a taxpayer goes to
the tax office and obtains some information about their
own tax affairs, then on a literal interpretation of new
section 5C they are prohibited from further disclosing
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the information about their own tax affairs that they
have obtained. I am sure that was not intended by the
Taxation Administration Act and I am sure it is not
intended by this bill, and hopefully it can be addressed.
Clauses 33 and 34 clarify the liability to land tax in
cases of temporary absence from a principal place of
residence and where vacant land subsequently used as a
principal place of residence had been used to derive
income. Those provisions seem unexceptionable.
Clause 35 allows the commissioner to specify land tax
return forms without the need for them to be prescribed
by regulation. If that power is exercised reasonably, it
also seems reasonable, as is the amendment made to the
Pay-roll Tax Act to allow the commissioner to specify
employer registration forms without the need for
prescription by regulation. The remainder of clauses 36
to 41 make other minor corrections and drafting
changes to the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971.
I come last but certainly not least to the amendments to
the Valuation of Land Act 1960, about which the
Property Council of Australia has raised very serious
and valid concerns. These amendments purport to
reinstate what was understood to be the position about
the right to object to valuations of land that applied
prior to a Supreme Court decision in June in a case
involving the Port of Melbourne Corporation. I should
make it clear that the Liberal Party’s policy position on
this is that people should have the right to object to
valuations of land that affect their land tax liability
when they receive their land tax assessment. We
continue to maintain that position, and we consider it
unjust, particularly in these days when very few
councils levy rates based on site value, that people can
be given a site value in their council rate notice, not pay
much attention to it because it does not affect their rate
bill and then find that it has led to a massive increase in
their land tax liability a year or two down the track
when they get their land tax assessment. We believe as
a matter of policy that people should have the right to
object when they get their land tax bill.
However, the government maintains that the position
prior to the Port of Melbourne Corporation case was
that people generally speaking had to object when they
got their council rate notices and valuations. The
amendments in the bill purport to reinstate that position.
Cutting through the drafting complications, there are
two major areas of concern. The first is whether, and if
so how, tenants and other occupiers of land who are not
the owners but who are likely to be liable to pay the
land tax can lodge objections under the provisions as
they are being redrafted by this bill. The second area of
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concern is why the position of people who already have
objections to valuations in the pipeline waiting to be
heard has not been clarified by the legislation. There is
a concern that at minimum these people are going to
have to wait months before objections which are
currently in the pipeline can be heard. At worst from
their point of view they will have their objection rights
totally wiped out by the bill as it been drafted. They
will have their rights wiped out if the proposition of
Justice Balmford is upheld that a tenant has to lodge
their objection to land tax when they get their land tax
notice rather than when they get their council rate
notice because they are not a person aggrieved until
they get their land tax bill because they do not pay
council rates.
Tenants who have objected to their 2002 land
valuations and have met what they thought was the
requirement of government policy, which is to object
when a council rate notice is issued, will under the
Balmford interpretation have objected too early. Their
objection that is in the queue waiting to be heard will
therefore be struck out. However, they will also have
lost the chance to make a further objection when they
got their land tax bill because too much time will have
passed. If the Balmford interpretation is upheld, those
people will totally lose their rights and, of course, the
government will enjoy a massive windfall gain by
extinguishing their ability to get refunds and pay only
the land tax they ought to be obliged to pay.
The Property Council of Australia points out that the
government seems to have gone back on what was
stated by the Minister for Planning in her media release
of Friday, 16 July:
The legislation will confirm that rights of objection arise as a
result of notification of valuation.
The legislation will apply to all objections and proceedings in
VCAT and the Supreme Court other than the recent Supreme
Court case in which the objection ruling was made.

When one looks at the transitional provisions in the bill
one sees that the extended time for lodging an objection
applies only where persons were given notice of
valuation on or after 23 June 2004. Normally, of
course, we are rightly concerned about retrospective
legislation, as I mentioned earlier. But this is not an
issue about people’s substantive rights; it is an issue
about the time within which they should have lodged
their objection. I would have thought that the fair and
simple way to deal with the understandable confusion
caused by the decision by Justice Balmford would be to
confirm that people who have their cases in the queue
at the moment should continue to have those cases
determined and not be at risk of either experiencing
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months of delay before the queue processing resumes
or having their rights totally exterminated. I hope the
government will address that issue.
I come back to the first of the concerns that I raised, and
again I hope that the parliamentary secretary will
address this in his remarks and explain to the house
how under the bill it is intended that tenants and other
occupiers of land will have the right to ever object to
their land tax valuations.
Let me briefly take the house through how the scheme
is intended to work.
Mr Stensholt interjected.
Mr CLARK — The parliamentary secretary
interjects, saying, ‘Section 16(5), valuation’. Let me
address section 16 of the Valuation of Land Act.
Subsection (1) will say:
A person aggrieved by a valuation of any land made by or for
a rating authority may lodge a written objection with the
rating authority on any one or more of the grounds set out in
section 17.

Subsections (2) and (3) deal with formal matters.
Subsection (4) as amended will read:
A person who is given a notice of valuation by a rating
authority under section 15(1)(a) or (3) is deemed to be a
person aggrieved by the valuation whether or not the
valuation is used for the purposes of a rate or tax levied by
that authority.

Section 16(5) will read:
A person is deemed to be a person aggrieved by a valuation
of land if —
(a) the person is liable for or required to pay any rate or tax
in respect of the land; and
(b) notice of a valuation of the land has not been given to
that person by the rating authority which made it or
which caused it to be made.

The parliamentary secretary interjected that tenants and
other occupiers can object under 16(5). If that is the
case it is welcome, and it will lay the concern to rest.
For that proposition to hold it requires that a tenant or
occupier be regarded as a person who is required to pay
any rate or tax in respect of land. In favour of the
parliamentary secretary’s interpretation you could say
that if you are a tenant and under the lease you are
required to either pay the land tax directly or reimburse
the landlord, then you are required to pay — and
therefore the requirement of the subsection is satisfied
and the parliamentary secretary’s proposition is correct.
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The concern is that ‘required to pay’ could be read
narrowly to refer to ‘required under legislation’ rather
than under a private arrangement between the landlord
and the tenant. I think it is important that that be
resolved, and hopefully the parliamentary secretary will
put on the record what he said by way of interjection
when he speaks.

Nationals to come up with a position on the legislation
we are debating. Usually state taxation amendment bills
are complex; because they cover a range of issues they
take some understanding. I listened with a great deal of
interest to the comments made by the member for Box
Hill, and I acknowledge the depth of his investigation
into many of the aspects of the legislation.

The other way in which it is possible that an occupier or
tenant may be able to object is under section 16(1). As I
said, in general terms it says that a person aggrieved by
a valuation may lodge an objection, and on that
interpretation you would say that subsections (4) and
(5) are only specific examples or deemings that extend
the general definition in 16(1) and do not define or
confine the general criterion in that section. If that is the
case, that would also give the tenant a right to object.
However, exactly when the tenant is entitled to object
becomes the next question, because if they are entitled
to object under section 16(5), they have to object within
two months of receiving the notice of assessment of the
rate or tax. That is a little bit odd, because they will not
necessarily receive that notice of assessment in the first
place. That is the requirement in section 18(2)(c). They
could have to lodge their objection within two months
of getting the land tax bill. If on the other hand they can
object under 16(1), their objection has to be lodged
within two months of receiving the council rate notice
under section 18(2). So the correct interpretation is
quite important for timing.

I am always interesting in reading the second-reading
notes that are provided by ministers and in the often
sanctimonious comments that they make when they are
presenting various amendments to the house. I note in
the first paragraph of the minister’s second-reading
notes that he said:

I should also comment on the fact that section 15(3) of
the Valuation of Land Act says that if a person liable
for payment of a rate is not the occupier of the land, the
rating authority must also give notice — that is, the
notice of valuation referred to in subsection (1) — to
the occupier. That would imply that tenants would
always get copies of council valuation and rate notices,
even if they are not liable to pay the rates. However I
understand that in practice councils seldom if ever
comply with that provision, and I expect that it would
be quite onerous, given that they have not done so for a
long time, for them to comply with that provision.

These amendments to a range of acts —

which he mentioned earlier —
add certainty to administration, and reflect the government’s
commitment to a robust but fair taxation system — —

Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr JASPER — Yes, it is a joke. There is no doubt
about the minister at the table — —
Mr Stensholt — On a point of order, Speaker, as I
understand it the member is not allowed to quote from
second-reading speeches.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! My belief is that this is true, but the member for
Murray Valley has been notified of that and I am sure
he will not do it again during this presentation.
Mr JASPER — I would like the member to quote
the standing order that he was taking the point of order
on! I quoted one part from the second-reading speech
and added my own comments to that, as it happened. I
note the comment and the interjection from the
minister, and I hope he honours that interjection, as well
as the comments that have been made by the member
for Burwood — although it should be ‘Boorwood’,
because that is something that might — —

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

An honourable member — That was the former
member.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — In rising to speak
on the State Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill before
the house I confirm that the usual practice of The
Nationals in reviewing legislation that comes before the
Parliament is to give one or two people within the party
the responsibility to undertake the investigations. The
Honourable Bill Baxter in another place has undertaken
an investigation of the legislation and has had
consultation with a range of organisations to enable The

Mr JASPER — I will not refer to the former
member. In the limited time I have left I will not refer
to interjections. I also want to briefly indicate that it is
of concern when a person like the member for Box Hill,
who has a great understanding of many of these issues
as they relate to the Treasury, is not given enough time
to explain or go into all of the aspects of the legislation
he would like to refer to. From the point of view of the
National Party, it is reasonably hard to present views on
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complex pieces of legislation in 20 minutes, so it is
disappointing to get interjections and points of order.
I will be commenting generally on the legislation and
on specific areas of it which I have great concern about,
despite the fact that the National Party will not be
opposing this legislation.
I note the comments about and the amendments to the
Accident Compensation Act. The provisions in the bill
dealing with the exemption of fringe benefits will mean
WorkCover premiums for these employers would be
calculated on a different basis from the calculations for
other employers. I particularly note that according to
the information provided by the minister this has a
retrospective effect going back to 1 July 1994. As a
long-term member of the regulation review committee I
am totally opposed to retrospective legislation of any
kind. I was on that committee for many years and we
generally opposed any regulations of a retrospective
nature that came before us.
While I acknowledge that the number of people
affected under the exempt category, as far as exempt
employers are concerned, is not large, I have great
concern with that. I wish to place my concerns before
the house because I do not believe that we should be
looking at retrospective effects. On the other hand, if
people have been overcharged taxation, it is often a
long-term measure to get effective repayment from the
government when something has been ineffective.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Delahunty) —
Order! I interrupt the member for Murray Valley
because I have to correct myself. According to the
Clerk a member can quote from legislation that is being
debated as well as from the second-reading speech. The
prohibition against it was deleted after the last Scrutiny
of Acts and Regulations Committee report on the
modernising of standing orders. I apologise for my
mistake.
Mr JASPER — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I have
been here for a long time, and while I was not going to
query the earlier ruling, I understand and accept your
correction. Over the years I have often quoted from
second-reading speeches when I thought particular
pieces should be used in my contribution.
Looking at the amendments to the Accident
Compensation Act, I repeat our concern — and my
particular concern — with the changes that are being
implemented in relation to the calculation of
remuneration and with the inclusion of fringe benefits
for particular organisations. I accept that these
amendments are before the house but indicate again my
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objection to the retrospective effect of this and the fact
that it goes back so far — to 1 July 1994. This could
have an adverse effect on many organisations which
believe they have an exemption from the payment of
payroll tax, whether legally or illegally. That objection
should be taken on board by the minister.
This bill makes many amendments to the Duties Act,
and it is interesting to note that, according to the
second-reading speech:
The changes demonstrate the willingness of the government
to listen and respond to industry concerns.

I will talk about that in a few minutes, because I believe
that the Victorian government has not listened to the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce and the
motor industry generally regarding charges to stamp
duties and the increase in revenue to the government
from those stamp duties.
I note the comments in the second-reading speech about
demonstrator vehicles in the motor industry, and I will
come back to that issue. I also note the comments made
by the member for Box Hill about the recognition in the
bill of special arrangements for members of the Islamic
community to enter an agreement which would result in
two transfers being paid. This bill makes a correction so
that they are able to only pay conveyance duty once.
The second-reading speech says that other states are
expected to follow this change. On many occasions
when legislation comes into the house the government
says, ‘We are falling into line with other states of
Australia; because it has been done by other states —
and indeed the commonwealth — we are falling into
line’. Here is a case where the government is leading
and saying, ‘We are putting this into place with
legislation; we expect other states to follow’.
Mr Hulls — Leading!
Mr JASPER — If it is misleading, then — —
Mr Hulls — No, leading.
Mr JASPER — I see, it is ‘leading’; you are not
misleading. I acknowledge the comments made by the
minister, but make it clear that I have expressed
concern about the government using legislation or the
raising of charges in other states to justify what is being
done, and it saying, if an issue like this comes along,
‘We are going to lead the other states’.
I also note the amendments to the Land Tax Act. When
we look at this, we see that it is important. An
exemption to land tax for principal places of residence
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will be extended from two years to four years when a
person is not in residence. We support that amendment.
Other amendments are to the Valuation of Land Act. In
earlier contributions comments were also made about
how these amendments affect the provision of rate
notices and objections to valuations. That is certainly a
concern. Like many members of Parliament, I have had
complaints from my constituents expressing concern
about valuations and asking how they can object to
them. Hopefully these amendments will provide a
clearer objective for people to follow so they can make
those objections to councils and the Valuer-General
within 60 days. As I understand it, if there is further
concern it then needs to be taken to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal. That is an issue that needs
to be addressed so that people get justice and can object
to a valuation that is provided.
The area I wish to concentrate most of my contribution
on in the 10 minutes I have remaining relates to the
motor industry. I want to declare from the outset my
indirect interest in the motor industry as my family
operates a General Motors dealership at Rutherglen and
at Corowa in north-eastern Victoria. But I add that this
means I have a good, intricate knowledge of the motor
industry and the way it operates within the state of
Victoria.
I will go back to the late 1970s when Lindsay
Thompson was the Treasurer. He looked at raising the
stamp duty charges that were operative at the time and
proposed a flat rate of 4 per cent on new and used cars.
We in The Nationals, the former Country Party, were
opposed — I was strongly opposed — to the increase to
4 per cent. After discussions with the Treasurer the
legislation was amended to provide that new cars up to
$35 000 would incur stamp duty of 2.5 per cent and
cars between $35 000 to $45 000 would incur 4 per
cent stamp duty, and it was 5 per cent above that. The
level of $35 000 was believed to be the value of a fairly
luxurious car. The other part of the legislation provided
that there would be 4 per cent stamp duty on used cars.
I argued strongly that we should have a flat rate of
2.5 per cent on new and used cars.
At that time The Nationals, the former Country Party,
decided to accept the proposal put forward by the
Treasurer at the time, Lindsay Thompson, and
supported the legislation. I continued to oppose the
legislation. I sought exemption from the party and
voted with the Labor Party in opposition to the
legislation. I crossed the floor and voted with Labor
because I believed the legislation would impose a
higher fee on those buying used cars. The Labor Party
was keen to have the lower level because it believed the
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people buying used cars would not have the same
financial capacity as those who bought the dearer new
cars. But the legislation went through the Parliament.
What we have seen is a huge increase in revenue to the
state government over more than 20 years since that
legislation came into the Parliament. In 1980–81 the
revenue from stamp duty on motor vehicle transfers and
registrations was $128 million; in 1985 that figure rose
to $190 million; in 1990–91 the revenue to the state
government rose to $206 million; and in 1995–96 the
revenue was $331 million. In 2002–03 the revenue to
the state government rose to $497 million; and in the
year just ended that revenue from stamp duty on
registration and transfers of motor vehicles was
$517 million — that is, approximately 9.4 per cent of
the state revenue. It is a massive amount of revenue to
the state government. I believe the government needs to
review the imposition of stamp duty in the state of
Victoria.
Members will recall that I said earlier in my
contribution that on many occasions the state
government uses what happens in the other states to
justify what it does. It often says it is bringing
something into line with the other states, or that the
other states will follow us — the Attorney-General
often says we are leading the charge, and they will
follow us. I would like to think that the state
government will provide the lead and change what it is
doing with the imposition of stamp duty in the state of
Victoria.
I will compare the situation in Victoria with that of the
other states. In Queensland there is a flat rate of 2 per
cent across the board on new and used cars whatever
their value. It is true that in New South Wales there is a
variation; the rate is 3 per cent for cars valued up to
$45 000 and 5 per cent beyond that, but it is not
retrospective. What we have in Victoria is the situation
where the rate is 2.5 per cent for new cars up to
$35 000, 4 per cent for cars from $35 000 to $45 000,
which is retrospective, and 5 per cent for cars over
$45 000, which is also retrospective.
The government should review this situation. I am very
much aware of the representations being made by the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce to the
government seeking a review of the stamp duty charges
within Victoria. That needs to be addressed. We are
seeing anomalies in the system.
I acknowledge the legislation before the house in
relation to demonstrators. When a car is registered as a
demonstrator and sold a short time later as a used car
the transfer fee is the lesser rate of 4 per cent back from
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5 per cent, which applies only for cars over $45 000.
But to me that is a small issue compared to the overall
issue of stamp duty being charged on the motor
industry and the imposition on all people who buy new
and used vehicles in Victoria. What we have in Victoria
now is a double taxation on the motor industry, because
stamp duty is calculated on the total price of a car,
including GST. So it is a tax on a tax. We had it before
with the old taxation system whereby stamp duty was
calculated on the total price of the car including
whatever tax there might be. There needs to be a review
on double taxation.
I support the representations being made by the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce on this
issue. There is the issue of double taxation for buyers of
new and used vehicles, and we need to review the level
of the charges being imposed on the motor vehicle
industry through the purchase of new and used vehicles.
The government needs to acknowledge that the motor
industry plays a critical role in the state of Victoria, and
we need to address the issues immediately. I
acknowledge there is a problem in relation to
demonstration vehicle registrations, but it is only a
small problem. We will now have the situation where
they must keep the car for 60 days, and then they will
be able to register it at the used car rate of 4 per cent
against a probable 5 per cent if the car is valued at over
$45 000.
The other issue which needs to be mentioned and which
the government needs to take note of is that people who
operate in the motor vehicle industry generally operate
fairly, they operate honestly and they do the best they
can in the industry operating within the state of
Victoria. I get annoyed when I hear criticism of the
people within the industry and what they do. What we
have now is a situation where almost 60 per cent of the
used cars sold in the state of Victoria are sold privately.
People pay a transfer fee on the vehicle. Usually there
are no guarantees, but of course the dealers provide
guarantees. Additionally, no GST is payable. The
licensed motor car trader is paying GST on the vehicle
which is sold, but the person who buys privately —
which is claimed to be about 60 per cent of the total
sales — does not pay GST at all. That needs to be
addressed, and I would like to think we can get some
response. It is disappointing that the Treasurer is not
here, because he responds genuinely to a lot of these
issues that are raised, more so, I believe, than does the
Attorney-General.
Mr Hulls — That is an outrage!
Mr JASPER — I always deal in facts. I hope the
member for Burwood in his response will acknowledge
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the representations I have made specifically on the issue
of stamp duty charges on the motor vehicle industry,
and I hope the government will analyse the situation,
not only to pick up the issue of the registration of
demonstration vehicles and possibly to look at
reduction of the stamp duty payable but indeed to look
at the whole issue of the payment of stamp duty on new
and used vehicles.
Perhaps it will fall into line with Queensland, where
there is a uniform charge of 2 per cent across the board.
It may even look at New South Wales, which has a
much lesser charge. I hope the government will be able
to extend the exemptions or the lower rates to a higher
level for the price of a new vehicle, which has very
much changed since 1980, when the 2.5 per cent was
imposed on new vehicles priced at up to $35 000,
which at that time was the cost of a luxury vehicle.
Now it is the norm as far as many vehicle purchasers
are concerned. I hope we can get responses to that and
the other issues raised.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I rise to support
the State Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill, which as we
know is very comprehensive. It deals with the Accident
Compensation Act, the Duties Act, the First Home
Owner Grant Act, the Land Tax Act and the Pay-roll
Tax Act, as well as the Valuation of Land Act.
There are quite a number of clauses in this bill covering
quite a number of subjects. The first one makes changes
to the Accident Compensation Act 1985, particularly in
regard to the definition of remuneration. These
amendments address drafting errors made by the
previous government in 1994 and 1997, and they bring
the definition of remuneration into line with previous
and current government policy intentions. Since 1994
all employers have had or continued to have premiums
calculated on the same basis and have paid premiums
accordingly. The bill corrects the definition in the
legislation so that it accords with widely accepted
policy. No employer will be disadvantaged by these
changes, and the WorkCover scheme as a whole will be
advantaged by the changes providing legislative clarity
through an effective definition of remuneration. Then
there is provision for some retrospectivity in order to
provide that clarity going right back to 1 July 1994.
The second part of the bill deals with the Duties Act,
and I thank the member for Box Hill for going through
many of these provisions and raising a number of
issues. Of course there has been ongoing consultation,
as always, with various stakeholders in this area,
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whether it be the taxation institute, the property council
or other people, who provide their views and have a
significant stake in the issues of duties in this regard.
There are quite a number of changes in the bill in
respect of corporate reconstructions, which is always a
difficult area. There are many, many alternatives put
forward as a result of creative accounting, and it
continues to be an issue for the State Revenue Office
and the Treasury to meet the various changes that
people come up with and to ensure the integrity of the
taxation base. This bill is another example of that being
done in this area.
Similarly clause 16 of the bill deals with transfers on
bankruptcy and administration. There is also an issue
concerning disclaimers under wills. It has been
longstanding tax policy in regard to deceased estates to
exempt testamentary gifts from duty but to charge duty
on any variation where the result is a transfer of the
property not in accord with the will or the court-ordered
alteration. This is clearly the intent, because the State
Revenue Office has long considered that duty
exemptions apply to wills altered by courts, and any
extension of principles to out-of-court arrangements has
always been rejected as being outside the policy of the
exemption.
Marriage and domestic relationships are addressed in
clauses 14 and 15. There is evidence that this area of
legislation has been exploited, and basically the idea is
to close down particular rorts. I note that there has been
some consideration given to that area, but if it is being
exploited, then it is a matter of making sure that the
loophole is closed. The exemption really has no current
policy rationale, and it is very hard to provide an
exemption when arrangements are made many years
before any particular marriage. I can tell the house that
this bill is not saying anything less about the institution
of marriage; indeed it is making sure that the
transaction should be associated with the institution of
marriage and not necessarily the promise of marriage.
Another issue that has been raised is the motor vehicle
provisions. I thank the member for Murray Valley for
the matters he has raised on stamp duty in connection
with motor vehicles. I apologise to him for my
correction in terms of quoting from the second-reading
speech following the recent changes to standing orders.
This part of the bill is another example of our efforts to
make sure that we preserve the integrity of the taxation
base. People are doing quick turnovers of
ex-demonstration vehicles — within a couple of days of
their being made demonstrator vehicles — and they are
then selling them off and incurring less stamp duty. I
note the comments the honourable member has made in
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respect of stamp duty on motor vehicles, and I am sure
the Treasurer will read them with interest. I should note,
though, that the member used the example of
Queensland. As we know, under the GST regime
Victoria receives 80 cents in the dollar and 20 cents
goes elsewhere — particularly to Queensland.
Queensland receives more in GST payments than
Victoria does. Perhaps the member for Murray Valley
could talk to his federal colleagues and other state
colleagues and ask for much better fiscal equalisation in
future.
In respect of putting forward policy proposals — and I
thank him for the suggestions he made — I point out
that they need to be looked at in a total context, in terms
of both revenue and expenditure. I would be interested
in any substitute policies he might wish to put forward.
We recently removed stamp duty on mortgages, but if
you remove taxes, you have to then look at how you are
going to pay for services. I am not sure whether the
member for Murray Valley wants to reduce the number
of schools, the number of hospitals, the number of
roads or the level of public transport and other services
in his area. I am interested in having a continuing
dialogue on that, but in a total policy context.
Another issue in this bill is vested property. I am also
interested, as indeed the member for Box Hill was, in
Shariah law. I am particularly interested in this because
of my background in studies of Islamic law and other
elements there. Also, before I took over my office it
used to be a Muslim cooperative, and I had some
interesting discussions with Mohammed who ran the
office there about how the banking laws affected them.
I am very pleased that these particular changes are
being made for an important and substantial section of
our community.
The member for Box Hill raised a number of issues
including the first home owner grant. I am disappointed
that the Leader of The Nationals has not spoken on this
bill because he always likes to tell me that the first
home owner grant is a federal grant, and I keep telling
him that it comes out of state money because it comes
out of the pool associated with the GST. It is a state
contribution to people, and we have added to it. I agree
that this is sensible legislation in this regard provided
there are reasonable checks and balances, which we
have seen to in the drafting of this bill.
With regard to the valuation of land, the member for Box
Hill raised the issue of tenants and lessees. He is
over-reading the bill because there are no changes at all
to tenants and lessees. He quoted a number of provisions
in the current act, particularly section 16(5) and also
sections 16(1) and 18(2)(c). Any reasonable reading of
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those sections would show that there have been no
changes and the rights of tenants and lessees remain
exactly as they are. Earlier last year there was a change
so that land tax as an outgoing is no longer to be applied
to new leases or leases which are renewed. So in that
particular case a tenant or lessee cannot be deemed to be
a person aggrieved by an assessment because the tax is
precluded from being passed on — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired!
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — Every sitting we see a
state taxation acts amending bill before this chamber as
people find ways of getting around state taxation
legislation, or indeed sometimes in response to
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal or other
court cases, and a couple of examples are contained in
the bill. Further amendments are made because
anomalies are brought to the attention of government.
These tax acts are always driven by what the
government refers to as preserving the integrity of the
state’s revenue base, and in layman’s terms that is
obviously to ensure that government revenue is
unaffected by various court cases that may extend
jurisdiction or impact on government revenue.
The bill makes amendments to the Accident
Compensation Act; the Duties Act particularly in
relation to demonstrator models; the First Home Owner
Grant Act in relation to information being handed over,
in particular to law enforcement officers; the Pay-roll
Tax Act; the Land Tax Act, and the Valuation of Land
Act.
It is in relation to land tax that I wish to make a couple
of observations. Clause 33 makes some amendments to
temporary absence from the principal place of
residence. Clause 34 amends the sections dealing with
unoccupied land subsequently used as a primary place
of residence. Basically, if land is unoccupied — for
example, if someone has demolished a house and is
building a new one — there is a capacity for that owner
to derive a refund provided the owner does not derive
income from that land. So I agree with the thrust of the
government’s amendments in this area.
However, there are a number of further anomalies in
relation to unoccupied land subsequently used as a
principal place of residence, and I want to draw the
Treasurer’s attention to a particular case that has arisen
in my electorate. It is unfortunate the government has
not taken up the opportunity to effect amendments in
this regard but I request that the Treasurer — and I will
send him this correspondence — examines this
particular case in detail.
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The case relates to a constituent who has a holiday
home and who also has a block of land in Brighton on
which he is building his home. While he is building his
family home he is renting, so his principal place of
residence is determined as his rental property. I
obviously understand the principles of aggregation,
given they were introduced by the previous
government, but I believe that the principal place of
residence issue does not address some of the distortions
produced by aggregation and perhaps I can explain this
particular case.
My constituent wrote to me on 12 July, saying that he
understands that because he is renting he has to pay tax
on the vacant land on which his new family home is
being built. He goes on to say:
Whilst I think it unfair that I have to pay this tax at all, not to
mention the cost of interest on the borrowings, I am at least
consoled by the fact that I will receive the principal amount
returned at some time in the future. What I find grossly unfair
though is that there is no mechanism in the act to be refunded
the extra land tax that I am paying for the —

holiday —
property that has come about simply as a result of the way the
tax office applies the formula after including the value of the
Brighton property.

My constituent then goes on to say that if his residential
property is exempt from land tax — and he believes it
will be and I understand that the State Revenue Office
believes it will be — and backdates it to include this
refund, he says:
… is it not reasonable to think that the extra land tax paid on
the —

holiday —
property should be refunded to reflect a condition that would
have existed if the Brighton land was not included for
calculation in the fist place?

He then goes on to extrapolate on the basis — and
apparently the officers at the SRO have agreed with
him — that if he pitches a tent or parks a caravan on his
vacant property in Brighton while a house is being
constructed, he would not have to pay the additional
land tax. The issue for him is that his estimation of the
land tax on his holiday property for the years 2004–05
had he not held the Brighton property would have been
round $1000. However, because he holds the Brighton
property he estimates that he will have to find $10 000
simply because the holiday land is aggregated with
what will be his principal place of residence after the
building project has been completed. He advises me
that the SRO agreed with him that this was an anomaly
and invited him to contact his local member of
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Parliament. So while I agree with the government’s
motivation for the amendments in clause 34, there are
opportunities for further amendments relating to
unoccupied land subsequently used as a principal
residence.
There are a number of other issues that arise in relation
to land tax, and they have been touched on in this place
on many occasions before. I have constituents who,
over the last three years, have received increases of
138 per cent in the value of their land tax, and another
constituent received an increase of 372 per cent, and on
it goes. There are many sad cases of people having to
sell investments that were purchased for their
retirement because of the government’s windfall gains
from very significant increases in land values in
Melbourne, and particularly in my area.
I also wish to make an observation on the government’s
amendments to the Valuation of Land Act. Basically
neither an owner nor occupier may object to a
valuation. I note the Treasurer wrote to me about this in
a letter dated 2 May 2003 when I had raised the issue of
inequitable land tax in this place. The Treasurer drew to
my attention my constituent’s rights under the
Valuation of Land Act 1960 in relation to ratepayers
lodging an objection to a municipal valuation. The
Treasurer seems to think that this is some form of land
tax relief, as it were, but I think the issue here is that the
Treasurer just does not get the point, and that is that
people should be able — and this is one of the
differences between the two parties — to object when
they get their land tax bills.
It is one thing for a corporation, for example, paying a
large amount of land tax and having the advantage of
accountants and the like on staff to say, ‘You lodge it at
the time you receive your municipal valuation’, but we
are now seeing a lot of self-funded retirees, or people
who wish to be self-funded retirees, who do not have
access to this sort of assistance and who do not
understand that the point at which they might wish to
lodge objections to their land valuations under this
government’s regime is when they receive their rate
notices.
What we are arguing is that they should be allowed to
lodge their objections when those valuations assume tax
forms, and that is when people actually get their land
tax assessments. The government has been a significant
beneficiary of the vast increases in land valuations and
the land tax accruing to that, and of course the stamp
duty accruing to that in recent times, but it needs to
exercise a little more sympathy for the small person —
that is, the person who has a small holding of land. The
system is very complex in terms of municipal
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valuations. The government needs to readdress this
issue, and therefore the legislation needs to go much
further than the bill before the house.
With those few comments I reiterate that I will send the
Treasurer the details of that particular land tax case and
the distortions that have occurred over the issue of a
vacant principal place of residence, and I ask him to
seriously consider the matter. I believe my constituent
has been grossly disadvantaged by this application, and
I hope that the Treasurer will consider my constituent’s
case favourably.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — My contribution
on the State Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill will focus
particularly on part 2, which amends the Accident
Compensation Act 1985. Whilst this piece of legislation
makes only a minor change in relation to the definition
of ‘remuneration’, the effect of that change will be
extremely important in terms of premiums and
remuneration.
Clause 3 of the bill amends section 5(9) of the Accident
Compensation Act 1985, so it will now read simply:
For the purpose of this Act, a reference to remuneration
includes a reference to fringe benefits.

The amendment to the act is required to bring the
definition of ‘remuneration’ into line with previous and
current government policy intentions, so it is really
important. We intend by this piece of legislation to
ensure certainty in the calculation of WorkCover
premiums. The amendment also addresses some rather
sloppy drafting errors made by the previous Kennett
government, both in 1994 and in 1997.
Since 1994 all employers have had premiums
calculated on the same basis, and they have paid them
accordingly. As I said, the amendment corrects the
definition of ‘remuneration’ so that it accords with
widely accepted policy. No employer, it is important to
note, will be disadvantaged by these changes, and we
will ensure that no employee is too. The WorkCover
scheme as a whole is being advantaged, because
through these changes provision will be made for the
sake of legislative clarity and an effective definition of
‘premiums’ for the purpose of calculating WorkCover
premiums.
The effects of this legislation are important, and I
would like to outline those briefly for the benefit of
members. The first is that exempt benefits under the
commonwealth Fringe Benefits Tax Assessment Act
(FBTAA) are no longer specifically prohibited from
being included in the calculation of remuneration — an
extremely important point for employees. However,
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under that act exempt benefits are specifically excluded
from the definition of fringe benefits. Whether or not
exempt benefits under the FBTAA are captured in
remuneration under this act will therefore depend on
the provisions of the Accident Compensation Act. We
also know that in section 5(16) of the Accident
Compensation Act provision is made to include within
remuneration superannuation benefits in respect of
services performed or rendered by a worker on or after
1 January 1998, and also the definition of
‘superannuation benefits’ in section 5(1) of the act
specifically includes, among other items, amounts paid
to a superannuation holding accounts reserve within the
meaning of the Small Superannuation Accounts Act
1995 of the commonwealth. The only current exempt
benefits under the FBTAA that will be captured in this
way are the ones that the bill precisely intends to be
captured — namely, wages, salaries and
superannuation paid by public benevolent institutions,
some hospitals and similar categories of employers.
If you look to the future, you see that amendments to
this act, should they be made, will be able to be covered
in provisions that already exist to amend the scope of
remuneration. For workers, for employers and for
accident compensation schemes this amendment to the
act is extremely significant. It is small, but it will make
the calculation of premiums and remuneration paid to
employees far more understandable. We are ensuring
that any provision already made for employees as a
result of what may have been an ambiguity in past
legislation is clarified in the act. I commend the bill to
the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — As other
speakers have said, in every session of Parliament we
have a bill to amend the state taxation acts, and it is
always described by the government as continuing its
commitment to a robust but fair taxation system. Let
me put this in context. The Bracks Labor government is
the highest taxing government in Victoria’s history. It is
continuing to put its hand deeper and deeper into the
pockets of the people and the households of Victoria.
The people of Victoria need to know that this
government is ripping them off when it comes to
taxation.
Victorians are paying record levels of stamp duty,
payroll tax, land tax and fees and charges. This
government is continuing to get record levels of tax out
of the Victorian consumers, despite a situation where
there have been massive increases in commonwealth
funding for the state of Victoria. That is proven by the
fact that under ‘Revenue and tax reform’ the 2004–05
Victorian Budget Overview says:
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Total revenue of $28.985 million is projected for 2004–05,
representing a $1.254 million increase (4.5 per cent) on the
2003–04 revised estimate.
The growth in revenue is due to additional commonwealth
grants revenue in 2004–05 compared to 2003–04 (6 per cent).

We are getting faster growth in commonwealth income
to this state, yet this government is still continuing to
rip off the people of Victoria. That is not the end of it.
When you look at the GST revenue that this state is
reaping you see that in 2004–05 it is projected to
receive over $7 billion in GST revenue, rising to
$8.3 billion in 2007–08 — and that is not all. Figures
recently released by the federal government show that
on top of those projected GST revenues there have been
further windfall revenue gains.
The September 2004 estimate released by the federal
government of projected financial gains under the
commonwealth-state arrangements compared with the
pre-2000 revenue share arrangements shows that in
2003–04 Victoria got an extra $127 million. In 2004–05
Victoria will get an extra $360 million. These are
windfall GST gains above what Victoria was told by the
commonwealth in previous projections. This leads to
GST revenue windfall gains in 2007–08 of $794 million.
That is the context in which we have this legislation
through which the government is purporting to make
sure we have a fair taxation system. The Victorian
people ought to know that we do not have a fair taxation
system under the Bracks Labor government, we have a
rip-off. The government is ripping off the taxpayers of
Victoria.
On top of that we have the Bracks Labor government
now imposing new taxes on the people Victoria. Not
content with record levels of taxation, not content with
record income from the commonwealth, we now have
new taxes. Let me run very briefly through the new
taxes that have come in recently under this government,
which promised there would be no new taxes: from
1 October this year, a 5 per cent water tax — a tax on
the toilets, a tax imposed every time people flush the
toilet or turn on the tap; the $80 motor vehicle
registration fee payable by pensioners, war veterans and
health care card holders, which represents an absolutely
grubby attack on the most disadvantaged in our
community; a $50 motorcycle tax; the Scoresby toll;
and, on top of that — the daddy of them all! — the
annual increase in all fees, taxes, fines and charges
under this government, with no reference back to
Parliament or to the community. The Treasurer can set
that increment at any level he likes.
So in five ways massive new taxes have been imposed
by this government, on top of the record levels of state
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taxation and on top of windfall GST gains and
commonwealth grants. That is the context in which we
are talking about state taxation in Victoria.
I want to refer particularly to some parts of this
legislation, especially part 7, which deals with
amendments to the Valuation of Land Act and the right
of people to object to valuations. This legislation, as the
second-reading speech outlines, fundamentally
reinforces the position the government holds that
people cannot object to the valuation of land when they
receive their land tax bill because an objection to a
valuation of land must be made at the time they receive
the site valuation, which is when they receive their
council notices. The Liberal Party is totally opposed to
that. It firmly believes that when people get a land tax
bill they should have the right, there and then, to object
to the basis on which that bill is levied. There should be
a proper and appropriate process for objection, appeal
and evaluation. But under this legislation people can
object only at the time they get their council rate notice,
even though land tax can often be based on a valuation
made some years earlier that may not relate directly at
the time they get their land tax bill.
Let me make very clear the impact this will have in my
electorate. Let me give a clear warning and alert to
people in the South-West Coast electorate and indeed
people who own property right along the coastal areas
of Victoria, particularly in the south-west, where there
has been a significant increase in valuations due to the
sea-change effect and other impacts on property prices.
There has been a significant increase in capital
improved valuations and site valuations, particularly in
coastal areas.
Many people are now receiving council rate notices that
include a site valuation and a capital improved
valuation (CIV), but because they pay their rates based
on the CIV they may not take particular notice of the
site valuation and may not think that is relevant — and
it certainly is not relevant in what they pay in rates, but
it may be very, very relevant when they get hit with a
land tax bill in one or two years time. What this
government is doing, which is sneaky and underhand, is
saying that when you get your land tax bill in two years
time and you try to go back and say, ‘But that valuation
is wrong. That land tax bill is based on a wrong
valuation’, you cannot object because you did not
object at the time you got the council notice.
So let me warn people who own land in south-western
Victoria that while the principal place of residence is
exempt from land tax — due to the previous Liberal
government’s changes to land tax — other property that
you own, whether it is a holiday house or other land
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you own along the coast, is not exempt from land tax.
So if you live in Warrnambool and have a fishing shack
in Nelson, it may have increased in land value to such a
degree that you may be liable for land tax in the future.
If you do not look at the valuation now and ensure that
it is right, you could be caught in one or two years time
and have to pay land tax without having any right of
objection. I think that is fundamentally unfair and
wrong.
Let me reiterate my warning to people who own
property along the coast, whether it be a holiday or
investment property: check the site valuation. Given
that there has been a massive increase in valuations in
those areas in recent times, there have been difficulties
for valuers in getting the valuations right. Many people
are concerned about their valuations, whether they be in
Narrawong, Nelson, Port Campbell, Princetown,
Warrnambool, Portland or Bridgewater Bay, where
there have been huge variations in valuations. People
are saying the valuations are a little bit different. So I
warn people to have a look at that very important issue.
Finally, in the minute and a half I have left to speak in
this debate, let me refer to the changes to do with stamp
duty on motor vehicles. Information from the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce recommends —
and let me make clear that I endorse what it says:
… that Victoria come into line with the majority of states and
territories that impose a flat rate of stamp duty on the
registration of new motor vehicles and the transfer of used
motor vehicles. VACC contends that a flat rate of stamp duty
would provide more certainty in LMCT dealings with
consumers and would ease the potential risk of tax avoidance.
VACC further recommends that the sales value for the
calculation of luxury stamp [duty] be the same as prescribed
under luxury GST requirements and that this figure be
indexed, also in accordance with the luxury GST
requirements.

I think that is a valuable contribution from the VACC
which the government could take on board.
The current stamp duty rates on new passenger vehicles
have not changed in Victoria, I believe, since 1980 —
almost 25 years ago. At that stage a $45 000 vehicle
was considered a high-priced luxury vehicle and it
attracted the highest rate of stamp duty. But that is no
longer the case. A $35 000 vehicle was considered a
fairly expensive motor vehicle in 1980, and that is no
longer the case. Clearly this government is reaping
windfall gains by not adjusting the stamp duty rates. I
ask the government to take that on board. Having a flat
rate of stamp duty across new and used vehicles would
have some benefits in terms of ease of administration
and consumer protection.
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Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise today to
speak in support of the State Taxation Acts
(Amendment) Bill. I have just been listening to the
remarks of the member for South-West Coast. I note
with interest the desire to have a flat tax rate. I suppose
that emphasises some of the stark differences in this
house between the Bracks government, which is in
touch with the community, and the Liberal Party, which
is out of touch.
The fact that the opposition wants to have a flat rate of
tax is driven by the mentality and the issues of the
wealthy. If you are wealthy enough to afford a
$200 000 vehicle, of course you want a flat tax rate
because you want to keep your taxes as low as possible
and you really think it is appropriate for the battlers to
pay the same rate of tax when they are struggling to buy
their first new car — and even then we are probably
talking about a fairly cheap new car. That is of course
the inherent unfairness of such a tax system. If you go
for a flat rate a brand-new $16 000 little four-cylinder
car will attract the same flat rate as a $200 000
Mercedes. We are not all Ted Baillieus — we do not all
have the money to afford those sorts of luxury vehicles.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Narracan will not make
references to members’ names; he shall refer to the
member as the honourable member for Hawthorn.
Mr MAXFIELD — I do apologise to the
honourable member for Hawthorn; I should have
referred to him by his correct title. I do not begrudge
him his wealth; so be it, but he is a member of a party
that wants a flat tax, so that expensive vehicles can be
taxed at the same rate as the vehicle of somebody who
is struggling to buy a first car. That is certainly not the
sort of society I want to live in.
As a member of Parliament I earn a higher income than
others, and I do not begrudge paying a higher rate of
tax. I should. I am earning extra income and I should
pay a higher rate of tax. The suggestion that we should
move to flat taxes is something I find quite abhorrent. It
is unfair and places a tremendous burden on people. If
you are battling to keep your family on wheels it is a lot
harder. If you are going to buy a very expensive luxury
vehicle, you are doing that because you have spare
money to spend and you are sitting there trying to work
out how to spend it.
I do not have much time to go into a lot of depth on this
bill, but I will go to a couple of issues that are worth
mentioning. We have heard comment also about the
valuation of land. It appears that the Liberal Party
appears to want to create a new regime. Land tax has
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always been calculated on the council valuations, and
this is the current system. What we are proposing here
is to maintain the current system. Because of the
problems with interpretation we are really maintaining
the status quo.
But our opponents appear to be saying that they want to
create another system, another bureaucracy. Rather than
use the current system of valuations they want to go
down this new road of new options, a new bureaucracy,
a new chance down the track to dispute valuations.
What are we going to do then? Employ more public
servants? Train them for another bureaucratic process?
Is it, ‘You can apply here or there, or if you do not like
that, perhaps you can apply somewhere else!’. Rather
than use the system as it currently applies, they want to
create a new system. Rather than hearing constructive
debate, we are witnessing more ideologically driven
views here, where opposition members want every
possible opportunity to wiggle out of paying their share
of taxes. That is the fundamental core here.
We are talking about fair taxation and fair charges so
we can fund the delivery of services in this state. Of
course the state is under pressure in terms of taxation.
But why is it under pressure? It is because we do not
get our fair share from the federal government. That is
the reality of the situation. Look at the situation with
our roads: we pay 20-odd per cent of the road taxes and
if we get back 15 per cent, we think we are doing well.
We are all told the state is awash with GST. The reality
is that as a result of the GST’s introduction we are
worse off in this state. We get less than before the GST
was brought in, because as the extra money has rolled
in from the GST it has gone into the federal coffers. It
has gone in to allow Howard to splash and throw that
money around.
Mr Plowman interjected.
Mr MAXFIELD — It has not come into this state.
For every dollar we pay in GST, we do not get a dollar
back, and nobody on the Liberal side of this house can
stand up and say that is not the case. They know full
well that we pay a dollar in GST and we do not get a
dollar back. We get nowhere near a dollar back. Now
they are silent because they know what I am saying is
the absolute truth. The fact is that we are being ripped
off alive by this federal government.
The taxpayers, the residents of Victoria are not getting
their fair share. The Bracks government has to ensure
that it protects its current revenue base because Howard
certainly is not protecting our revenue base in Canberra.
Every time you look sideways he is cutting funding for
roads, cutting funding for health, cutting funding for
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education — and then when he proposes funding for
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, the proposal is that he is
going to take the money off the state to give it back to
the state. What he wants us to do, basically, is pay for
the entire lot, and the federal government pretends it is
paying for half of it!
In every sphere you look at in terms of funding, this
federal government is consistently applying more and
more pressure. This bill is really about protecting our
current revenue base in a number of areas including
protecting the fairness of the WorkCover premium
system so that employers are treated equally and fairly
under the current system, because there have been
anomalies which potentially threaten the revenue base
of WorkCover, which in turn threatens its ability to
properly fund fair compensation for those who have
been injured at work.
A technical problem with WorkCover revenue as we
now have it is that it is unfair to some employers if the
current question marks over some of the positions are
maintained. This bill removes that potential threat to
ensure that employers are treated fairly and on an
equitable basis but at the same time it protects the
revenue base so that we can deliver genuine
compensation for eligible workers.
In the limited time available I cannot go into detail, but
I have tried to talk about some of the principles that are
driving the bill and to highlight some of the differences
between the Labor and conservative sides of politics.
The conservative side is intent on protecting its
entrenched wealth, whereas the Labor side is about a
fair go for all, and in a lot of cases it is about easing the
squeeze.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill. In doing so
I want to focus on the land tax provisions, and if I have
the opportunity, given the limited time, I will comment
on the valuation changes to the Valuation of Land Act
which are on their way as well and which relate to these
provisions.
I have spoken in the house before about the iniquity of
land tax and the incredible increases that this
government has enjoyed in its land tax grab. The
increases have featured dramatically in the media and
certainly in the community right across Victoria.
Recently the government announced changes to land
tax but these have effectively done nothing for the
small business end of the scale. Changes have been
made at the top end, but most of those changes are
dramatically eroded anyway by valuation changes, and
the actual take of the government in land taxes is
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increasing despite these trumpeted changes. The reality
is that the broad range of land tax payers are going to
cop an increase.
I have spoken in this house before about businesses in
my electorate which are suffering already under land
tax provisions, and they stand to suffer more. They
include dry cleaners, hardware stores, pubs,
newsagents, florists, garden shops and even the local
Tatts agency which has a very small footprint on the
land but which will be paying a dramatically increased
land tax. That is not a business that has a capacity to
increase its take. You cannot increase the price of a
Tatts ticket. There is somebody in a small Tatts agency
incurring huge tax increases as a consequence of this
government’s unwillingness to even think about the
problem. Many of those businesses are getting their
land tax notices now, and my office is being inundated,
as are other members’ offices, with complaints about
this problem.
I have spoken before about the Whitehorse Inn on
Burwood Road in Hawthorn. For the last 12 months it
has been maintaining a sign outside the front of its
venue attacking the government’s head-in-the-sand
attitude on land tax. Members might be interested to
know that it has not been there for the last couple of
weeks, but they should not be under any illusion that it
is from any desire to discontinue the campaign; it is
simply an abbreviation while the federal election is on,
because the sign is not big enough to contain the words
‘written and authorised’ as required by the electoral act.
Those businesses are suffering now. The government is
unwilling to make any significant changes that will
have a material effect. The reality is that the
government is taxing the stuffing out of these
businesses and taxing the stuffing out of the state.
I want to particularly refer to caravan parks. The
Victorian Caravan Parks Association has been
advancing its problems with land tax to the government
for some time and has received nothing in response. It
finally got a token response from the Treasurer not so
long ago, but it simply trotted out the same old garbage
about how reforms at the bottom end of the scale are
going to be of dramatic assistance. For caravan park
owners they are not.
I quote from an article in the August edition of the
Members’ Supplement of the vicparknews headed
‘What’s the next step?’:
The two replies —

referring to the two replies from the Treasurer —
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reproduced above indicate that the government still doesn’t
grasp the problem …

In case anyone is under any illusion, the caravan park
owners set out a very simple demonstration of the
problem they suffer. A home on an equivalent block of
land to a caravan park site would be paying $200 in
land tax. The effective downstream payment on the
caravan park lot is $10 000 in the situation cited — an
extraordinary inequity! As a result caravan parks are
closing.
Recently the Premier was asked about this on 3AW. A
caller rang in and asked whether the Premier intended
to address this issue. The caller suggested that caravan
parks were closing. What was the Premier’s response?
He said it would be worth examining that — another
examination from the examination Premier, the one
who has failed the ultimate examination! The caller
persisted, unfortunately for the Premier, and the
transcript reports the Premier as saying:
Well could I um ah I mean that that deserves examination.

Then we found out the real truth, because the Premier
decided that he would have a bit of a crack at this. He
said:
… the second thing is um there is a range of ah significant
contributions to decisions on whether caravan park continues
and some of it is not only land tax of course, some is land
prices that if a caravan park owner or the owner of that
facility can gain a significant capital gain because of the
increased land values obviously they’ll look at taking that and
so it’s not as simple to say oh it’s about the taxes it’s also
about ah someone realising their assets someone trying to get
a profit for it um and that’s part of it um obviously we
have …

Ms Kosky — You have put an extra ‘ah’ in there,
Ted. Is that your own ‘ah’?
Mr BAILLIEU — No, these are the Premier’s ums
and ahs. I am having difficulty reading the transcript.
He went on to say:
obviously we have a … responsibility to make sure that as
much as possible around the state we’ve got public places
which are available for caravans and park users and people
who are camping ah over and above that the private parks are
private parks they’re part of a ah the market the private
enterprise system and it really is a matter for them whether
they decide to have a profit on their business of operating a
caravan park or selling it and most of the contribution is I
think you’ll find is is high land prices.

The Premier went on again after the caller persisted:
I’m sure the people will use all sorts of reasons but um the
reality is these are very complex matters and you think of
how prices have gone up significantly and how people
understandably want to realise on that asset.
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Indeed the Premier is confirming that not only does he
not have any idea of what is going on, but this
government is desperate to get rid of private caravan
parks. The reality is that is what is happening.
Government caravan parks do not pay land tax, but the
private caravan parks across the road are closing. As a
consequence there will be fewer caravan park sites for
the people of Victoria to enjoy.
For the Premier to simply say, ‘This is some sort of
profiteering’, is complete and utter nonsense and
demonstrates the contempt this government has for
those in business having to deal with land tax. It is a
problem of significance and it is a problem that is not
going to go away until it is addressed.
The Victorian Caravan Parks Association has advanced
a lot of solutions, and what has it got from the
Treasurer? Nothing. I imagine it has absolutely nothing
from the member for Burwood too, who assists the
Treasurer. Land tax is a significant problem. The
government is doing nothing about it, and it is going to
pay the price as a consequence.
The member for South-West Coast commented on the
changes that deal with the capacity to object to a
valuation. I have received representations from many
constituents which go to exactly this issue: people who
are confronted with a land tax bill that they were not
expecting find they have no opportunity to appeal
against the valuations. In many cases it has been
demonstrated that those who did spot the valuations on
their notices in time for them to make a land tax
valuation objection have been able to prove the
valuations incorrect.
Many businesses in Boroondara have come to me with
this problem. They say they have been to the
government, but the government — for goodness’
sake! — blames the councils. The reality is that this
government makes the law; it is in the hands of the
government. To prevent taxpayers from being able to
object to the valuations on which their land tax
payments are based because of a timing issue strikes me
as being fundamentally against all good common law at
least. If this were to persist then, again, the government
is going to find business on its back, particularly small
business, saying ‘What on earth are you doing, because
you have demonstrated record land tax and the inequity
of it is extraordinary’. I have been saying that for four
years.
The reality is that the government has done nothing. I
guess that is what we have come to expect from a
government that will scrape up every cent it can
possibly find and throw it away.
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Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — On behalf of the Treasurer, I thank the
members for Box Hill, Murray Valley, Burwood,
Brighton, Pascoe Vale, South-West Coast, Narracan
and Hawthorn for their contributions to the debate on
the State Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Clerk’s amendment
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Languiller) —
Order! Pursuant to standing order 81, the Speaker has
received a report from the Clerk that he has made a
correction in the State Taxation Acts (Amendment)
Bill. The report is as follows:
Under SO 81 I have made a correction in the State Taxation
Acts (Amendment) Bill, listed as follows:
In clause 21, page 16, line 26, I have replaced
‘sub-sub-paragraph (D)’ with ‘sub-sub-paragraph (B)’
so that sub-sub-paragraph (D) of substituted
section 239(2)(b) of the Duties Act 2000 now reads
‘(D) in respect of which no duty was paid (or if paid, the
duty is refundable) under this Act in relation to an
application for registration or transfer of registration or
change of use of motor vehicle after the registration
referred to in sub-sub-paragraph (B)’.

MAGISTRATES’ COURT (FAMILY
VIOLENCE) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 October; motion of
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General).
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence) Bill.
I do so because a serious social problem is facing us. I
start my contribution by reading a victim’s experience:
For 12 years I was beaten … tied up and raped. My first
experience with anger began three months after we were
married.
This is where I started believing that my actions caused his
anger and if I was a better wife he would stop hitting me. I
believed that I could change him if I loved him enough. It
wasn’t long into our marriage that my family grew tired of
moving me in and out. They quit asking what happened to my
eye or leg or arm.
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I had a black eye almost constantly for a year straight.
I am sure by now many of you are thinking that I was nuts for
staying so long. ‘Why didn’t she just leave? She had to know
that there was help out there’. Well, I have given reasons like
Christian beliefs and family values, two very compelling
reasons to hold your family together. Another is a very
obvious one — you love this man. ‘How can a woman love a
man that beats her?’, you ask. Well, at first he appeared
loving, caring and protective, and all things you want a man
to be. Once they have your love and trust, they change. With
this love comes hope, and the hope that things will go back to
the way they were.
Then you have the fear of trying to make it on your own. The
fear he will find you. The fear that your children will hate you
for taking their dad away. The fear of being a failure. Just
leaving is not that easy.
I still see the effects of this on my children. Children that
grow up in abusive homes grow up to be abusive. How can
they not? They are taught that this is a normal way of life.
They are taught that getting hit means ‘I love you’.

There are many similar stories right across the state and
our nation. It is not just relevant or restricted to Victoria
or Australia. It is happening in other countries and
governments across the world are trying to come to
terms with it. I read in yesterday’s Age that in Sweden
they are also trying to solve this problem. In a
paragraph headed ‘Move to tax men to pay for
domestic violence’ the following is reported:
A group of Swedish politicians is proposing to hit men with a
domestic violence tax to pay for the costs to society of abuse
against women. The Swedish Parliament is debating the
proposal, which comes after an Amnesty International report
found violence against women increased almost 40 per cent
during the 1990s and that 20 to 40 women were battered to
death in Sweden each year. ‘It must be clear to all we have a
gigantic social problem …

That shows again that it is happening not just in this
country but across the world.
Family violence is a serious and complex social
problem. One theory cannot explain it, and there is not
one simple solution or remedy for it. All members hope
that families are immune from violence and that homes
are a safe harbour, where family members can receive
love, care and support. Unfortunately that does not
always happen. The family is supposed to protect us
from the outside world, including from the violence that
occurs outside our homes. However, some research
shows that men, women and children are more likely to
be assaulted inside their homes than on the streets of
Melbourne.
Family violence occurs in all income and social levels;
in all religious, racial and cultural groups; and to both
genders. No-one seems to be immune. The seriousness
of family violence and its consequences on people has
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forced many groups and governments to try to come up
with some strategies to address the problem. The bill is
one step towards assisting those individuals who are
involved in family violence.
In the city of Manningham in my electorate of Bulleen,
344 cases of family violence were reported between
July 2002 and July 2003. It is believed that 80 per cent
of family violence cases are not reported to police.
There are a number of reasons for that. One is the
stigma attached to family violence and another is that
people do not know where to go to find the services to
assist them. Why does this happen? Again there are
many reasons.
Having been involved in multicultural affairs over the
past 10 years, I have seen violence in many families.
When I asked a person involved the response would be,
‘It’s part of our culture’. It is considered to be okay to
assault your spouse. It is understood that it is illegal and
unacceptable to assault someone outside the house, but
it is believed to be common — because their parents or
grandparents do it, it is okay for them to do it as well.
Education is very important. People have to understand
that family violence is not acceptable and is not part of
the norm. We should try to assist them. We need to be
proactive as well as reactive to ensure that it does not
happen from the start.
Although some work has been done on intervention,
prevention and services much more needs to be done.
Between July 2002 and July 2003 there were
1509 complaints of violence against men by women
and 7400 complaints of violence against women by
men. The Australian community services directory lists
408 services which support women and children who
have been affected by family violence. So while we
have many schemes in place to treat the symptoms, we
have very few to treat the cause, and there are many
areas in Victoria where there are not enough services. I
believe that prevention is very important.
In most cases children are involved. According to the
Sydney Morning Herald, on any one day male to
female violence takes place in 1 in 20 households. In
almost 90 per cent of cases children are witnesses.
Children who see violence not only suffer emotionally
but often grow up to repeat the cycle. Abused children
are generally more aggressive towards their peers than
children who have not been abused. It is often difficult
for them to develop a close relationship with other
people, and they are more likely to become victims of
violence themselves. So it is important that we put into
place measures to try to assist these people.
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This bill before the house is a good step, and I
congratulate the government for introducing it. But it is
only the first step; more needs to be done. I hope the
government provides the resources to these courts to
make sure they are able to carry out their duties
properly. Again it is a first step, and I hope the
government does more, because we are talking about
adult males and females and children. Sometimes it is
very hard to tackle the issue after the event; it is easier
to try to prevent it from happening. While I say again
that it is a good bill, I hope more is done in this area.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I am pleased to
rise in support of the Magistrates’ Court (Family
Violence) Bill. Constituents in my electorate who are
serviced by the Heidelberg Magistrates Court will
benefit greatly from the fact that this court is one of two
chosen for a pilot scheme for the new family violence
division of the Magistrates Court. It will be a one-stop
shop for court proceedings and support services for
sufferers and instigators of family violence.
I would like to share with the house some
developments in my local area regarding family
violence. In December last year two young single
mothers, Lisa Hamilton and Suzzanne Kalamouni, did a
very brave thing: they came out publicly to share with
the broader local community their own experiences of
physical, mental and verbal abuse in the home. What
was further remarkable in my mind was that they
wanted to turn their own experiences into a positive for
other women and children in the same circumstances.
They said at the time that they had a dream, which was,
to quote them, ‘We do not have to suffer alone in
silence anymore’.
What these two women then proceeded to do is
exemplary and instructive to both government and the
Parliament. By putting a greater public focus on family
violence, we empower women and children who
otherwise suffer in silence. I am proud that this
government, the Attorney-General and the Minister for
Women’s Affairs in particular are helping the dream of
women such as Suzzanne and Lisa in their fight against
family violence through the significant move in this bill
to set up a separate division of the Magistrates Court
and related services.
In December last year Lisa and Suzzanne established
what they called Cafe Wow — ‘Wow’ standing for
‘women of will’. I would like to quote from a local
newspaper article at the time to describe Lisa and
Suzzanne’s role in publicly confronting family
violence:
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There are some items not on the menu at Cafe Wow. There is
no violence and no judging — only lashings of respect and
friendship served daily.
The Lalor cafe, to open on Wednesday next week above the
St Vincent de Paul shop on the corner of May and Messmate
streets, is the brainchild of Lisa Hamilton and Suzzanne
Kalamouni
It came out of their shared experience of attending a domestic
violence support group run by Anglicare in Lalor.
‘When the group finished we thought that there was nowhere
safe we could go to talk or not to talk’, Ms Hamilton said.
‘A coffee shop seemed like a great environment’.
She said they wanted other women who had or were
experiencing domestic violence to come with or without their
children for cuppas and sympathy.
‘We are not there to advise them what to do’, she said. ‘But
we can say, “We know what you are going through because it
happened to us”’.The ‘Wow’ stands for ‘women of will’.
‘We are strong women and we are not going to take no for an
answer’, Ms Hamilton said.
Ms Hamilton said women in domestic violence situations
were often not believed by friends and relatives.
‘It is important for them to know that they are not alone and
do not have to be’, she said.

I am happy to say that the government agrees with
Suzzanne and Lisa that sufferers of domestic violence,
mainly women and children, are not alone. For the state
government’s part, we recognise the need to put in
extra resources to help fight violence and abuse against
women. The women’s safety strategy is the first
comprehensive strategy by any Victorian government
for almost 20 years that more squarely addresses these
problems. Over $5 million has been committed over
three years to enhance women’s safety in Victoria.
Behavioural change programs for men will also be
implemented in conjunction with court proceedings
involving domestic violence. Regional family violence
networks will be enhanced so that local communities
can more effectively prevent and respond to family
violence.
Family violence is an attack on human rights. For too
long our modern society — it applies in whichever state
or country you visit — has chosen to pay scant regard
to the human rights element of family violence. This
was a symptom of the ideology that the personal was
not political — that what happened behind closed doors
in a home was no-one else’s business. Hence in the past
we had less than satisfactory responses to family
violence from institutions such as parliaments,
governments, the police and the courts as a
consequence of that thinking. We have come a long
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way since them. Any form of violence is an abuse of
human rights, and of course every party represented in
this chamber has duly recognised that in this debate. I
am pleased that this bill, together with the women’s
safety strategy, will take a further dramatic leap against
family violence and against abuses of human rights.
We are not just talking about dishing out justice, or
better justice. We are talking about applying a holistic
series of services and responses to assist not only the
sufferers of family violence but the instigators. We are
talking about not only how family violence affects
people’s circumstances physically but also the
consequences of that — the impact on educational
opportunities for young children, the impact of
homelessness on the many who have fled from family
violence situations, and of course the impact on future
generations in terms of maladjusted community
members who desperately need support and who often
become perpetrators of family violence themselves.
That is why behavioural change programs should see a
reduction in repeat offences.
As I said, justice will not be confined to court
proceedings. Often sufferers of family violence are
faced with other crises, as I have already articulated.
The court assistance program will support applicants
and children by providing intervention counselling
support, information on court processes and referrals to
legal or support services. The program will also provide
referrals to address longer term needs such as housing,
community care, Centrelink or children’s support
programs. A similar program will also be extended to
defendants.
From the bottom of my heart I would like to
congratulate both the Attorney-General and the
Minister for Women’s Affairs on their genuine
commitment to combating the social scourge of family
violence. This government will be long remembered for
many important shifts in public policy and social
policy. This bill and its accompanying programs will
certainly rate highly among them. I look forward to
noting the progress of the pilot programs over the next
two to three years. I certainly welcome the significant
shift in public focus to the many multi-levelled
consequences that family violence presents to us as a
community and to future generations.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I too wish to make a
couple of observations about the Magistrates’ Court
(Family Violence) Bill, which the opposition clearly
does not oppose. Domestic violence, or family
violence, has been a particularly difficult issue for
governments of both persuasions to handle.
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Over the past 10 or 20 years there has been a significant
desire by governments to address this issue. I think we
have seen a significant raising of awareness of the
issue, increased services — including an increased
range in the types of services — and, particularly in this
bill, an attempt to approach the issue in a new way. I
certainly regard this bill in this context.
The bill will establish a pilot program for two new
family violence courts — in Ballarat and Heidelberg —
commencing in 2005. I note with some interest that in
the second-reading speech the government emphasised
the necessity for trained staff right across the board in
order for these pilot programs to work. The court will
have concurrent jurisdiction to deal with all matters to
do with family violence, which is of course a significant
change from the way in which these matters are dealt
with at the moment.
The bill will also allow evidence to be heard in different
ways, which is a positive step. It allows witnesses to
give evidence by closed-circuit TV and also allows the
court to order a person to leave whilst a particular
witness gives evidence. Again I appreciate the
government’s sensitivity, in particular in relation to
children giving evidence — although I note that these
provisions are not confined to the giving of evidence by
children.
One of the elements of the bill that interests me most is
that the court will have the power to force perpetrators
to attend counselling. I note that in a press release the
Attorney-General claimed that this court-directed
counselling program is a first. There have been
perpetrator programs that have had varying levels of
success in the past. A range of programs — although I
acknowledge that these were not court-directed
perpetrator programs — were run in community health
centres by non-government organisations. There has
been a range of programs in the private sector, and
there was a Red Cross men’s referral service at one
stage.
I want to make a couple of observations in relation to
this element of the bill. First of all I agree with the
government’s motivation — that is, to improve access
to justice, modernise the way in which family violence
is handled in the court and be sensitive in the way it
handles these issues. I note that the bill is partly based
upon the Victorian Law Reform Commission’s final
report on sexual offences — and that organisation did a
great deal of research on this issue. But I also wish to
observe that there is some concern by legal
professionals regarding such sweeping change. Indeed
there is some — not complete — concern from them
regarding specific courts. I guess I take their point in
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the sense that just because the motivation for something
is good, it does not necessarily mean the
implementation is perfect. However, I commend the
government for approaching this on a pilot basis and in
a different way. I note that the pilot program has four
years of funding attached to it.
There is also some concern about where the funding
will come from. The basic concern is that if the funding
for the perpetrator programs came from services that
were previously directed to victims, then there would
need to be some readjustment for that. I am not sure of
the government’s funding arrangements for this. The
second-reading speech and the press material give the
impression it is new money, but I seek an assurance on
this from either the minister, the parliamentary
secretary or someone with knowledge of this within the
government.
I note also that the capacity of the courts to direct
counselling is also a pilot program of two year’s
duration. The second-reading speech refers to the desire
of the government to have a careful evaluation of this
program, and includes a sunsetting provision for
October 2007. I understand the idea for this system
came from New Zealand. I also note a reference in the
second-reading speech to a United States study that
shows significant success for court-directed counselling
for perpetrators — indeed the speech refers to an 80 per
cent success rate over 30 months. I hope we see similar
success with that program in Victoria.
During the course of debate on this bill the government
also took the opportunity to refer to a range of statistics
and to put forward a range of government programs in
relation to what it is doing outside the legal sphere and
what it will do in the future in relation to family
violence. The bill represents a specific justice response,
but, like that of the previous government, the
government’s approach involves many portfolios.
The government is also amending the Crimes (Family
Violence) Act. A number of specific amendments to
that act are proposed by the bill. A person applying for
a family violence intervention order will be able to
submit evidence in an affidavit, and a person affected
by family violence will be able to apply to any
Magistrates Court for an interim intervention order. The
government has introduced amendments relating to the
capacity of the Magistrates Court to protect children
who witness family violence. The government has also
introduced an interesting amendment so that where a
victim resides will be a consideration in determining
where hearings may be held.
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The act has been amended over time. I wish to place on
record my admiration for the work done by the former
Attorney-General in the previous government. In 1994
she introduced some very significant amendments. She
extended the category of people against whom
intervention orders could be taken, she increased the
duration of intervention orders and she increased the
penalties for breaches of intervention orders. In 1994,
when I was a newly elected backbencher, I had the
privilege to chair a ministerial task force on domestic
violence services, and there was a report to the former
minister, the late Michael John. As a consequence of
that particular report we saw in this state the extension
of outreach services, increased funding for family
violence at a time when funding was being cut back for
financial reasons in a large number of other areas,
improved referral services and improved interim
accommodation for victims of family violence.
Every government builds on the work of previous
governments, and I have been pleased to see the level
of community awareness of this particular area increase
rapidly over the last 10 to 20 years. However, we as a
Parliament have a number of challenges still before us.
There is still a significant number of cases of
unreported family violence, which, of course, involve
mainly women. Another area in which this Parliament
has significant work to do, and which was touched on
by the member for Bulleen, is that great social taboo,
family violence perpetrated on men — although I
acknowledge that the majority of victims are women.
I wish the government well in its pilot program. I
commend it for trying a different approach. I hope the
level of evaluation flagged in its paper on this is in fact
conducted. Simply because a particular mechanism is a
great idea does not necessarily mean that it will work
well. I commend the government on its desire to move
forward on this and try something new. I wish it well in
the evaluation. As I said earlier, I regard this issue not
as a party-versus-party type of thing, which we see so
often in this chamber, but as one for which progressive
governments can build on the work of previous
governments. I wish the bill well and the government
well in its endeavours.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Women’s
Affairs) — As the member for Northcote and the
Minister for Women’s Affairs I am very proud to join
this debate on the Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence)
Bill, which was introduced to the house by the
Attorney-General.
This bill delivers on a promise made to the people of
Victoria, particularly the women of Victoria, in the
2000 election policy statement Working for Women —
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Labor’s Plan for Victoria’s Women. Part of what we
promised in that policy statement is delivered through
the introduction of the family violence division of the
Magistrates Court.
I am very proud to be part of a government that has a
women’s policy. I was pleased to hear that the other
side will be supporting this bill, and so it should. I
would be even more pleased to be able to say that the
other side has finally developed a women’s policy.
They did not have a women’s policy at the last election,
and, as I understand it, there has been no work on such
a policy.
Our policy is broadly around women’s safety, and that
is why this bill, which introduces the family violence
division of the Magistrates Court, is so significant. We
know family violence is one of the last great taboos. It
is an enormous blight on our community. It is
destroying families, it is destroying individuals and it is
being perpetrated and perpetuated through
intergenerational violence.
We know the statistics, and they are frightening. Let me
share them with the house. According to a recent
VicHealth report family violence is the leading
contributor to death, disability and illness among
women aged between 15 and 44 years. It is estimated
that approximately 100 000 Victorian women aged
15 years and above experience some form of family
violence in a year. Violence is experienced by 7 per
cent of the population aged 15 years plus, or about two
in five women aged 15 plus — 38 per cent experience it
in their lifetimes. These figures are staggering and point
to the need for the community, certainly led by this
government, to change the culture and do something
different. I congratulate the Attorney-General on
working so closely and effectively to produce this bill
and put forward this alternative to try to stop family
violence.
The work that Victoria Police is doing is also part of the
broad mosaic of our women’s safety strategy. The
social impacts from family violence are enormous, as
are the economic impacts on the community. Domestic
violence can involve the loss of jobs, the loss of
income, and there are costs to the government and the
community for our court system, our health system and
early intervention system.
I support this bill with great pride, because in
establishing the family violence courts we are taking an
important step towards a more effective response
against family violence. The key features of the bill, as
you know, are the establishment of the family violence
division of the Magistrates Court; the family violence
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intervention program, which involve the counselling
orders that are a corollary to the intervention orders —
the last figures we have for 2002–03 are pretty
horrendous, with 125 000 intervention orders being
issued in that year; and changes to the law and
procedure relating to family violence intervention
orders statewide.
The bill will establish the family violence division as a
centralised resource. Too often we have unfortunately
seen a scatter-gun approach to dealing with family
violence. This has been no-one’s fault in particular. It
has been growing exponentially in our community. It
has been surrounded by a lot of secrecy, a lot of shame
and, unfortunately, a cultural view that what goes on
inside the house is a matter for and the responsibility of
those within the house. We do not agree with that any
more. We see a cultural shift being led by this
government and agencies of this government,
particularly the police, that says domestic violence is
not just ‘a domestic’. Domestic violence, like any
violence, is a criminal assault and should be treated that
way.
As we know, the pilot project will be located in two
development sites of the family division in Heidelberg
and in Ballarat. The process will involve an order to
assess eligibility for counselling, and, if satisfied that
the defendant is eligible, the court will order attendance
at counselling. This is about changing the way men
view their rights and responsibilities towards their
partners, particularly their female partners and their
children. It is not good enough to bash your partner, no
matter how bad your day has been. This cultural change
has to occur if we are to stop family violence.
The bill will provide for better representation of
children’s interests. We know from police figures that
about 50 per cent of family violence reported and
attended to by the police involves children being
present. That is a very high proportion of an already
very high proportion of reports. As we now know, and
the evidence is quite clear, those children who are
witnessing family violence are affected by that family
violence, in some cases very, very substantially, and
sadly in some cases they grow up to repeat that
violence in their own families.
What are the benefits for women from this bill? We
know that, compared to other victims of violence,
women experiencing family violence are much less
likely to report to police; somewhat resistant at the
moment to going to general court; unlikely, sadly, in
some cases to seek support, although that is changing,
and I pay huge credit to those family services groups
that work very closely day and night with victims of
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family violence; and less likely to name the person who
committed the violence and call it violence.
A complex cultural problem still exists around family
violence. We understand that there are many reasons
for this. Many women are frightened to name the
perpetrator because of fear of further violence; many
women are frightened to leave the house because of
economic constraints; and many women have had
unsatisfactory experiences when they have called for
help. By providing women with a better justice
response as well as improved services, the family
violence court will lead to more women and children
receiving the support they need to puncture that cycle
of violence.
I want to pay particular tribute to the police code of
practice. Victoria Police’s new code of practice for the
investigation of family violence is a first. It is world
class and a world leader. The police followed the
direction of the government’s female safety strategy
and have implemented a new training code for all
police in attending family violence. I particularly
commend Christine Nixon for her outstanding
leadership as Chief Commissioner of Police in driving
this through a police force which has now accepted it
and has implemented it.
We have provided money for the courts, we have
provided money for alternative housing and we have
provided more money through government for family
violence networkers. We are taking this matter
seriously. We are working across government to ensure
that we do the best we possibly can to stop this cycle of
violence that is affecting so many of our women and so
many of our children. The women’s safety strategy is
guided by 11 ministers across government and three
statewide steering committees, two of which are jointly
convened by the Victoria Police and the Office of
Women’s Policy, and they comprise government and
community stakeholders. This is a serious attempt to try
to stop family violence — to stem the tide.
I commend this bill to the house, and I congratulate and
thank the Attorney-General for working so closely with
the Office of Women’s Policy and other areas of
government on introducing this groundbreaking
legislation.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — It gives me pleasure
to make a small contribution to debate on the
Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence ) Bill. In
preparing my comments in relation to this piece of
legislation I went to a research paper by Dr Kerry
Carrington because I thought it important to look at the
issues across Australia. We have heard from the
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minister who previously spoke of the incidence of
family violence in this state, but of course family
violence is something that occurs across the entire
country. Let us quickly look at a definition of family
violence. According to the commonwealth’s
Partnerships against Domestic Violence, domestic
violence or family violence occurs when a family
member, partner or ex-partner attempts to physically or
psychologically dominate or harm the other. Domestic
violence can be exhibited in many forms, including
physical violence, sexual abuse, emotional abuse,
intimidation, economic deprivation or threats of
violence. Domestic violence occurs in all geographic
areas of Australia and in all socioeconomic and cultural
groups, although domestic violence is a more
significant problem for certain areas and groups such as
regional and rural Australia and indigenous
communities. That saddens us very greatly.
The previous speaker also talked about the fact that
there is great reticence, particularly among women, to
report domestic or family violence. The observations in
the paper I referred to are that, as most incidents of
domestic violence often go unreported, it is very
difficult to measure the extent of the problem.
According to a study conducted in 1998 by Carlos
Carcach from the Australian Institute of Criminology,
most assaults against women where the victim knows
the offender actually go unreported. Furthermore, the
Australian Bureau of Statistics crime survey in 2002
estimates that only 31 per cent of victims of assault and
20 per cent of female victims of sexual assault report
the incidents to police.
The best indicators available to date about the levels of
violence against women in Australia are from the 1996
Australian Bureau of Statistics publication Women’s
Safety Survey. This found that 5.9 per cent of women
had experienced physical violence in the 12-month
period preceding the survey and 1.5 per cent had been
sexually assaulted. That is a very high figure. It also
found that 2.6 per cent of women who were married or
in a de facto relationship — that was 111 000 women in
Australia — had experienced violence by their current
partner in just the previous 12 months. Some 23 per
cent of women who had ever been married or been in a
de facto relationship had experienced violence in that
relationship, and 1.1 million women experienced
violence by a previous partner during and after the
relationship.
Women were nearly four times more likely to
experience violence by a man than by a woman. Of all
women in a current relationship, 9 per cent reported
some form of emotional abuse, which is defined as
manipulation, isolation or intimidation. Women who
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had experienced violence from their partner were
significantly more likely to experience emotional abuse
than those who had not; that was 59 per cent compared
with 4 per cent. Carcach and James from the Australian
Institute of Criminology also found that domestic
violence plays a significant role in the lead-up to lethal
violence, accounting for 27 per cent of all homicides in
Australia.
Another study found in 2002 that the majority of female
homicide victims were killed during domestic
altercations. In a follow-up, Jenny Mouzos and
Catherine Rushforth analysed the victim-offender
relationships for almost 4500 homicides that occurred
in Australia over the 12-year period from 1989 to 2002.
I will mention a couple of the statistics.
They found that on average there were 129 family
homicides each year, and 77 of these related to
domestic disputes. This document goes on to tell us that
children and young people are often those who are the
most affected by domestic violence; that domestic
violence occurs more greatly in rural and regional
communities, and that amongst indigenous
communities it is estimated that the rate of death from
interpersonal violence is 10.8 times higher than that for
the non-indigenous population.
We all know that the personal cost of domestic violence
and family violence is enormous, but there is also a
huge economic cost, and it has been estimated that the
result of family violence costs employers in this country
over $30 million a year. It is estimated that the indirect
cost overall for the economy is something like
$1 billion a year. Those are startling figures.
Briefly I want to mention that in the community
services portfolio, particularly within the community
care division, family violence support services are
offered. The aim of these is to reduce violence and
enhance the safety of people who experience or are
recovering from family violence through the provision
of support services. These are very important
particularly for women and children but also for men.
There is an issue in relation to the funding of the
program, and the community care policy and funding
plan for 2003–06 states:
The Family Violence Support Services … is partly funded by
Community Support Fund …

Its current funding agreement expires at the end of
June 2005. The continuation of this funding has not been
clarified to date, and that is an issue that really should be
addressed as soon as it possibly can. I note that according
to the forward estimates the actual amount to be spent on
family violence support services is going to be reduced
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over time. The budget for 2003–04 was $2.9 million and
it is the same for this year, but then the figure goes down
to $2.5 million. In this context, while it is very pleasing
to see this piece of legislation, I ask the government to
pay some attention to the funding of family support
services and instead of decreasing the amount to be
spent — with the incidence of family violence across the
nation, and particularly in Victoria, increasing — I would
have thought the minister would have been paying
particular attention to that trend.
Briefly the Liberal Party does not oppose the bill and
welcomes some of its provisions, including the
establishment of a separate court to deal with family
violence, which will be introduced in 2005. I
understand that the courts will be in Ballarat and
Heidelberg specifically because the incidence of family
violence in those areas is quite high.
The bill contains a number of other very important
provisions. I suppose those that appeal to me in
particular include the fact that for children there is a
choice between giving evidence in a witness box or via
a video link; that is a particularly good provision. It also
provides for counselling where someone is under a
family intervention order and says that the order cannot
be lifted unless it is seen that a person’s behaviour has
changed, and that is quite important.
The member for Shepparton indicated that she and I
were on a committee set up by a previous
Attorney-General, the Honourable Jan Wade. The
member for Brighton also indicated that that
Attorney-General introduced some very important
changes in this area of family violence. Along with
others, the member for Shepparton and I travelled
across Victoria talking to women and asking them
about the sorts of policies they wanted to see put in
place.
The thing we found most was that for a number of
women, particularly in regional areas, there is a great
deal of disconnection, and often a lack of knowledge
and understanding about the sort of assistance and
support they can receive. So the report we put forward
called Women on the Move detailed a number of policy
directions in relation to crisis centres, counselling and
training for police in dealing with child abuse and
families. I was very pleased to participate on that
committee and to talk to women across this state about
the things that were most important for them. I will end
my contribution there.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence) Bill 2004. It is
with great anticipation that I understand both the other
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parties are supporting the bill so we can go forward
unified on this matter.
I want to talk about some of the underlying problems
with family violence that other speakers have touched
upon. It is a sad fact that family violence — it used to
be known as domestic violence — is not a domestic
matter; it is a crime, a criminal act. When it comes to
the crime of family violence, sadly the figures speak for
themselves. One in four women has experienced or will
experience family violence in their lifetime, and those
are dreadful statistics.
The magnitude of that devastating statistic becomes
even greater when we realise that many women —
some of the research indicates 80 per cent — will never
report the violence that they experience. I acknowledge
that there is family violence against men too, but it is
overwhelmingly against women.
There are many reasons why the victims fail to report.
They feel ashamed; somehow they feel that the
problem is of their own making, but nevertheless, they
do not report. As a society we struggle to understand
the nature and extent of this crime, although I think our
understanding of it is increasing. Up to this point we
have never really been able to frame an adequate
response to the problem.
The Bracks government seeks to break the silence that
has been the home of offenders. It is the silence that
they thrive upon. It is that silence that allows this crime
to persist. We believe that our courts play a critical role
in breaking the cycle of violence. It is also our focus to
be tough on crime. We need to be serious about
tackling the causes of this crime, because as I said, this
is a crime; it is a criminal offence.
The family violence division of the Magistrates Court
was announced in 2002 in our election policy statement
Working for Women — Labor’s Plan for Victoria’s
Women. The family violence division will draw on the
experience of other specialist family violence courts
already established here in Australia and overseas. The
bill will establish a family violence division of the
Magistrates Court and amend other areas of the law
relating to family violence. I will go through them
briefly.
It will simplify access to the justice system for those
involved in family violence; increase recognition of the
rights of children as people affected by family violence;
create a fairer legal response to family violence;
facilitate respect for the rights of and better safety for
people who have experienced family violence; make
accountable people who use violence in that family
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context; and improve integration of the justice system
with other support services for women, children and
men involved in family violence.
I know there are a number of my colleagues who wish
to speak on this bill, so I will confine my remarks to
those few points. I thank the Liberal Party and The
Nationals for their support with this bill. I commend the
bill to the house, and I also commend the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Women’s
Affairs for bringing the bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The SPEAKER — Order! After yesterday’s
question time a number of members complained that
they were unable to hear what was being said, both in
terms of the questions being asked and more
particularly the answers being given by ministers. It is
the right of every member in this house to be able to
hear what is going on in question time and to be able to
hear the contributions being made by other members. I
therefore ask members today to enforce rigorous
self-control during question time, and I advise them that
if they are either unwilling or unable to do so, I shall
assist them in that matter by using the standing orders
and the powers vested under the standing orders.

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier confirm that
he instructed his backbench in writing to avoid
answering embarrassing constituent criticism about the
decision to toll Scoresby by claiming — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Macedon and the member for Benambra!
Mr Plowman — We can’t hear.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am not quite sure if
members of the government were listening to me a
moment ago, but I will reiterate it. If I cannot hear the
members who are on their feet asking questions or
ministers answering, I shall remove the members
concerned from the chamber immediately. I ask
members of the government to be quiet.
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Mr DOYLE — Thank you, Speaker. My question is
to the Premier. Can the Premier confirm that he
instructed his backbench in writing to avoid answering
embarrassing constituent criticism about the decision to
toll Scoresby by claiming probity ‘prevents comment
on the tolling decision’?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order!
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — First of all, could I
thank the opposition leader for his question, and what
an intriguing question, because of course once these
matters — that is, large projects — go out for
expressions of interest or tender, it is always the case
that you have to be careful about what communication
you have with the people who are tendering for those
projects.
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Scoresby!
Mr BRACKS — That is not just standard practice,
it is good practice, and it is practice — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Scoresby and Doncaster will cease interjecting in that
manner.
Mr BRACKS — Those probity issues are practices
which this side of the house adheres to. We know from
experience that the other side of the house has never
ever held these probity issues as important matters.

Economy: government performance
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — My question is to the
Premier. Can the Premier advise the house about the
most recent evidence that demonstrates the success of
our government’s economic policies?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The members will put
those documents down. I warn the member for
Mornington that if he continues to interject in that
manner I will remove him from the house. Members
know quite well that it is inappropriate to hold
documents up in the air, which he was doing.
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Mr BRACKS — I am very pleased to inform the
house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — There is a lot of good news in
those documents. Speaker, I am very pleased to inform
the house that the total building approvals for
August 2004 — that is, the latest building approvals for
2004 — show that Victoria again — —
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr BRACKS — That is exactly what we are doing.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr BRACKS — We know that each month over
the last 18 months building approvals have been more
than $1 billion — some few commentators said we
could not continue with building approvals above
$1 billion — but on release of the figures for August
2004 they again show that building approvals have
exceeded $1 billion. In fact — —
Mr Perton interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Doncaster!
Mr BRACKS — In fact they are much in excess of
that $1 billion — $1.37 billion. That is 10.9 per cent in
excess of building approvals for the same period last
year, which is a great outcome. So from August last
year to August this year, we have building approvals
going up a full 10.9 per cent.
Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will not warn the
member for Scoresby again.
Mr BRACKS — That now means we have had
19 consecutive months of building approvals in excess
of $1 billion — a great outcome for our government; a
great economic activity. This is the pipeline effect. As
approvals come into building contracts and activities,
the pipeline means that effectively jobs are created.
What these building approvals mean is new jobs for
Victoria. The Australian Bureau of Statistics figures
today show that there are 5000 more jobs in Victoria,
jobs that were created in the last month, which brings
the new jobs in the last year to some 48 000.
I will go to one of the stunning outcomes as part of
these building approvals, and that is the excellent and
superior performance of provincial and country
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Victoria. If you look at provincial and country Victoria,
you see the building approvals were $363 million. We
have already mentioned the 10.9 per cent higher
building approvals, but when it comes to country
Victoria, building approvals were 39 per cent higher.
I shall just refer to parts of the state where these
building approvals were up. In the south-west of the
state — the honourable member for Ripon would be
very pleased with these figures — there is something
like a 45 per cent increase in building approvals, which
is $111 million in new building approvals. If you go to
the north-west of the state, the honourable member for
Mildura, for example, will be pleased to know there has
been a 22 per cent increase in building approvals.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass!
Mr Smith — I didn’t say anything!
Mr BRACKS — There was a 22 per cent increase
in the north-west, so building approvals there are up
some $55 million. In north-central Victoria building
approvals are up 82 per cent.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Speaker, as
the Premier is reading from a document, which the
opposition believes is page 18 of ‘Building a better
future’, would he like to table the document for the
benefit of the house?
The SPEAKER — Order! Is the Premier reading
from a documents, or is he using notes?
Mr BRACKS — I am using handwritten notes on
the excellent building approvals in Victoria, Speaker.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BRACKS — In north-central Victoria, for
example, I am sure the member for Seymour will be
pleased to note that building approvals have increased
82 per cent, which is a stunning outcome over the last
12 months. In the north-east, the honourable member
for Murray Valley will be interested to note, there has
been a 9 per cent — not big, but still 9 per cent — or
$41 million increase in building approvals. In
Gippsland — —
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is virtually making a ministerial statement. He
has now been going for just on 5 minutes, and I ask you
to direct him to conclude his answer.
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The SPEAKER — Order! There have been a
number of interruptions while the Premier has been
speaking, but he has been speaking for some time so I
ask him to conclude his answer.
Mr BRACKS — I am happy to finish with figures
on one more region, which of course is Gippsland. I
know the honourable members for Morwell, Narracan,
Gippsland East, Gippsland South and others would note
that building approvals in Gippsland have gone up
some $92 million, which is a 58 per cent increase. You
would expect that with the announcement of the new
Morwell police law complex, for which there will be an
injection of $25 million into that economy, making it
the biggest project currently being undertaken in
Victoria.
So we are making it happen in country Victoria. That is
what the cooperative marketing campaign that we have
with local councils is selling. It is happening. There has
been a stunning increase in building approvals. We
have very few people who are talking down our
economy. It is worth noting, though, and I am sure the
house would be shocked and surprised to note, that one
of the few people who have been talking down the
economy has been the opposition leader here in
Victoria, who said — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is now debating the question, and you have
previously ordered him to conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
conclude his answer, as I asked him to do before.
Mr BRACKS — I will, Speaker. The Victorian
economy is thriving, it is buoyant and it is going well.
We have seen building approvals at a record high.
There have been 19 consecutive months of
$1 billion-plus building approvals — and in country
Victoria — an outstanding result right across the state.
We are growing the economic pie and we are managing
the budget well, just as after this weekend I expect
Mark Latham to be managing the budget and economy
well in Australia.

Employment: rural and regional Victoria
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is to the Treasurer.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable member
for Narracan will cease interjecting in that manner, as
will the member for Bass.
Mr RYAN — I refer to the Premier’s answer and I
also refer the Treasurer to his comments in this
morning’s Age newspaper, where he refers to
employment growth in Victoria in the 12 months to
August this year. I ask: is the Treasurer aware that the
very same statistics show that total employment in
regional Victoria in the same period fell by 8000, or by
1 per cent?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — What I can tell the
house, because I addressed the Housing Industry
Association (HIA) economic forecasting breakfast
yesterday and took the opportunity to outline there
some of the excellent — —
Mr Honeywood — Do the master builders invite
you?
Mr BRUMBY — They do, actually, yes. They do
not invite you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to stop speaking. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will stop interjecting in that manner across
the table, and the Treasurer will make his remarks
through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — I think organisations like the
HIA — and the Master Builders Association of
Victoria, of course — are particularly impressed with
the opposition’s $26 billion plan for undergrounding
powerlines in Victoria. They think that requires an
extraordinary amount of hard work and perspicacity!
I did take out some information. Since the Bracks
government was first elected in excess of 200 000 new
jobs have been generated in Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — I heard the interjection. The rate
of job growth in Victoria since the election of the
Bracks government in October 1999 has been 9.9 per
cent. The average for Australia has been 9.6 per cent, so
we have been generating jobs at a faster rate. The
unemployment rate in country Victoria over the last
year is well below the unemployment rate as it was in
1999 under the former Kennett government.
Whether you are looking at jobs generated, the
unemployment rate or building approvals, or whether
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you are looking at the capital works, which I outlined to
Parliament yesterday, there is absolutely no doubt that
country Victoria today is thriving compared with what
it was in 1998–99 under the Kennett government.

Hospitals: bulk-billing services
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Health. Can the Minister
advise the house what the Bracks government is doing
to improve access to bulk-billing GP services in
community health centres that will also reduce demand
on emergency departments at Victorian hospitals and
any risks to the success of this strategy?
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I thank the
member for Mulgrave for his question and commend
him, as my parliamentary secretary, on the excellent
work that he is doing in supporting our community
health centres. I recently announced an allocation of
$2.8 million for the GPs-in-community-health-centres
strategy. That forms the first instalment of what is an
$8 million project, an investment over the next four years
to improve access to bulk-billing services by GPs.
With the $2.8 million, this first instalment, we will be
establishing 14 new bulk-billing services and we will
be extending bulk-billing services to a whole range of
other communities. These communities are in
metropolitan and in regional and rural Victoria —
places like the Yarra Valley, Wyndham, Shepparton,
Echuca and Orbost. It really is a very successful
strategy.
The initiative is a win for local communities because
they will now have access to bulk-billing services,
which of course people know have been declining, and
it also means that we will have a reduction in those
primary care-type patients who are coming into hospital
emergency departments. It is no secret that under the
Howard government in Canberra we have seen average
bulk-billing rates in Victoria plummet from almost
80 per cent in 1997 to 65 per cent in 2004. I think most
people across Victoria, except the honourable member
for Warrandyte, are concerned that the access to
bulk-billing services has declined, because it makes it
harder for families and members of the community.
Certainly people on our side of the house are concerned
about this matter and want to support initiatives that
actually change that picture.
Of course we know that there is a nexus between access
to bulk-billing and after-hours GP services and
presentations by primary care-type patients to
emergency departments. The all-party Family and
Community Development Committee’s inquiry report
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that was recently tabled in this Parliament demonstrated
that that link is there, and of course it is substantial.
In the federal electorate of McEwen, for example,
bulk-billing rates are down 14.4 per cent.
Mr Mulder interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Polwarth will behave himself or I will ask him to leave
the chamber.
Ms PIKE — The link is apparent. Everyone can see
the link, except obviously the Prime Minister, John
Howard, the federal health minister, Tony Abbott, and
maybe some members of the opposition here in
Victoria. It is a great pity that they have not proceeded
with the planned co-located bulk-billing clinics at a
number of our hospitals. We know that in Werribee, for
example, 68 per cent of people coming into the
emergency department are category 4 and 5 primary
care-type patients who would otherwise — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask members of the
opposition, particularly the member for Hawthorn and
the Leader of the Opposition, to be quiet.
Ms PIKE — Whilst the Howard government is
gutting Medicare, our government is taking action to
bring bulk-billing services back to the community. It is
investing in the health system and particularly in that
very important aspect of the health system —
community health. The Howard government, in
mismanaging Medicare, presiding over the decline in
bulk-billing and putting pressure on Victorian
emergency departments, has to bear a great deal of
responsibility in this area. In contrast what we really
need to see are policies that restore bulk-billing rates to
80 per cent — —
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the basis of being succinct I ask you to ask the minister
to conclude her answer. She has been speaking for over
5 minutes.
Mr Hulls interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the
Attorney-General not to interrupt in that manner. I ask
the Minister for Health to conclude her answer.
Ms PIKE — Thank you, Speaker. What we need to
see is a party with a range of policies which restore
bulk-billing rates to their 80 per cent level, which
provide universal hospital access for people over 75 —
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a Medicare Gold strategy — and which invest in
building a health care work force. All we get are falling
bulk-billing rates, high private health insurance
premiums for people over 75 and of course a decline in
the available places in our universities. Victorians have
a choice; we can turn this situation around. The Bracks
government is doing its part, but we need national
policies, and Medicare Gold provides that framework.

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: freedom of
information
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to the
claim by his office yesterday that the reason the two
leaked Scoresby tolling documents were not released
under freedom of information (FOI) was because a
search was conducted only by title of document rather
than content. I ask: given that the title Scoresby —
Integrated Transport Corridor Project: Potential
Procurement Models clearly satisfies the opposition’s
FOI request, why does his office continue to lie?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — As I indicated
yesterday, the FOI officers act independently under the
act, and references — —
Mr Perton interjected.
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Victoria’s regions in its latest round of tourism
funding?
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, I
want your clarification as to whether this deals with
state administration rather than, as the question
indicated — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members trying to raise
points of order in the house should be able to do so
without interjections from both sides of the table.
Mr Plowman — As I was saying, rather than
dealing solely with the federal administration at which
the question was directed, I ask your advice as to
whether the question deals solely with state
administration.
Mr Pandazopoulos — On the point of order,
Speaker, the member being the representative of a great
tourism region, should be aware that the federal
government and the state government do have a lot of
cooperation in joint tourism marketing campaigns. We
often provide state dollars to federal tourism marketing
campaigns and that is exactly what this question is all
about.
Honourable members interjecting.

Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER — Order! I have given members
many warnings, including the member for Doncaster, to
whom I gave a final warning earlier. Under sessional
order 10 I now suspend him from the house for half an
hour.
Honourable member for Doncaster withdrew from
chamber.
Questions resumed.
QUESTIONSWITHOUTNOTICE

Mr BRACKS (Premier) — Those decisions are
made independently by the FOI officers and that is how
it should be under the act and how it will be under this
government under the act in the future.

Tourism: funding
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My
question is for the Minister for Tourism. Given the
importance of Victoria’s $10 billion tourism industry,
will the minister advise the house of the impact of the
federal government’s decision to ignore many of

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Benambra! I do not uphold the point of order. The
minister is able to answer the question to the extent that
it relates to Victorian government business.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Minister for
Tourism) — The house would be aware that the
tourism industry is important for Victoria. As the
member said in his question, it is a $10 billion industry.
For us to grow the industry it is important that we work
closely with the federal government and its tourism
agencies and make sure that whatever investment we
are making at the state level is maximised by effort at
the national level, and of course that it benefits all of
Australia and all of the tourism industry.
We put a lot of state dollars into international marketing
campaigns and into national and domestic marketing
campaigns with them. But it is frustrating that in order
to get the best results for Victoria we obviously need
federal resources going into the areas that benefit our
state as well. We have been very tolerant in recent
years. When we saw the collapse of Ansett and the
events of 11 September the federal government did not
put extra resources in, but we as a state did. We were
flying the flag for Australia overseas and were boosting
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international marketing campaigns. We were very
tolerant.
The response to these international and domestic crises
was a See Australia campaign, and that was about
encouraging — with the states — Australians to have a
look at their own backyard and travel around Australia.
Despite our giving dollars to that campaign with other
states, we tolerated it showing only outback Australia
and the northern Queensland beaches. We were
prepared to tolerate it as part of a joint national effort to
encourage the growth of the tourism industry in
Australia in a cooperative way.
Then we asked what we were doing overseas. The
states should not bankroll marketing campaigns
overseas when the rest of Australia is going to benefit.
The federal government, thankfully, responded with
extra international marketing campaigns. But it was a
disappointment to us to see the latest campaign, See
Australia in a Different Light, and to find that despite
these international marketing campaigns — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — Not one image of
Victoria is used in these international marketing
campaigns! It is lousy that despite the use of Australian
and Victorian taxpayer dollars these boosted marketing
campaigns offshore do not show one Victorian tourism
icon — not the Great Ocean Road, not the Grampians
and not our great major events. No filming was done
here in Victoria. Every state and territory had filming
done for these campaigns except Victoria, and that is a
massive disappointment. But again, in order to be
supportive of showcasing Australia offshore we were
prepared to bite the bullet on this issue.
But I am not prepared to bite the bullet any longer over
the Australian tourism development program. The
federal government promised us that in domestic
marketing campaigns it would not only seek advice from
the state government but also put dollars into regional
marketing campaigns that aligned with state government
and tourism industry dollars. The reason the federal
government said that was to not undermine the
marketing campaigns that the private sector, the tourism
industry and the state government were putting on to
promote regional tourism. I am very disappointed to
advise the house that despite the federal government
asking us for those priorities, only one of our five
priorities has been funded. Only one Victorian region
priority has been funded, and that is the goldfields — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
South-West Coast and the member for Yuroke! I ask
them to cease interjecting across the table.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The priorities we
have for tourism in Victoria, where we were prepared
to put up our tourism dollars in order to get maximum
growth out of tourism — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Bass!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — The first priority is
the Great Alpine Road, linking north-east Victoria with
the wonderful Gippsland region. Did our no. 1 priority
get funding? No. Our second priority was the Yarra
Valley region. Did it get funding? No.
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! If I hear one more word
from the member for Bass he will be removed from the
chamber as well. The minister, to continue.
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — You would think that
then they might fund one of our — —
Mr Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will not return comments of the Speaker in that manner.
It is inappropriate. One more word and I shall suspend
him from the chamber!
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — You would think that
if the federal government was not going to fund the top
two priorities it might fund one of the other top five
priorities, with maybe more than one campaign being
funded for Victoria. The Great Ocean Road was in the
top five priorities, but there was no funding for that
region. The Mornington Peninsula was another priority,
but there was no funding for that. There is one common
denominator — —
Mr Andrews interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Mulgrave!
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Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, on
the basis of being succinct, I ask you to ask the minister
to conclude his answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
conclude his answer.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS — There is one common
denominator: four out of the five regions that were not
funded have federal coalition MPs. The one that was
funded has a Labor MP who is advocating for tourism.
At the same level we do not see any of the MPs from
the regions that are not funded — the member for
Benambra, the member for Benalla, the member for
Murray Valley, the member for Nepean, the member
for Mornington and the member for Polwarth — out
there supporting tourism. We are putting state dollars in
there, but their federal colleagues are not even putting
in one cent!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded his answer.

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: tolls
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier confirm — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the member for
Keilor and the member for Yan Yean to be quiet. That
will do!
Mr DOYLE — Can the Premier confirm that he
issued an instruction detailed in another leaked
memorandum, this time of 29 April 2003, that he would
only sign letters to people who have congratulated him
on the Scoresby decision and that his chief of staff
would sign all letters to people who have criticised
Labor’s broken promise?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order! The member for Mornington!
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — Could I again reiterate
that on the question which the Leader of the Opposition
has raised the absolute hypocrisy of the other side has no
bounds — absolutely no bounds. There is no doubt in the
mind of anyone in this house or this community that the
Liberals in Victoria like tolls. Their track record about
tolls is reaffirmed by the Leader of the Opposition. What
I say to the Leader of the Opposition is this: very soon
we will be deciding on the tenders — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I remind members of
what I said earlier, that all members have the right to be
able to hear what is being said in the chamber. I ask
members to consider other members and show some
courtesy to each other.
Mr BRACKS — Very soon the tender for the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway will be picked. When that
tender is picked we will be signing contracts. That will
be happening very soon. It will then be up to the
opposition whether it confirms or does not confirm this
matter.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington!
Mr BRACKS — This is a responsible decision for
the future of Victoria. It means that this highway will be
built. It will have great benefits for the state. We are
very proud of what we have achieved and we are very
proud of what will be delivered in the future.

Prisoners: name changes
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My question is
to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Can
the minister outline to the house what steps the
government is taking to prevent violent offenders
changing their names whilst in prison?
Mr HAERMEYER (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) — I thank the member for Mill
Park for her question because what she raises is a very
important issue. I have been made aware this morning
of media reports of a very high-profile male prisoner
intending to change his name from a male name to a
female name. Whilst I am not aware whether the
prisoner has made an application, it certainly does raise
a very serious issue because the individual concerned
has perpetrated a number of very heinous murders of
innocent women. That same individual has recently
been assessed for gender reassignment and rejected. I
believe — and I think most members of this house and
the community would believe — the ongoing frivolous
behaviour on the part of this individual is deeply
offensive to the victims in particular. That same
individual also recently caused grief by sending
unwelcome correspondence to members of his family.
Today I have instructed the Department of Justice to
prepare appropriate legislation or regulatory options to
restrict prisoners from changing their names for
frivolous and improper purposes. Prisoners will first
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have to establish a genuine need to the satisfaction of
the Secretary of the Department of Justice before such
requests will be considered.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer, if he
is quoting from a document, to table the document for
the house.

I have also given a reference to the newly created
independent Corrections Inspectorate to determine how
we can establish better control over unwanted prisoner
correspondence, without impacting upon the legitimate
and mutually accepted correspondence between
prisoners and their families and lawyers and others.

Mr BRUMBY — I am happy to table the
document. There are more interesting statistics on it, if
you like, such as that Victoria’s strong record on jobs
growth will continue, and:

I am also pleased to advise the house that having only
just very recently established the victims of crime
register, we have now had over 70 expressions of
interest from victims seeking to be included on that
register. Having victims names on that register will
assist correctional authorities in future to ensure that
prisoners are unable to correspond with their victims
outside. It is totally improper that victims continue to be
terrorised and victimised by prisoners from within their
prison cells. It is something that this government will
not tolerate, and the actions that we have taken in recent
times underscore that commitment.

Employment: rural and regional Victoria
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — My
question is again to the Treasurer. I refer to the
Treasurer’s answer to my previous question and his
bold assertions as to his government’s supposed
achievements regarding regional unemployment rates,
and I ask: given that in October 1999 the regional
unemployment rate was 7.1 per cent whereas in August
this year it was 7.7 per cent, will the Treasurer now
correct the record and apologise for misleading the
house?
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — I will, actually,
because in my answer before I indicated that since the
Bracks government had been elected in October 1999
employment had grown by 9.9 per cent. That was the
figure I used when addressing the Housing Industry
Association yesterday. I have information in a
question-time brief today. The unemployment figures
released today show that in fact since the election of the
Bracks government there has been an increase of
224 400 jobs, which represents a growth rate of
10.2 per cent, not 9.9 per cent, and is the second highest
of all the states, and above the national average.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has indicated that he is quoting from a
document and I ask that he make it available to the
house.

Economy forecast to grow at 3.25 per cent
Exports recovering and to grow at 23.6 per cent next financial
year …
Strong population growth, approaching 5 million Victorians
Record infrastructure spending
Strong construction pipeline …

I am very happy to table it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The document is given
to the Clerk, who then makes it available to members.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Wrong Clark!

Rural and regional Victoria: government
initiatives
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — My question is to the
Minister for State and Regional Development. Can the
minister update the house on the latest developments in
the Make it Happen in Provincial Victoria campaign
and the community’s response?
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I just heard an interjection, ‘More
good news’ — and that is what this is, more good news
for country Victoria. As members are aware, we
recently launched stage 2 of the Make it Happen in
Provincial Victoria campaign. This campaign, which is
about living, working and investing in Victoria’s
magnificent regions — provincial Victoria — has been
a huge success already. I am pleased to advise the
house today that in the first three weeks of the new
campaign, which started just at the end of September,
we have already had more than 170 000 hits on the web
site, the provincialvictoria.vic.gov.au site. That comes
on top of the 360 000 hits that we had in stage 1.
I am advised that councils have been inundated with
inquiries. There have been more than 200 phone
inquiries to councils from individuals, families and
businesses in Melbourne looking at relocating. We have
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had record inquiries to the Victorian government stand
at the recent Melbourne show.

business. Upper house members in the New South
Wales Parliament are not relevant.

We have had a huge number of third party
endorsements for this campaign. Darren Chester —
well known to the Leader of The Nationals — of
Champions of the Bush said what a great campaign this
is and that it:

Mr BRUMBY — There is a lesson in this for the
opposition, because here we — —

… is helping to raise awareness in metropolitan areas about
the great lifestyle we can offer people with appropriate skills
to move out of the rat race and enjoy country life.

Cr Lisa Mahood, of the Australian Regional Cities
group, again endorsing it, said, ‘we can’t wait for it to
happen’ and called it an ‘outstanding success’. I even
have — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
having some difficulty following the Treasurer’s
answer. I wonder whether he could confirm that he is
reading from page 18 of the key lines document?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY — Amongst the third party
endorsements, I have one from a state National Party
member of Parliament, who refers to ‘a simple
advertising campaign’ which could:

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition! I ask members to cease interjecting and
allow the Treasurer to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — When you look at the population
growth you see it is more than 1 per cent, and when you
look at the record level of building approvals which the
Premier announced today and at the great lifestyle
opportunities, you see why a huge number of people —
regional councils, regional businesses, employer
organisations, the regional cities group — are all getting
behind this great campaign, and you have MPs of other
political parties in other states saying what a great
initiative it is and urging their governments to follow it.
The only people bagging it, the only people talking
down country Victoria, are you hopeless lot.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is enough. Question
time has now expired.

MAGISTRATES’ COURT (FAMILY
VIOLENCE) BILL
Second reading

… highlight to the people of Melbourne the advantages of
living in a regional area —

and it goes on to describe this as a ‘sensible initiative’.
The question is, who is this enlightened National Party
MP? Is it one of the Peters — you know, Ryan, Hall or
Walsh? Do you know the answer?
The SPEAKER — Order! That will do.
Mr Plowman — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now clearly debating the question and I ask
you to bring him back to the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! Yes, it is not the
occasion to canvas a guessing game in the chamber. I
ask the Treasurer to conclude his answer.
Mr BRUMBY — Thank you, Speaker, I am happy
to provide the answer. To find the National Party MP
concerned you have to go all the way to the Honourable
Melinda Pavey, MLC, who happens to be a New South
Wales upper house National Party member.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
confine his comments to Victorian government

Debate resumed.
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — Women and children
are most unsafe from violence in their own homes. It is
often been said that a man’s home is his castle. Why is
it that an increasing number of women and children do
not have the same entitlement — where their home is
also their castle, their sanctuary, their place of safety
and peace, and a place they can share with others where
love and respect form the foundations of that home?
I am proud to be a member of a government that is
recognising the huge extent to which domestic violence
is impacting on families throughout the state and is
taking action to ensure that the prevalence of this social
disease is diminishing. That is why I am so very
pleased to be supporting the Magistrates’ Court (Family
Violence Bill.
The main elements of this bill will see, firstly, the
establishment of the family violence division of the
Magistrates’ Court, which will be piloted in Heidelberg
and Ballarat. I think the establishment of these courts
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demonstrates a fairly proactive government which is
addressing the needs and acknowledging the reality that
women who are victims of domestic violence deserve a
different form of justice. The Magistrates Court has to
be seen to be more flexible, and that is what the
establishment of these new family courts is going to
provide.
Another very proactive element to this bill is the fact
that magistrates will now have the power to make
orders for perpetrators of violence to undergo
counselling, which I think is a very good step instead of
a magistrate ordering the application of an intervention
order, and letting the perpetrator go away without
addressing the elements of the violent behaviour.
Anglicare in Lilydale has had amazing results with a
family violence program that looks at the behaviour of
the perpetrator and encourages them to understand that
they have a responsibility to alter their behaviour. The
family violence program that is being offered there has
done wonders, and the centre is inundated with people
requiring its service. It has group counselling, which
according to a report called ‘A far cry in the east’ that
Jim Allen from Anglicare produced is very effective for
the perpetrators. I think that is also a possibility for the
counselling element in this bill. The Anglicare program
also has an element where it looks at the behaviour of
the perpetrators. It covers counselling for the women
who are generally the victims and assists them as well.
It facilitates the continuance of the relationship in many
cases, so I think that is terrific. I would like to
congratulate Anglicare and say how worth while its
programs are. The continuation of funding will enable
those programs to remain.
There are going to be various changes to the laws and
procedures relating to intervention orders, and to how
victims, mainly women and children, can give evidence
as well. I think that is important, because I have
witnessed quite a few applications for intervention
orders in the Magistrates Court and I understand how
intimidating that can be to some women who have been
affected by domestic violence and then must endure a
very confronting way of giving evidence. It is very
intimidating. These changes allow for the use of video
links and affidavits in the event that a victim finds it too
intimidating. The bill provides greater flexibility for
magistrates to hear intervention orders.
Another fantastic initiative contained within this bill is
that the family violence court will have the power to
order perpetrators to undergo counselling. I want to
congratulate Anglicare especially with regard to this.
The member for Evelyn, the member for Monbulk and
I have been great supporters of Anglicare. We recently
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attended the 10th anniversary of its program. At the
event perpetrators — who in this case were men —
spoke about how being involved in this program had
changed their lives. I want to focus on the fact that
counselling is very important.
I congratulate this government on its other initiatives
surrounding domestic violence, and that includes the
Victoria Police code of practice. The government has
been a partner with Victoria Police regarding this. I also
congratulate the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, who has been a strong advocate for
the reduction of family violence.
I also note the VicHealth report, which other members
have spoken about and which other members will speak
about. There were some horrifying statistics in that
report about the burden of disease. Most terrifying to
me was the statistic that more than half the homicides
and violence resulting in the death of women were
perpetrated by an intimate partner. That highlights how
strongly the government has to take leadership on this
issue. I am so glad that this government is doing that.
I want to briefly say that when the federal government
wants to be tokenistic, and in realising that family
violence is a huge issue it creates an advertising
campaign — right at election time — it is a sad
indictment of its lack of understanding and lack of
respect towards women in our community. The
advertising campaign implied that domestic violence
was always physical. If we encourage that type of
thinking in our community, the only time that people
will take notice of domestic violence is when they see
bruises. That ignores the fact that the most common
form of domestic violence is emotional, financial,
psychological and verbal. We need to look at that.
Thank goodness as a government we are no longer
hiding our heads in the sand, and we are taking
proactive measures to ensure that domestic violence is
reduced. Hopefully one day it will be eliminated.
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — It gives me a great deal
of pleasure to join the debate on the Magistrates’ Court
(Family Violence) Bill. Nothing could be more
devastating to any family than an incident of domestic
violence within it. I have no sympathy for any
offender — in fact to me any person who commits a
violent act against a female is the scum of the earth. I
know it can be the reverse in some situations, but the
main offenders are the males in some of these
relationships. While I do not have any sympathy for
any offender, I have a lot of sympathy for the
victims — especially the children — and also for the
police who are caught up in the middle of some of these
horrific situations.
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It is a real shame that 80 per cent of family violence is
never reported. I find it very difficult to accept some of
the reasons women give for not reporting family
violence. Some women blame themselves for domestic
violence. Some women say they deserved it — and I
could never ever understand why people would say
that. I cannot imagine what these women are going
through when they give reasons like that.
The Liberal Party has put out a position paper on
domestic violence because it feels so strongly about it. I
thank the Honourable Wendy Lovell, a member for
North Eastern Province in the other place, for the
enormous amount of work she has done.
The police and victims, as I mentioned, are in very
difficult situations. What normally happens is that
domestic violence occurs late on a Friday or Saturday
night. The police receive a phone call from someone,
they attend and assess the situation, and they realise
they need an interim intervention order. The way it
works at the moment is totally unrealistic. The police
officers have to go back to the police station; type up an
incident sheet; fax off the sheet to a magistrate or court
registrar at maybe 2, 3 or 4 o’ clock in the morning;
wait for the magistrate or court registrar to read the case
and approve it — or not approve it — and fax it back.
The other day I was down at Warrnambool where there
was a domestic violence situation at 2 o’clock in the
morning. The police there had to fax the sheet to a
magistrate in Melbourne and then wait for it to be sent
back so they could go and serve the interim intervention
order. What we are suggesting for the sake of the
victims and to speed up the process is that when a
police officer arrives at the scene of domestic
violence — and domestic violence is a messy
situation — they should be able to telephone a
magistrate or a court registrar and say, ‘This is the
situation. We need to issue an interim intervention
order immediately’. After the police officer has
explained the case, a magistrate or court registrar
would, if convinced, give an authorisation number there
are then. The police officer could then write out a form
and say to the offender, ‘Here is an interim intervention
order. If you come within 100’ — or 200 or 400 —
‘metres of this house, we have the power to lock you
up’. It could be given right there and then and be
effective immediately.
Another suggestion put forward by the police force is
that rather than having to make a phone call you should
be able to get permission from a senior police officer
such as a sergeant, a senior sergeant or above. A senior
police officer could be given the power to write out an
interim intervention order, which could then be given to
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the offender right there and then and be effective
immediately. When you look at the police power to
issue warrants or the power to enter, you can see that it
is a reasonable suggestion for the protection of victims
right there and then. It would be issued immediately
rather than taking up to 4 hours to be issued.
The proposal is that it would only apply until the case
could be heard before a Magistrates Court, whether that
is within a 72-hour or a 48-hour time frame. The
magistrate could then determine whether the interim
intervention order should be extended or whether it
should be revoked. That would be a matter for the
court, but in the meantime the mother and the children
could stay in the house with a reasonable assurance that
the offender would not come back. If the offender were
determined and came back, the police could act
immediately and have the offender locked up, and I
think that is appropriate. We certainly would not have
any sympathy for him.
As for the provision of services — and I know this is
difficult for the Department of Human Services — if an
incident happens at 2.00 or 3.00 in the morning and the
mother and children do not feel safe in a house because
they have a real fear that the offender may come back,
they should be removed from that situation, yet the
Department of Human Services and its associated
agencies are not available to provide services for the
mothers and children in all cases. That is something
both sides of the house need to work harder on in order
to ensure that the services are available out of hours. It
is a fat lot of good having excellent services running
from 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 a.m., Monday to Friday, if
unfortunately that is not when domestic violence
happens. We need to make sure that we have those
services available in all cases involving mothers and
their children having to be removed from their homes.
This is an issue that both sides of the house can work on
together in order to make the system more efficient for
the police force and more workable and effective for
the victims and their children. We should all work
together to try to lessen the incidence of domestic
violence. We also need to increase the rate of reporting,
given that women are often too frightened to report
domestic violence. As I said earlier, I cannot imagine
what these women are going through when they are too
scared to report domestic violence because of the
repercussions. Because of that we need to work harder
to make sure that they can feel safe and that the
problem can be fixed. With that, I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — It is my privilege to
make a contribution on the Magistrates’ Court (Family
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Violence) Bill this afternoon. I will quote from what is
probably one of the most important pieces of research
in the area of family violence. The research, which was
conducted by our own VicHealth and released earlier
this year, is entitled The Health Costs of Violence —
Measuring the Burden of Disease Caused by Intimate
Partner Violence. I cannot recommend the report more
highly to any member of this house who has not got a
copy of it or has not read it. It is information which we
all as policy and legislation makers should know inside
out and back to front. The report quotes Bob Pease,
associate professor of social work at RMIT University:
Cross-cultural research demonstrates that gender inequality is
the most significant cause of men’s violence against women.
The policy implications for reducing gendered violence seem
clear from this research. We need to reduce the gender power
inequality between men and women if we are going to
effectively address the problem of men’s violence.

I agree entirely with the associate professor. What we
are dealing with in terms of family violence in our
community is a huge cultural problem. It is a problem
for the whole of society.
It was wonderful to hear the member for Scoresby say
at the outset that he thought this was an issue that was
so important that it should be supported in a bipartisan
way. It is an issue that both sides of this Parliament
know is an absolute tragedy, given what is happening in
our communities every single day. As the parliamentary
secretary for women I welcome the member for
Scoresby’s kind and generous offer of bipartisan
support in this matter, which it is wonderful to accept.
The bill we have before us in the house today is one
step in a long, long process — maybe even a
generational process — of change. We all should
acknowledge that cultural issues that give rise to family
violence are not going to be fixed by a single piece of
legislation, a single change to regulations or a single
code of conduct. The sort of problem we have with
family violence is not dissimilar to the issue we faced
and continue to face in a much reduced way with the
way people consider their drinking and driving
behaviours. It has taken a very long time and a
long-term strategy to change people’s attitudes and
behaviours. It is my feeling and my view that changing
cultural behaviours and cultural attitudes to family
violence is going to take an equally long time. We need
all of those who make up this Parliament to be of the
one mind in these things.
I must congratulate Victoria Police, under the
wonderful leadership of Christine Nixon and the
wonderful ministerial leadership of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services who is here with us
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today, for producing its code of conduct on family
violence. It is the single most important cultural change
that has happened in and around the police and family
violence issue for as long as I have been alive — and
on Saturday that will be 46 years — so I congratulate
the minister and the commissioner for working together
to produce such a groundbreaking document which
creates a set of practices for reform and change.
The Attorney-General should also be congratulated for
producing the bill we have before us today. It is a pilot;
we have to acknowledge that. Two new family violence
divisions of the Magistrates Court will be created —
one in Heidelberg and one in Ballarat. Those two new
divisions will have the capacity for intervention. It is
not as early an intervention as some of us would like to
see happening, but it is nonetheless an intervention
which is coordinated, collective, compassionate and
thorough.
One of the greatest challenges in dealing with family
violence that we have as a Parliament, as a community
and as a society is that the approach that has developed
towards family violence over many decades has been
piecemeal, it has been ad hoc, and frankly, as I have
observed from working through it over the last few
years, it has been vaguely anarchic. What we
desperately need to be doing is putting in place pilots
like this one with the family violence division of the
Magistrates Court so we can try to make things more
sensible for women and their families who are already
so badly damaged and struggling to deal with the
circumstances they are in that the last place they would
wish to go to is an adversarial judicial system.
They need a place which cares compassionately, which
understands and which deals judiciously and
expeditiously with their concerns. They need to see that
if they do report, there is an entire context for them to
report within, that they will be treated with care and that
they will be delivered justice. There could be nothing
worse in the experience of a woman and her children, if
she finds the courage to report her awful circumstances,
than to be then treated in a less than sympathetic way.
With those brief remarks, I again remind the house that
if anyone does not have a copy of that VicHealth report,
I urge them to get one and make themselves familiar
with the findings. It is terrifying to know that the major
cause of death, disability and illness for 15 to
44-year-old women in this state is family violence. We
all stand condemned if we do nothing. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms McTAGGART (Evelyn) — I rise today to
speak on the Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence) Bill
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2004. It is staggering that in a community such as ours,
one in four women and children experience domestic or
family violence on a daily basis. I believe it is the
responsibility of community leaders, this Parliament,
local government and community groups to keep
raising the awareness of this tragic crime that happens
every day.
We know that many women are subjected to physical
harm. We know that they are verbally abused. There is
sexual abuse, there is emotional and psychological
abuse, and there is also financial abuse. This is
happening in our local neighbourhoods. One in four
houses are exposed to this. The most frightening thing
is that up to 80 per cent of these crimes are not reported,
so we are not even touching the tip of the iceberg. I am
standing here now getting goose bumps speaking about
this. It is a very emotional thing to speak about.
Recognition by the whole community is long overdue.
It has been very difficult to develop a strategy to
combat this problem. The Bracks government has
sought to address it through the women’s safety
strategy and the safer streets and homes strategy. One
of the key elements of the bill is that a family violence
division of the Magistrates Court of Victoria will be
part of the government’s coordinated response to family
violence problems. The other one is that the family
violence court intervention program will give
magistrates the power to order defendants to participate
in counselling.
As the member for Gembrook said earlier, we in our
area and the member for Monbulk have strongly
supported Anglicare in Lilydale, which is running a
family violence and anger management program that
services women who have been victims and addresses
the problems of men in their anger management
behaviour. We have heard testimonials from women as
survivors, and it is fantastic that they are moving on
with that support. We need to keep funding these
programs so that these women can move on. Another
priority is early intervention — to get to these men, to
address the problems and redirect them on a path that is
right for them.
Jim Allen from Anglicare celebrated 10 years of
working with men’s violence programs in Lilydale, and
he compiled a report called A Far Cry in the East. The
men and women are not the only ones involved; there
are also the children. Anglicare also runs a program
called Peaceful Warriors. This is a program for young
men who have been in homes where violence is a
regular occurrence. It takes them out of the homes
through foster care and then it puts them in a program
with male mentors, male role models and shows them
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that violent behaviour is not right. This is a key way of
breaking the cycle.
We know that if we intervene early, that cycle can be
broken. If they keep living with that behaviour every
day, they believe it is right, and so they go on. Studies
have shown — and we have seen it at a local level —
that these early intervention programs are working. A
study in Canada has reported that the vast majority of
men were not violent for a sustained period after
engaging in such a program. It taught them behaviour
management skills.
Currently victims experiencing family violence are
confronted with a very difficult and confusing legal
system. They are undergoing enormous emotional
pressures dealing with the violence problems, let alone
facing the hotchpotch of services that are available to
them. This bill will establish the family violence
division of the Magistrates Court, and it will alleviate
the stress and confusion by centralising many of the
legal proceedings and support services in one site. It
will draw on all the specialised skills of the magistrates,
the registrars, the social workers, the support workers
and the counsellors who are dealing with this one whole
issue and who have a better understanding of it.
It is important for children to be shielded from these
proceedings, and this bill addresses that. Many people
have spoken about the VicHealth report. The statistics
are absolutely amazing, with 9 per cent of the total
disease burden on Victorian women aged between 15
and 44 involving death, disability and illness caused by
family violence.
I congratulate the Attorney-General; the Chief
Commissioner of Police, Christine Nixon; the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services; and also the
Minister for Women’s Affairs and the Office of
Women’s Policy. Without all of these people working
together, we would not be addressing this issue and this
bill would not be in the house. I commend it.
Ms BUCHANAN (Hastings) — It also gives me
great pleasure to speak in support of this bill, the
Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence) Bill, on behalf of
the victims and survivors of family violence, and also
regrettably for future victims of family violence in both
the Hastings electorate and across the Mornington
Peninsula.
I am also pleased to support the bill on behalf of the
many dedicated and active women and support groups
that have strived for the sorts of actions this bill now
makes reality. Family violence is the biggest blight on
Australian society. For too many decades those in
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positions of power have, in effect, condemned many
women and children to lifetimes of hell, and never has
this been more aptly demonstrated than at the stage
where victims and survivors of family violence have
attempted to access the judicial system as an avenue for
redress and emancipation. This bill plays an important
part in supporting an early intervention approach.
In his second-reading speech the Attorney-General
outlined some statistics that are truly shameful. In
2002–03, 28 000 cases of family violence were
reported to police, with subsequent data indicating that
30 per cent of cases were repeat offences, and that
children were present in 48 per cent of these 28 000
incidents. As soul destroying as they are, these facts are
made even worse when you factor in that only around
20 per cent of cases are reported. This is a terribly
disturbing indictment on Australian society, particularly
the way that we perpetrate and condone the power
imbalances in family relationships.
Society has a low tolerance of smoking, excessive
drinking and generally unhealthy lifestyles, but until
relatively recently there has been a complicit silence
from many pockets of our communities on this issue.
When you consider that intimate family violence is the
greatest contributing factor to deaths in women between
15 and 44 years, you can appreciate the urgent need for
a coordinated national approach appropriately
resourced to crystallise community attention and
engender community intolerance of such violence.
It is fair to support the assertion that this need is in part
due to our society struggling to understand the extent
and nature of this crime, and we have been unable to
develop an adequate response. Believe me,
consolidating the level of understanding and extent was
certainly not enhanced by that terrible national media
campaign, which rather than providing insight backed
by resourced support for both victims and perpetrators,
sent all the wrong messages perpetuating the myth that
exercising abuse in relationships was acceptable. For
example, it said, ‘Only seek help if you are hit’. There
was no mention at all of emotional, verbal or financial
abuse. There was no mention of support in terms of
income security or safe accommodation when it is
intrinsically important to be able to look at options for
removing yourself from a situation like that. There was
no challenging of the very inappropriate social norms
whatsoever.
That is why I am very proud to be part of a government
that has the guts to make a tangible difference by
addressing this issue. There was no half-baked media
campaign that smacked of tokenism. A campaign that
could and should have been an incredible opportunity

Thursday, 7 October 2004

to change cultural attitudes for Australians was a
disgrace. This government is the only one that is truly
seeking to break the communal silence that often
befriends offenders and allows this crime to persist. The
government took the very important position that our
courts play a critical part in breaking the cycle of
violence, and that to be tough on crime we need to be
serious about tackling the causes of this crime.
This groundbreaking bill allows for the piloting and
implementation of dedicated family violence courts
which will effectively be one-stop shops, so that as
many as possible of the proceedings relating to family
violence can be heard in the court, having all such
matters dealt with concurrently along with support
services in one place. It means victims of family
violence will have seamless access to specialist staff
like social workers, police, counsellors, magistrates and
registrars — all trained in aspects of that crime.
There is no more deserving group in our society at this
time than those who have gone through this sort of
family abuse. Most importantly, in a non-threatening
and non-judgmental atmosphere victims, and especially
importantly children — the other innocent victims of
this crime — will be well supported to access
Centrelink housing options, information on court
processes and children’s support programs.
From my point of view, one of the most significant
aspects of this bill relates to the alternative
arrangements for reducing the trauma of giving
evidence, and anyone who has attended a court case
involving abuse will certainly acknowledge why this
has historically had a high drop-out rate. Being allowed
to give evidence via closed-circuit television or having
a person removed from a court or having a support
person beside you when you are giving evidence is an
important psychological shield in overcoming the
control being exerted by a perpetrator. The pilot courts
will be in Heidelberg and Ballarat, and I wish them
well.
I want to acknowledge the Minister for Women’s
Affairs and the Attorney-General for the fantastic work
that they have done; also, the Victorian Law Reform
Commission, Victoria Police, the Office of Women’s
Policy, the Council Against Violence, VicHealth, some
local women such as Elida Radig at the Peninsula
Women’s Information Service at Rye, Jill Shanti and
Out the Door at Baxter, the Good Shepherd Youth and
Family Service, and Valerie House, Detective Inspector
Stuart King and the local domestic violence taskforce
and the local Soroptimist branches that have been
raising funds for women’s refugees.
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I also acknowledge all the other people involved and, in
particular in closing, a fantastic author and legal
professional Helena Kennedy, who wrote a book called
Eve Was Framed — Women and British Justice. This
book has had a profound effect on the changing
paradigms in terms of judicial processes in this region.
I want to acknowledge all those women and children
who have suffered and currently suffer in silence and to
the ones who had the courage to speak out. I want them
to know that this government will support them for now
and for ever. I fully support the bill.
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There are not insignificant numbers. I think the figures
are that one in four women will experience family
violence in their lifetime. I will repeat that: one in four
women, so one in four families, and all of those
children — we are looking at huge numbers — will
experience family violence. Most perpetrators are men,
although women can also commit crimes of family
violence. So most victims are women and the children
suffer either by witnessing these family violence crimes
or being a direct victim of these crimes.

Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I also rise to speak in
support of the Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence)
Bill. The main purposes of the bill are to simplify
access to the justice system for persons affected by
family violence and increase or promote the safety of
those persons; to increase the accountability of those
who have used family violence, to encourage them to
change their behaviour; and to increase the protection
of children exposed to family violence. These purposes
are to be achieved by amending the Magistrates’ Court
Act 1989 to establish the family violence court division
of the Magistrates Court and amend the Crimes (Family
Violence) Act 1987, and make other amendments to the
Crimes (Family Violence) Act 1987.

In the past there has also been a perception that family
violence was a matter that was best left inside the
family; it was not a real crime like one of two unrelated
people who suffer a violent crime. But it is a crime. It is
a crime as much as any other crime of violence. It is
also extremely complex. Sometimes the men are the
breadwinners of the family. Sometimes the women
become permanent victims because their self-esteem
has been so affected and slowly destroyed. There is also
love inside a family, even inside families where
violence plays a part. There is the love of the wife for
the husband, sometimes there is the love of the children
for their mother and their father, and there is also a
sense of shame because no-one wants to admit within
their families that these dreadful things sometimes
happen.

This bill will establish the family violence court as a
one-stop shop in the family violence division of the
Magistrates Court. As has already been mentioned one
will be located in Heidelberg, with the other one in
Ballarat as pilot programs. As someone from the
southern suburbs I wish these pilot programs success
and hope they can be replicated elsewhere.

Sometimes also there is terror and intimidation. At
present the legal system is confusing and intimidating
for these families. There are different courts, different
acts and different responses from different community
groups and government agencies. Part of this bill will
consolidate the laws and the courts with a dedicated
family violence court.

There will also be a pilot of the family violence court
intervention program and a change in the law relating to
the procedure for family violence intervention orders
statewide. This has been funded by a $5.2 million grant
from the Bracks government.

The new family violence division of the Magistrates
Court will provide an integrated court assistance
program with support to adults and children, with crisis
intervention counselling, information on court
processes and referrals to legal and support services,
including housing services, community care, Centrelink
and children’s support programs. As other members
have mentioned — I learnt of it yesterday — there is a
good success rate with counselling and intervention
services. These men are able to be shown the error of
their ways and reintegrated into their families. It
obviously can be successfully done, and this will help
to enable that to be done.

Family violence affects men, women and children, but
it also affects extended families and can travel from
generation to generation, which is why intervention is
so important. It also deeply affects society as a whole
with the ongoing trauma of its victims and the personal
costs associated of interrupted schooling and fractured
lives for the children who are affected. There are also
other costs to society as a whole. There are financial
costs, medical treatment costs, counselling costs, the
costs of refuges and perhaps even in the longer term
substance abuse from children who have been
traumatised by family violence. So once again it is
extremely important to intervene and try to break that
cycle of family violence.

It seems logical to me to tailor these courts to these
issues. It simplifies access to courts and to services and
provides some support and counselling to victims. For
women and children who have been traumatised by this
most personal form of violence it may also provide a
solution and hopefully an escape from domestic
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violence, and that would be the ultimate help that we
can give these families.
Imagine if you were a wife and you suffered the
physical hurt, the emotional hurt, the potential loss of
your home and of your intact family. You would worry
about the effect on your children. Imagine if you were a
child in this house and you watched one beloved parent
assault another parent and you were powerless to help,
you were powerless to do anything. You may also be
afraid for your own welfare, and you may lose your
home. It is the fracturing of everything you know in
your world.
Many years ago close to my electorate was a major
women’s refuge, and I watched as a mother and child
came to Mentone preschool. The child was still injured
from a family assault. That mother was so traumatised
that she would not leave the kindergarten while the
child was there. She stayed with that child all the way
through all those hours of kindergarten. It just shows of
the level of personal suffering that happens.
As to the suffering we are talking about, with one in
four families being affected by this, 80 per cent of these
crimes go unreported. It is a huge issue out there. This
bill hopefully will provide some practical solutions.
This act is a strong response from the Bracks
government, and I commend this bill to the house.
Mr LOCKWOOD (Bayswater) — I will only make
a brief contribution. It is basically two anecdotes. The
first one occurred about 40 years ago. I was a great deal
younger, obviously. I was listening to a conversation
between my mother and one of her sisters. One of the
sisters had just left her husband because of a drunken,
violent episode and had moved out and was setting up
home on her own, but the elder sister of the family —
the ruler of the family, basically — was angry that she
had done that. She was putting the view that the woman
should cop a hiding now and again. It did not do her
any harm. She had copped a few, and she had gotten
over it, and she and her husband got along quite well.
That was quite an interesting thing to hear when I was
about 13 or 14.
I hope attitudes have changed since then. I think one of
the barriers that obviously has been faced over the years
is the attitudes, as was referred to earlier, of some of the
families and certainly some of the women. To find that
acceptable is really beyond me. How you can cop a
hiding as your due is really just beyond comprehension,
but I guess those are older attitudes and hopefully we
can evolve past that. The major challenge is to educate
the perpetrators of the violence, not the receivers.
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The other brief anecdote I wanted to mention is much
more personal. I went through an episode last year
where I had to support my daughter through
intervention orders and removal of a partner. We went
through the process. It all worked. The police were
incredibly helpful. I have to say my respect for them
increased enormously over their patience and courtesy
through that entire incredibly difficult episode for all of
us. It was made easier in the Magistrates Court when
the partner accepted that he had done what he had done,
accepted that he was a bit of a hothead and needed to
calm down a bit. But he would not accept counselling.
He absolutely refused to go any further with that. He
would walk out of the court and would never
acknowledge that he had a problem. We subsequently
discovered he had a history of such assaults.
I believe the changes in this bill to require people to
seek counselling are well worth it. I think it is important
that we encourage people to seek help and
acknowledge that they have a problem and that these
attacks are simply unacceptable and they must change
their behaviour — and the sooner that happens the
better. On that note, I simply commend the bill to the
house.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) — First of all, let me
congratulate the Attorney-General on bringing in this
bill and establishing two family violence courts — one
in Heidelberg and the other one in Ballarat. That is a
very important step forward that will give women
caught in family violence situations the confidence to
come forward. It will show them that the government
means serious business in assisting them. Too often the
problem has been, as we have just heard, the
embarrassment of the victims and other family
members going through the court seeking an
intervention order or separating from a violent partner
because they feel that brings shame and disrepute to the
whole family. But what these people do not understand,
and we have to make sure they do understand it, is that
family violence is not acceptable in any shape or form.
Many a time family violence is not physical, it is
constant verbal torment. That can be worse than
physical violence because the results of physical
violence can be seen and people can take steps to do
something about it, but the verbal abuse and mental
torment is difficult for women to sustain. They often do
not realise it is happening to them until somebody
points it out to them.
The part I like in this bill is that it enables a magistrate
to order counselling for partners to help them in
controlling their own behaviour. That is a very
important step forward, having them compulsorily
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attend counselling sessions and get re-educated in
controlling their own anger and violence and pointing
out where they are going wrong. In many cases the
perpetrator is in a state of denial, saying, ‘I haven’t hit
the woman. I haven’t touched the kids. What are you
talking about?’. But the mental trauma that is associated
with verbal violence is sometimes a lot worse. I
witnessed this many times as a teacher, where I had
kids saying to me that they did not get much help at
home. ‘Mum is not allowed to speak up. Mum can’t do
this for us because Dad intimidates her by just looking
at her’ — and not only looking at mum, also looking at
the kids in the home’.
That is a very serious issue, so I welcome this new
power to order counselling sessions. There needs to be
consideration by special people such as magistrates
who have an understanding of family violence and are
sympathetic and have a deeper knowledge of the issues
rather having victims just going through the general
mill and having family violence dealt with in the same
way as going over to get stalking orders. I have assisted
a number of people over the period of my electoral life.
In many cases migrant women are not even aware of
their rights or that a law exists where they can have
prevention orders established so that they have peace
and harmony in their life. Then it is a question of how
can they enforce it. In many cases they are financially
vulnerable and need the support. They would like to see
counselling happen; they would like to see their partner
have some counselling and training to see if he can
modify his behaviour so they can get back together as a
family once again.
As I said, those pressures apply to a lot of people in our
society, and it is unfortunate. However, we need to take
this step and say that there is no blemish in having a
partner who requires compulsory counselling. That is
the way forward, because changing behaviour is
important if this society is to move forward. It seems to
be prevalent at certain times, such as towards the end of
the footy season, when men are really macho. They
think it is a male world and the women are supposed to
sit at home and wait on them hand and foot when they
and their mates come home during the finals and have a
drinking party. The days of the men drinking in the
backyard and the women having the house to
themselves are gone. Now they take over the lounge
room, and that creates difficulties and problems,
particularly if the women want some peace and quiet
and to have a reasonable family life. With those few
words, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I believe I might be
the final speaker on this bill. I will not go through every
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item or aspect of it. The speakers from all sides of the
house have eloquently covered them to a large degree.
But I do stand here today to welcome not only the
legislation but also the trial to be held in Heidelberg. I
was there for the announcement with the
Attorney-General quite a few Sundays ago now, but it
was a great announcement. I am exceptionally pleased
that Heidelberg was chosen for the trial. Heidelberg
was obviously well considered by the bureaucrats and
the minister’s department because it has a number of
aspects about it that would give this trial a reasonable
chance of providing a good evaluation. So without
elaborating any further, I commend the bill to the house
and thank the Attorney-General very much.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank
everybody for their earnest contributions to the debate
on this important piece of legislation. I also thank
everybody who spoke for their support of this bill.
I guess most of us in this place are fairly privileged. I
dare say many of us come from pretty happy and loving
family backgrounds and many of us have not
personally witnessed or been subjected to family
violence. But we all know that family violence knows
no boundaries; it knows no ethnic, social or financial
boundaries. It crosses over all demographics within our
community.
As the honourable member for Bayswater put it so
eloquently, he has had personal experience of indirect
family violence and has been assisted by our current
court system in relation to some aspects of his family
life. I am really pointing to him because I think the
attitudes he expressed in his contribution to the debate
are certainly common. He said that many years ago it
was considered that it was appropriate for a woman to
cop a hiding — I think that was the expression he
used — and he said he hopes those types of attitudes
have now gone from our community. Unfortunately
they have not.
As I said, domestic violence is perpetrated on a daily
basis right around the Victorian and Australian
community in all types of suburbs involving all types of
ethnic groups and all types of demographics. We have
an obligation as a government and as a community to
shout from the rooftops that family violence is a crime.
It is an abhorrent crime, and we cannot continue to bury
our heads in the sand in relation to it.
The United Nations states that violence against women
is the most pervasive yet least recognised human rights
violation in the world. That is something we have to
continually remember. As people who have made a
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contribution to this debate have said in relation to the
alarming statistics, in Australia one in four women —
one in four women! — either has experienced or will
experience family violence in their lifetime. As other
speakers have said, the magnitude of this statistic is
even greater when we consider that 80 per cent of
women simply never report the violence they
experience. It is worth repeating: 80 per cent of women
just do not report the family violence they experience.
Quite simply, sexual offences and family violence are
breaches of human rights. We should never forget that.
They are fundamental breaches of human rights, and
we have to do everything within our power to end such
breaches. I believe all governments have a
responsibility to act in relation to what I believe is an
endemic human rights scandal.
That is why this bill is such an important piece of
legislation. It is absolutely crucial that we think outside
the square. We cannot and must not tolerate acts of
family violence. As I said, as a government and as a
community we have to speak out against family
violence and look at innovative strategies to address
this crime and its consequences.
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mean that the court will be able to support the
implementation of the indigenous family violence
strategy. There are also high levels of supported
accommodation assistance programs within the court’s
catchment area. This provides increased opportunities
for court users to be referred to local agencies for
crucial support. The government believes the catchment
area is much better placed to respond easily and quickly
to the establishment of the court. That is the reason
Heidelberg was chosen.
So far as Ballarat is concerned, that was chosen as the
regional demonstration court location because it
operates within a region with very strong partnerships
between agencies and services responding to family
violence in a coordinated approach. A high proportion
of court users in relation to family violence intervention
order matters reside in the court’s local catchment area.
The large degree to which it is typical of other regional
Victorian courts will certainly ensure that the practices
and procedures developed during the demonstration
court phase would be able to be replicated in regional
courts statewide. The government believes they are
appropriate areas for the establishment of the trial.

I am pleased this bill is supported by all sides of the
house. A couple of issues were raised — for instance,
why Ballarat and Heidelberg were chosen as sites for
the family violence court project. I repeat that these
sites were not chosen because they are the family
violence capitals of Victoria. I would hate people to
think there is more family violence in the Heidelberg or
Ballarat areas than anywhere else. I repeat: family
violence knows no boundaries.

Other issues that were raised include some concern
expressed by the member for Caulfield in relation to the
funding directed to the family violence intervention
order project. and whether the funding for the men’s
behaviour change counselling program might be
redirected from services for victims. That is not the
case. This is new money. The funding for the family
violence intervention order project has been allocated
from the Community Support Fund. It is new funding;
funding will not be redirected from services for victims.

But this is a pilot project, and it is important that we
have appropriate sites where we can test the project to
see whether or not it should be expanded. The
Heidelberg Magistrates Court was chosen as the
metropolitan demonstration court location because a
substantial number of court users in relation to family
violence intervention order matters reside in that court’s
local catchment area. The Heidelberg court is also
typical of other metropolitan courts, which is very
important. That will ensure that the practices and
procedures developed during the demonstration phase
will be able to be replicated across metropolitan courts,
subject to the evaluation.

I think the member for Scoresby expressed some
concern about the current interim intervention order
system and suggested that powers be given to police to
authorise interim intervention orders after hours. Then I
think he raised the issue that courts could either confirm
or revoke such orders during business hours. I might
just say in relation to that matter that the Victorian Law
Reform Commission is currently conducting a review.
It has been given a reference in relation to other aspects
of the Crimes (Family Violence) Act, and the
suggestion by the opposition will certainly be referred
to the commission for further consideration.

Heidelberg will also ensure that it will support the
implementation of locally based, integrated,
multi-agency approaches. There are a large number of
indigenous people and a significant number of
indigenous-specific services in the Heidelberg court’s
catchment area, and we believe that is important. It will

Can I just conclude by repeating — and I will keep
repeating it whenever I get the opportunity to do so —
that family violence is a crime. When it comes to the
crime of family violence the figures speak for
themselves. It is worth repeating those figures because
they are startling. Anyone who has done any research
into this area would be horrified by the figures.
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We believe we live in a very modern, cosmopolitan,
fair and caring state and country — and we do — but
still, in the 21st century, in 2004, one in four women in
our own community will experience domestic violence.
This is a truly democratic, caring community, yet one in
four women will experience domestic violence. I
repeat: 80 per cent of women will not report the
violence they experience. That means there is
something wrong with the system. If we have 80 per
cent of women not being prepared to report the family
violence they experience, there is something wrong
with our system. That is why we have to think in an
innovative way and why we have to trial something like
the family violence division of the Magistrates Court.
I am very proud of this legislation, and I am very
pleased that it is supported by all members of the house.
As a government we are seeking and will continue to
seek to break the communal silence that has befriended
offenders and allowed the crime of domestic violence
to persist. I hope this trial at Heidelberg and Ballarat
goes some way towards addressing the abhorrent crime
of domestic violence and addressing the overwhelming
needs of the victims of domestic violence. I certainly
wish this bill a speedy passage.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Clerk’s amendments
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
Under standing order 81 I have received a report from
the Clerk that he has made corrections in the
Magistrates’ Court (Family Violence) Bill. The report
is as follows:
Under SO81, I have made corrections in the Magistrates’
Court (Family Violence) Bill, listed as follows:
In clause 14, page 19, line 5, I have inserted ‘Court’ after
‘Violence’ so that the first paragraph of new clause 8B
now reads ‘This Part only applies to a defendant in
respect of whom the Family Violence Court Division
makes an intervention order’.
In clause 14, page 19, line 14, I have inserted ‘Court’
after ‘Violence’ so that paragraph (b) of new clause 8B
now reads ‘the defendant’s place of residence when the
family violence the subject of the intervention order was
committed is within a postcode area specified, in relation
to the venue of the Family Violence Court Division at
which the intervention order is made, by the Minister by
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notice published in the Government Gazette for the
purposes of this Part: and’.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AND THERAPEUTIC
GOODS (VICTORIA) ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 October; motion of
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health).
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I welcome the
opportunity to speak on this bill, which amends the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981.
While the bill is largely technical, it is very important in
a public policy sense, because when we are dealing
with the supply and administration of drugs and the
labelling and handling of poisons we have a very strong
responsibility as a legislature to safeguard and protect
the community. This bill certainly enhances this. While
much of the impetus for this bill comes from national
competition policy, there are several aspects that need
to be commented upon in the Victorian jurisdiction.
Firstly, the bill ensures that schedule 1 will only relate
to Chinese medicine. At the moment Victoria is the
only jurisdiction that has licensed practitioners of
traditional Chinese medicine, and that has been an
important success. I have had a lot of contact with such
practitioners in my electorate.
In respect of schedule 5 and 6 substances the bill
removes the requirement to obtain a licence and instead
deems the current 366 plus any new manufacturers or
wholesalers to be authorised. However, it still contains
stringent requirements for packaging and labelling of
substances such as eucalyptus oil. One of the areas that
has drawn comment from the opposition is
section 12M. Buprenorphine is to be included in
schedule 11, but in future the addition of any further
drugs of addiction under section 12M must be done by
legislation rather than by regulation. I cannot quite
understand why the opposition has seen fit to criticise
that. Usually oppositions complain when power or
responsibility is devolved from the legislature to the
executive; here the executive is handing the power to
the legislature. That is appropriate, because we are
talking about drugs of addiction which can be
trafficked, and the commission of offences can result in
substantial jail terms. Therefore it is appropriate that
adding drugs to that schedule be done by the legislature.
The Bracks government should be congratulated for
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giving that power and responsibility to the Victorian
Parliament.
With respect to buprenorphine, I believe it is a very
good alternative drug to methadone. In fact it has a
number of attractive features such as fewer side effects,
and when the drug is withdrawn the symptoms of
withdrawal are less severe than with methadone.
I think it is a very important drug in assisting heroin
addicts to come off that evil drug. Keeping in mind that
buprenorphine is a derivative of the morphine alkaloid,
thebaine, it is quite appropriate that it be listed as a drug
in schedule 11 and that it be done by the legislature.
A further point to note is that the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, of which I am a member,
requested of the Bracks government’s health minister in
the last Parliament that the legislation be amended in
that way. The government is now meeting the request
of SARC.
The final comment I wish to make is in respect of this
week’s Alert Digest where SARC identifies as an issue
that codes of practice under this bill cannot be
disallowed by the Victorian Parliament, because
priority has been given to the need for national
uniformity. At times I am sceptical, but it is certainly
appropriate to regulate drugs on a national basis. They
do not know state boundaries. We would end up with
an absurd situation if one state legislature tried to
disallow the codes of practice.
There is an agreement on time, so I cannot speak any
further. I have pleasure in supporting the bill.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LANGDON
(Ivanhoe).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CONSTITUTION (RECOGNITION OF
ABORIGINAL PEOPLE) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 October; motion of
Mr BRACKS (Premier); and Mr SAVAGE’s
amendment:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until consultation takes place with the
people of Victoria concerning the principles of the bill and the
impact it will have on the community’.
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Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I would like to
acknowledge the Kulin nation as the traditional owners
of the land on which we stand and pay my respects to
their ancestors.
I rise today to speak in support of the Constitution
(Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill. The purpose
of the bill is to amend the Constitution Act 1975 to give
recognition within the act to Victoria’s Aboriginal
people and their contribution to the state of Victoria.
This legislation is not before time. This legislation is a
clear statement of respect for our indigenous
Australians. I recently spoke in this place about the
statement made by some students of Kilbreda College,
a college that is close to my electorate. They paid
tribute to the Koori elders of our land, their traditions
and culture. If a school close to my electorate can pay
this tribute — a spontaneous statement from our
grassroots community — then it is also time that this
Parliament follows suit.
It is important to note, however, that this bill will not
confer any legal rights. It is also important to note that
as a constitution bill it requires a three-fifths majority
vote of the Parliament, so I hope that The Nationals, the
Independents and the Liberal Party will support this
bill.
The bill symbolically recognises that Koori people
lived in Victoria before white colonisation. It is not too
long ago that Kooris did not even have the right to vote.
They could fight for our country, play cricket for our
country, but not participate in our democratic processes.
Our Kooris now have the vote.
On 17 September 1997 the Victorian Parliament, on
behalf of all Victorians, apologised to the Koori people
for past policies that took children from their families
causing deep grief and fractures in their families that
never healed. The Parliament also affirmed its support
for reconciliation between all Australians. This was
reaffirmed in 2000.
As a child I played with the Aboriginal children from
their communities on the Murray River in Echuca —
we fished, we swam and we laughed. They sometimes
knocked off the fish that I had put in the nets in the
river, but we had good fun anyway. They were poor
and disadvantaged, but I am haunted by the thought that
some of these children may be children who were taken
from their families — the families whom they loved.
Later I worked in the streets of Fitzroy with alcoholic
Aboriginals. They had lost their self-esteem, their
community and their support system, and I thought they
had broken hearts.
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When I studied Australian history in form 6 at school
we started with our history as being from 1788 — the
time of white settlement — but I believe that Australian
history started 40 000 years earlier. We did not
acknowledge Koori history, did not acknowledge Koori
family and did not acknowledge Koori heartbreak and
community breakdown. Up until now we have not even
acknowledged Kooris as the original custodians of our
land, despite a history of thousands of years. It is time
to give our respect, to treat Kooris as equal and to
acknowledge our past injustices to our Koori
population. I commend the bill to the house.

Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Cooper, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Mulder, Mr

Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

Amendment defeated.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The time set down for consideration of items on the
government business program has arrived. I am
required to put the usual questions. The Premier has
moved that the bill be now read a second time, to which
the member for Mildura has moved a reasoned
amendment proposing to omit all the words after ‘That’
with the view of inserting in their place the words
which appear on the notice paper. The question is:

Motion agreed to.

Noes, 25
Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to by special majority.
Read third time.

That the words proposed to be omitted stand part.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 57
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Cameron, Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Donnellan, Mr
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Hulls, Mr
Jenkins, Mr

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

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AND THERAPEUTIC
GOODS (VICTORIA) ACTS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr HOLDING (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export).

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

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: freedom of
information
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Attorney-General. The matter I
raise is the systemic problem of what appears to be the
obstructionist behaviour by the Premier’s staff in
responding to freedom of information (FOI) requests
that may amount to the serious crime of perverting the
course of justice. The action I seek from the
Attorney-General is to refer these actions to the
Director of Public Prosecutions for consideration and
possible prosecution.
Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr McINTOSH — To make it perfectly clear, so
that even the Attorney-General understands the point, I
am not asking him to intervene or subvert the director’s
independent discretion. But I am asking him, as the first
law officer, to formally refer the matter for the
director’s consideration.
On 13 April the member for Polwarth requested a copy
of all documents relating to the tolling on the Scoresby,
Mitcham–Frankston or Eastern freeways between
January 2002 and April 2004. Officers of the Premier’s
department responded to the member’s request and
stated that no documents relating to the request existed
prior to April 2003. In fact a letter from Jane Fennessy,
FOI officer of the Department of Premier and Cabinet,
indicated that 24 documents were identified but
emphasised that:
All these documents were created after 1 April 2003.

We now know the response to be completely false and
we still do not know who is responsible for the lie. We
now know that at least four documents were brought
into existence, formed part of the record of the
Premier’s department and were in fact seen by the
Premier — —
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the shadow Attorney-General seems to be reading from
a document. My recollection is that you are not allowed
to read in this house. I ask him to either table the
document or advise us whether he is referring to
copious typed notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
Is the member for Kew reading from a document?
Mr McINTOSH — I was in fact reading from a
document. I am quite happy to table it. The documents,
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some going back to early 2002, were in fact seen by the
Premier prior to April 2003. This lie was bad enough.
However, the Premier’s staff has form when it
comes — —
Mr Hulls — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
now having made the admission that he is guilty of
reading from a document, the fact is that this is an
adjournment debate and members are not to read from
documents. Therefore I ask you to rule the member’s
contribution out of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The member for Kew must not read but he can refer to
notes.
Mr McINTOSH — Indeed, Acting Speaker. As
well as what has happened with the Premier, the
Honourable David Davis, a member for East Yarra
Province in another place, requested RecFind
documents. In that case an FOI officer from the
Department of Premier and Cabinet intervened with the
Department of Infrastructure. Indeed, an affidavit
sworn before the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal states:
I believe that she is an adviser —

and she was complicit — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Acquired brain injury: support program
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I rise tonight to
bring to the attention of the Minister for Community
Services an issue affecting children with acquired brain
injury — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Forest Hill is clearly reading
word for word from her computer. Clearly she is not
able to table the document because she is reading from
a computer, but given the request from the
Attorney-General we should be consistent in this house.
I ask the member for Forest Hill to table the document
she is reading from this evening. If she is not to willing
to table it, then she should be sat down.
Ms MARSHALL — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, you actually saw that I was looking at you for
nearly the entire time of delivering that sentence, so
there is no way I could have been reading word for
word.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! Is the member quoting from a document or
reading?
Ms MARSHALL — I am simply referring to notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! There is no point of order at this stage.
Ms MARSHALL — The action I seek from the
minister is an undertaking to ensure that the very
admirable principles for creating an inclusive
community for those suffering from a disability, and
particularly children with acquired brain injuries,
translate into real, meaningful and tangible support.
A few weeks ago it was my pleasure to have
represented the minister at a launch for a new training
resource centre for workers who support people with
acquired brain injury or ABI, as it is known. At the
launch I met a number of people with ABI, and I was
most impressed by their determination to face the
challenges they have as well as the ones that society
places on them. They are people with a very keen sense
of their rights and of the government’s vision to create a
more inclusive and accessible Victoria. It is my firm
belief — —
Mr McIntosh — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I have certainly had the opportunity for the
last minute or so to watch the member for Forest Hill. It
is pretty clear that she is reading from a document
which happens to be on a computer, and in accordance
with the ruling of the earlier Acting Speaker, that is
completely inappropriate. It should be indicated to the
member for Forest Hill that she is unable to read in her
speech, as a previous Acting Speaker indicated to me.
Accordingly, I would ask you to ensure that she does
not read from that document.
Ms Green — Sit down you waste of space!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) — Is the
member reading, or is member quoting from — —
Ms MARSHALL — I have already stated quite
clearly for the record that I am referring to notes, and
my notes will be provided to Hansard, as they always
are.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! At this stage there is no point of order.
Mr Honeywood — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Yan Yean impugned the
member for Kew, referring to him in unparliamentary
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terms. I ask that you have the member withdraw that
comment.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The practice of the house is that the honourable
member impugned must be the one to take offence. The
member for Forest Hill’s time has expired.

Wind farms: planning
Mr RYAN (Leader of The Nationals) — I wish to
raise a matter, if I am allowed to get through it, for the
attention of the Minister for Planning. The action I seek
from the minister is with regard to the vexed issue of
the development of appropriate wind farm guidelines in
Victoria, and more particularly the manner in which the
Australian Wind Energy Association conducts itself in
the sense of the propositions which it is advancing in
the general community concerning the development of
the industry. I refer particularly to a meeting which was
held in Foster only last Wednesday night where of the
order of 1000 people came to voice their concern. The
lead speaker at the meeting was Professor David
Bellamy.
I have received by way of an email a document issued
by Wind Energy Australia on 27 September, which was
the Monday prior to the meeting being held on the
Wednesday. It is the content of that document that I am
concerned to have the minister investigate. I seek from
her an indication as to what she is going to do about the
issues that are raised in the document. I wish to quote
from it so that the house is clear about it, and I am
happy to table it if I am asked to do so. This document
is from an individual who is identified as being Libby
Anthony, and it is addressed to the members of the
Australian Wind Energy Association. It says:
This is an alert that Channel 9’s 60 Minutes is paying for
David Bellamy to come to Australia to be a show pony for a
gathering of seven anti-wind groups (Landscape Guardians)
this coming Wednesday night …

It goes on to say, after an outline of the events that were
proposed to occur on that particular evening:
Australian Wind Energy Association is trying to manage the
situation with the media, but we also need your help. We ask
for your assistance in either trying to stop the story from
going to air or by making your voice heard if the story goes to
air. The story has the potential to seriously damage the
reputation of the wind industry and our campaign for a higher
MRET, the mandatory renewal energy target. It is probably
no coincidence that it is planned for the federal election.
If you plan to go down to the rally of the national Landscape
Guardians, please take care to act with utmost discretion. We
want to defuse tensions and conflict. Remember, media
thrives on conflict.
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Acting Speaker, this is an issue of grave concern. Here
we have the organisation associated with the
development of wind energy, certainly in Victoria and
as I understand it throughout Australia, issuing a call to
its members to do everything possible to stop the
publication of the outcome of that meeting in a manner
which would prevent the television broadcast by
60 Minutes from going to air. It was inviting people to
stop it happening and then inviting them to take what
the association deemed to be appropriate steps to
counter the material coming from the meeting.
The minister needs to investigate this, because
comprehensively the activities of this organisation are
an unmitigated disgrace. This minister, given that she
supports the industry as strongly as she does, needs to
take steps on this.

Ultraspin Technology: government assistance
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I want to raise an
issue for the attention of the Minister for
Manufacturing. In particular, I want to bring to his
attention the achievements of a local Mitcham
manufacturer and through his department seek
assistance for further development support for the
company. The company is Ultraspin Technology Pty
Ltd. Its expertise is as an environmental engineering
manufacturer. The company is involved in water
decontamination technology and specialises in
hydrocyclone technology.
It is this technology which underpins its renowned oily
water separators, and if it is all right with members I
will quote from a company document which explains
hydrocyclone technology. According to the company:
The oily water separator works on a simple hydrocyclone
principle. Oily water separation is achieved by pumping oily
wastewater tangentially into the cone-shaped oil-water
separator. Strong centrifugal forces separate the heavier water
phase from the lighter oil phase. The separated oil is removed
through an orifice located in the inlet end and the treated
water is discharged through the opposite end.
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Protection Authority officials raised this as a problem.
So all credit to the company for developing this product
and showing initiative.
The minister’s department provided some assistance
earlier this year regarding the company’s business
development plan. I understand that that support was
greatly appreciated. The company now wants to move
to the next stage and trial its technology, and it is
seeking assistance. This evening I am seeking the
minister’s endorsement of this approach and his
department’s full assistance for this company, which is
doing great things. These sorts of initiatives are first
class — harnessing technology to deliver better
environmental outcomes and superior industrial
performance at a lower cost. It is a win-win situation,
and I hope the minister is able to arrange the necessary
support.

Sandringham and District Memorial Hospital:
waiting lists
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Health on
behalf of Mr John Cornelius of 44 Melrose Street,
Parkdale. Mr Cornelius was due to have his gall bladder
removed at the Sandringham and District Memorial
Hospital on 8 January this year. At a pre-admission
assessment on 17 December last year he was seen by
some of the admission staff and the anaesthetist. It was
decided that the operation should not be performed at
the Sandringham hospital but at the Alfred hospital.
The action I seek is for the Minister for Health to see
whether the time frame could be abridged from some
18 months, which Mr Cornelius has been subsequently
advised it will take before the operation is performed.

This is quite a breakthrough. The technology has been
previously incorporated into car wash facilities — I
understand in particular BP has adopted it for its chain
of car washes. To its credit the company is now seeking
to develop products for the dairy industry. I understand
it is doing some outstanding work with Bonlac.

Mr Cornelius suffers serious discomfort from the
medical circumstances surrounding the need for his gall
bladder to be removed. He is concerned as to why,
having had an operation performed at the Sandringham
hospital some 18 months beforehand, he is no longer
able to have an operation performed on him there. The
hospital is convenient to his residence in Parkdale,
which would enable his wife to visit him. The
alternative venue for the operation to be performed is
the Monash Medical Centre, but he has been told that it
will take 18 months before the operation can be
performed there.

This is potentially of great benefit to the dairy industry,
which has for a long time had to deal with
environmental issues through run-offs. I recall dealing
with this when I was involved with Food Victoria
during the time of the last Parliament at a forum in
Warrnambool where farmers and Environment

Mr Cornelius is concerned that a serious infection was
reported in the high-dependency unit of the Alfred
hospital and a number of deaths were recorded.
Mr Cornelius is also concerned as to whether services
at the Sandringham hospital are being cut back and that
that is leading to the serious extension of time. One
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must ask the question: why is there such an
extraordinary delay — a time period of 18 months —
when he was due to go under the scalpel in January this
year? What steps can be taken by the minister to reduce
the time frame for the performance of this operation
upon Mr Cornelius to alleviate the serious discomfort
of his condition? Mr Cornelius is also concerned about
how many other patients in Victoria are experiencing
similar delays in important surgery.
In conclusion I ask the Minister for Health to see what
steps can be taken so that Mr Cornelius can have this
important surgery to restore a reasonable quality of life
so he can enjoy his family life and contribute actively to
his community as a keen, community-minded citizen.

Bentleigh Bayside Community Health Service:
dental services
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I seek action from the
Minister for Health in relation to the public dental
waiting lists at the Bentleigh Bayside Community
Health Service in my electorate.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HUDSON — I will come to that. As the
minister is aware — I have written to her on this subject
a couple of times this year — over the past six months I
have had a large number of elderly people come into
my office to express concern over the length of the
waiting lists. Many of them are waiting to receive new
dentures. Apart from the issue of non-urgent treatment,
in terms of preventative care they have to wait a long
time on the waiting lists.
This is the no. 1 issue with the ageing population in my
electorate. About 20 per cent of them are over 60, and
of course a high number of pensioners cannot afford
private dental treatment. During the time I have been
raising this issue I have sought advice from the
minister’s office and also from Dental Health Services
Victoria about how to alleviate this problem. The main
advice I have had from Dental Health Services Victoria
is that perhaps these people could go onto another
waiting list in order to improve their chances. However,
a lot of them choose to stay with the Bentleigh Bayside
Community Health Service because they do not want to
travel too far, and in any event some of the other
waiting lists are quite long.
Currently the waiting period at the health service for
non-urgent treatment is about 49 months — a lot longer
than a lot of the other service providers in the area, such
as the Central Bayside Community Health Service.
This causes a lot of frustration for people who are
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experiencing discomfort and need to have their teeth
attended to. Many of them have been on the waiting list
for three years or more.
Obviously the main cause of this blow-out in the
waiting lists is the axing of the national public dental
program by the Howard government. I have to say that
is one of the most regressive and retrograde steps ever
taken by a government — to cut a program that was
providing services to low-income people, while at the
same time providing subsidies to people on high
incomes through tax subsidies and rebates for private
health insurance. The federal government did not have
the decency to provide dental treatment to pensioners
and other low-income people who cannot afford to pay
for a dentist. Cutting that program was outrageous. I
ask the minister to take some action to address the
problem.

Ambulance services: Mornington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I will stick to the script! I
wish to raise a matter for the Minister for Health — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr DIXON — I am glad she is here. It relates to
ambulance services on the Mornington Peninsula. I ask
the minister to immediately take steps to increase the
number of ambulance crews that are available along the
peninsula. We have had no new ambulance crews for
10 years, and as members can imagine, the population
of the area has grown significantly. Also, as it is a very
popular holiday destination the population doubles at
some times of the year but there are no extra crews
available.
On the first Saturday of the school holidays this year
the Rosebud ambulance station had to close down for
14 hours. Saturday night is the busiest night, but as I
said, the station was closed down on the first weekend
of the school holidays. Four days later, on
22 September, the mobile intensive care ambulance
(MICA) unit at Dromana also had to close down for
14 hours. Other horror stories have come about in the
last fortnight. A Mount Martha women had to wait
50 minutes for an ambulance. It was lucky that her
condition was not too serious or she would have died.
There have also been incredibly long waiting times in
the areas of Cape Schanck and Flinders, which are a
long way from the Rosebud ambulance station.
Paramedics have actually said, ‘If you have a serious
heart attack in Cape Schanck or Flinders, you are dead’.
We have also had regular long periods of poor
coverage. Twice in the last three months the emergency
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ward at the Rosebud Hospital has been on bypass, so
the ambulances have had to take patients all the way to
Frankston, and sometimes the Frankston Hospital has
been on bypass and patients have had to be taken to
Dandenong. Taking a patient up there and bringing
them back can take an ambulance out of circulation for
hours.

part goes to reassuring the community that coverage in
Stawell is at an appropriate service level. During the
discussions I had with the minister and the
parliamentary secretary I was informed that during
2003 the optimal response time performance for code 1
calls was 90 per cent for Stawell. That is a very high
standard for coverage in the area.

In April this year the government issued a report which
indicated that Rosebud is one of the six worst suburbs
or towns in Victoria for ambulance response times, and
there has been absolutely no action since that report
was released six months ago. The crews are so thinly
stretched that members of the community, including
me, no longer take the sickness of ambulance crews as
an excuse. We no longer take industrial action and the
bypassing of hospitals as excuses for the lack of
ambulance crews. If these things are happening — if
there are industrial relations problems, sickness of
crews and local hospitals are going on bypass — there
should be some slack in the system. There should be an
extra ambulance locally — not from Frankston or
Dandenong — to respond and get people quickly and
safety to hospitals.

I recognise that the coverage provided to the area is
difficult as a consequence of the geography and that the
demand on the ambulance service — with the Western
Highway running through the area, the great influx of
tourists through the Grampians and the needs of the
community itself — requires a dedicated effort by all
involved. Clearly, a dedicated effort is being put in — —

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

Ambulance services: Stawell

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

Public transport: Knox
Mr WELLS (Scoresby) — I ask the Minister for
Transport to take immediate action to deliver the
Bracks government’s public transport election promise.
Most people would probably be thinking, ‘Kim, you are
referring to the election promise made in November
2002’, but they would be wrong. I am referring to the
election promise made in 1999, which we in the outer
east are still waiting for.

Mr HELPER (Ripon) — I would also like to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health. The
action I seek is for her to reassure the communities in
my electorate about the high standard of ambulance
services in the Stawell–Ararat region and
simultaneously outline what efforts are possible to raise
the coverage standard further, thereby boosting the
service.

I remind the members on the government side of what
the Bracks government promised the people in the outer
east. The public transport policy document, which I am
more than happy to — —

The issue of ambulance coverage in the Stawell area in
particular, and in the Stawell–Ararat area in general,
has been widely debated in the local media. It alarms
me somewhat that some of the claims made in the
media have inaccurately raised fears and concern in the
local community. For example, there was a claim in the
media that coverage in Stawell was less than optimal on
Christmas Eve 2003 when in reality there was adequate
coverage, according to coverage plans, available for the
Stawell ambulance service to call on.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Scoresby should direct his
remarks through the Chair.

I thank the minister and the parliamentary secretary for
the way they have engaged with me on this issue. I
have been able to discuss with them the legitimate
concerns the community has and at the same time
clarify the less than accurate claims that have been
made in the papers. As I said before, the action I seek in

Mr Holding interjected.
Mr WELLS — It is recycled, you idiot. Are you
into recycling? You are an idiot.

Mr WELLS — The document states that Labor
would commit $19 million to extend the East Burwood
tram to Knox City.
Mr Holding interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! I warn the minister.
Mr WELLS — I will tell you how far the Knox
tram has moved — it has not moved 1 millimetre in
five years!
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Mr Andrews — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Scoresby is clearly quoting
from a document. I ask that he table it, particularly
given that what is printed on the reverse of it is clearly
letterhead from Senator Kay Patterson.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! Is the member willing to table the document?
Mr WELLS — I am more than happy to table it.
The second promise the government made back in 1999
was to do a feasibility study of the train line from
Huntingdale and Glen Waverley right through to
Rowville, yet we did not see 1 cent put into that
particular project. Then when we look at the mushroom
bible — the Bracks government’s plan for building a
better future for Victorian families — we do not find
one page dedicated to public transport. Not one page!
So we ask the Bracks government, and in particular the
Minister for Transport, to deliver on its 1999 election
promise — that is, deliver the tram line through to
Knox and the feasibility study for the train line right
through to Rowville. These are two very important
projects which the government has not done.
We heard the member for Brunswick saying that all
these election promises will be delivered and that public
transport is an important issue. Where is it? We still
have not seen anything. In the contract with the federal
government this government promised to do it. We still
have not seen anything.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The honourable member’s time has expired.

Responses
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The member for Forest Hill raised with me
an issue about a new program to support families with
children who have acquired brain injury (ABI). Indeed
she represented me recently at the launch of this
program, and I thank her for that. This is a $198 000
program that will work with families where a child has
ABI and will help the child stay in mainstream schools
and participate in community activities. This of course
will be a lifeline for families who have to cope with the
emotional and the physical demands of a child or a
young person with ABI.
This program will fund Melbourne Citymission to
employ a paediatric coordinator who will be working
with the children and their families and trying to link
them into mainstream services. Whether it be a
mainstream community health centre or a mainstream
school or kindergarten, the children are much better
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being integrated into those mainstream services than
being segregated or isolated, which is a real risk when
they have ABI.
The program will also help families cope, and it will
connect them to support services and advise them of the
services that are available for both parents and their
children. It will certainly help families and children,
and it will also help teachers.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is a longstanding practice of this house that
the member who raises a matter should be present in
the chamber when it is being addressed by the minister.
The member for Forest Hill fled the chamber as soon as
she asked her question. I ask that she be brought back in
from Labor Party drinks on the veranda to actually hear
the answer from the minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Ms GARBUTT — It is worth noting that the
opposition members who raised issues are not here
either. The member for Sandringham is not here, and he
raised an issue.
This program will work with teachers and with staff in
community health centres and other early childhood
programs to help them understand the needs of children
with acquired brain injury so that they can in turn work
with the child and with the family. This will be a great
boost not just for the families and children but also for
the staff of various services. This was a pilot program
that Melbourne Citymission undertook in 2003, and it
was very successful. I am delighted to be able to extend
that program now.
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — The member for
Kew raised some specious issue in relation to freedom
of information and seemed to be claiming there was
some sort of conspiracy theory and some sort of
political interference in relation to FOI and that I should
be referring matters to the Director of Public
Prosecutions, for goodness sake!
Can I say that contrary to the lies put about by the
opposition in relation to FOI, there is no political
interference in the FOI process. I think the member for
Kew still assumes that FOI operates under the same
regime that it did under the Kennett government — it
does not! As we all know, the Kennett government
turned FOI into FFI — that is, freedom from
information! Under our regime more people are getting
more documents more often; we have actually opened
up the FOI process in this state.
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The opposition’s hypocrisy in this matter is absolutely
breathtaking. Serious allegations about the FOI process
are being made by the same people who gutted FOI
when they were in government. But worse than that,
using coward’s castle to name hardworking public
servants is nothing more than being gutless, spineless
lily-livered wimps. That is what they are — gutless,
spineless, lily-livered wimps — to be using this place to
berate hardworking public servants.
The fact is that in, I think, 2002 there was an
orchestration by the opposition in relation to FOI.
Opposition members orchestrated some 20 complaints
in relation to FOI and ran off to the Ombudsman crying
crocodile tears, pulling out their hankies and saying,
‘There is political interference with the FOI process,
could you please investigate?’. The government
welcomed the investigation.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HULLS — Because, you see, we have got
nothing to hide, old son! Guess what? Perhaps you have
not read it, or perhaps you need someone to read it to
you — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The minister will address the Chair.
Mr HULLS — Chair, Speaker, Acting Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) — Third
time lucky!
Mr HULLS — The Ombudsman actually
investigated these speeches and handed down a report
in September 2003. He made his findings.
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the Minister for Manufacturing and Export is
having a debate with the Clerk. I put to you that he is
actually trying to intervene and use his ministerial
muscle to intervene with the Clerk. I would ask you to
assure us that the minister is not trying to harass the
Clerk.
Mr Holding — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Warrandyte has raised a point
of order suggesting that I was in some way attempting
to harass the Clerk. What I was simply attempting to
ascertain was that the documents tabled by the member
for Scoresby were in fact copied and reproduced for
members in full. What the member for Mulgrave
sought when he asked for the tabling of the documents
was to demonstrate that the documents were in fact
printed on federal parliamentary stationery. In fact the
documents that have been tabled demonstrate clearly
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that they were printed on federal parliamentary
stationery.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Holding — So we would like the copies that are
made available to members to be an accurate reflection
of the documents that the member for Scoresby was in
fact quoting from, and I am pleased to see that we will
in fact have copies that reflect the fact that they have
been copied on Senator Kay Patterson’s letterhead.
Mr Wells — On the point of order, Acting Speaker,
it was my understanding that the government wanted a
copy of what I was quoting from. That is what I,
through the Acting Speaker, asked the Clerk to do — to
provide a copy of what I was quoting from in my
contribution to the debate before this house.
Mr HULLS — Acting Speaker — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! On the point of order?
Mr HULLS — No, I just wanted to continue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! No, the Chair will decide what is appropriate.
The Attorney-General.
Mr HULLS — So there has been an inquiry into
these specious allegations that have been made over a
period of time about political interference. In
September 2003 the Acting Ombudsman issued his
findings. He said at page 3 of his report:
I found no evidence to support the allegation that FOI officers
had been subjected to political interference.

Just in case Hansard did not get that, I will repeat it:
I found no evidence to support the allegation that FOI officers
had been subjected to political interference.

The member for Kew should note that it says ‘no
evidence’. I do not know if his ears are painted on or
not, but he needs to listen because it says ‘no evidence’.
I would have thought that it was beneath the member
for Kew to stand up in this house and vilify
hardworking public servants. I thought he was a better
person than that. I would not have thought he would get
into the dirty quagmire of some of his colleagues, but it
looks like he has been strung along.
The fact is that in the past the Acting Ombudsman has
made it quite clear that there has been no political
interference, despite the fact that opposition members
have cried crocodile tears. The Acting Ombudsman
found that any delays experienced by departments in
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relation to answering freedom of information requests
were mainly caused by multiple and often complex
requests generated by a very small number of
applicants, and opposition members were mainly
responsible for those requests. That is because they
could not get the wording right. Opposition members
are so dumb! Fair dinkum! It is a matter of getting the
wording right, and if they want help, they should come
to me. Jeez I was good at it! Let me tell you that we got
some pretty ugly documents under the Kennett regime.
I vividly remember sitting in a room in this place
having a look at all those KNF documents — they were
quite extraordinary. The casino tender documents were
quite extraordinary. On one occasion I remember a
former planning minister, the Honourable Robert
Maclellan, handed me a whole file in relation to the
KNF disaster — that is how loyal Liberal Party
members were. I was poring over the file and found out
that Mr Kennett had used his public office for private
gain, and all of a sudden there was a knock on the door.
Mr Maclellan put his head in the door and said, ‘Found
anything interesting?’, with a big smile on his face. Fair
dinkum! Opposition members are unreal. To be now
complaining there is political interference concerning
FOI is just a joke.
Something like 2000 requests have been made by
opposition members since we came to office, and we
do not deny that they have an absolute entitlement to
make FOI requests. We do not begrudge them that and
are more than happy to release documents to them. We
are an open and transparent government. But opposition
members should get the wording right and consult with
their colleagues. What is happening is that one noddy
over there is putting in an FOI request in relation to a
matter without any consultation with his colleagues.
The next day one of the other noddies puts in the exact
same request for the exact same documents. Opposition
members do not even consult with each other. They are
obviously divided into two or three leadership camps.
The fact is that they need to cooperate and collaborate
with each other when it comes to FOI.
While the opposition cries wolf in relation to alleged
abuses of FOI, let us not forget that more Victorians are
using FOI under the Bracks government regime than
ever before. Under this government the number of
requests in a year broke through the 20 000 barrier for
the first time, and we are proud of that. People know
they can get documents through FOI under this
government. Indeed during the first three full financial
years of the Bracks government requests received by
agencies increased by over 40 per cent. People now
have confidence in FOI. Access rates also remain
extremely high. Applicants are getting access to
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documents in 98 per cent of decisions being made. The
opposition’s baseless allegations of political
interference are simply political stunts to try to distract
us from the gaping black hole it has in relation to policy
development.
The fact is that we will continue to operate the freedom
of information system fairly and in a transparent way,
but we will not stand by idly and allow hardworking
public servants to be vilified by gutless wimps like the
member for Kew.
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — The member for
Sandringham raised a specific issue about a constituent
of his who is requiring services at the Sandringham
hospital. I will be happy to investigate those matters
and get back to him.
The member for Bentleigh reminded us of some of the
challenges in the provision of public dental health for
low-income people in his community. I am pleased to
remind the member that this year the Bracks
government has increased public dental funding by a
record $97.2 million. This is the largest additional
amount of funding that has been provided by the state
government since the commonwealth disgracefully
withdrew its contribution to public dental health in the
mid-1990s. We will be working with the member to
identify areas of need within his community and
respond appropriately so that some of our most
vulnerable citizens, particularly older people who
require urgent dental care, can have access to that care.
The member for Nepean raised with me the matter of
ambulance services in his community. Since this
government has had responsibility for ambulance
services we have seen a dramatic turnaround. One must
remember that ‘ambulance’ was a word you really
would not want to have used publicly under the
previous government. It was a disastrous situation. We
have employed 453 extra paramedics and increased the
ambulance service budget by 86 per cent. One of the
15 new stations built was at Dromana, and that has been
replicated across the state. We have upgraded 39
stations. Our contribution to ambulances, including
increasing the number of crews, has been monumental.
In spite of a huge increase in demand and in case
load — there has been a 34 per cent daily case load
increase over the past few years overall — both
metropolitan and rural ambulance services have
maintained their response times.
We are currently negotiating an enterprise bargaining
agreement, and it is known that shifts are not being
filled because the union has instructed its members not
to adhere to their normal practice in terms of overtime,
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which has led to difficulties in some areas. I will
certainly have a closer look at the specific issues the
member raised and get back to him on that matter.
The member for Ripon also raised the matter of
ambulances with me. I am pleased to advise the
member that the government will double the number of
ambulances available in the Stawell and Ararat areas,
which means both towns will get an extra paramedic as
part of the expansion. We will be spending an
additional $270 000 a year on extra staff and associated
costs. This is an expansion for that community,
something the member for Ripon has been advocating
for very strongly. He has constantly been drawing this
matter to my attention.
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dairy industry is a large user of water, which has a
significant environmental impact in terms of the
disposal of the wastewater. Currently the fatty waste
stream is treated by a range of conventional chemical
and mechanical methods, which produce treated waste
and sludge, requiring disposal to the sewer and landfill
respectively.
We are very pleased that as well as the support
Ultraspin Technology received in March we have been
able to support it in this way by approving an additional
$18 000 in technology evaluation project funding. We
look forward to seeing this company go from strength
to strength as it develops technologies which support
the food processing industry in this state.

This is consistent with the way we have responded to
community need and grown our ambulance service,
whether it be in Ararat, Stawell, Mornington or other
places around the state. We picked up the shonky phone
calls and all those things that were characterising the
ambulance service prior to 1999. We have turned it
around, we have reformed it and we have grown it, and
people are getting better service.

The Leader of The Nationals raised a matter with the
Minister for Planning in relation to wind farm
guidelines. I will pass that on to the minister for her
attention, and she can respond directly to the member.

Mr HOLDING (Minister for Manufacturing and
Export) — The member for Mitcham, who I might add
is a great supporter of local industry in his electorate,
raised with me a matter concerning a local company in
his area, Ultraspin Technology Pty Ltd. It is a terrific
company that has developed and manufactures oily
water separators that have a wide range of applications.
The member outlined to the house the complexity of
the innovative technology that this company has
developed. One of the applications this technology has
is for separating wastewater in the dairy industry and
making sure that that industry operates in a more
efficient and sustainable fashion.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member for Scoresby made available the
documents that the member for Mulgrave asked to be
tabled, and then the minister at the table raised an issue
about what was on the back. It is my opinion that what
is on the back has no relevance to the document from
which the member was reading. Therefore, I rule that
only the page that he read will be tabled.

We were pleased as a state government to support
Ultraspin Technology in March this year with a
$11 000 grant to support a business review and
business development plan. I am pleased to be able to
inform the member for Mitcham that I can now
announce that we have been able to approve additional
support for Ultraspin Technology in the form of an
Agenda for New Manufacturing grant of $18 000. It
will enable the company to trial its technology in the
dairy industry and make sure that it is used to make a
significant contribution to addressing a persistent waste
problem in the industry.
Ultraspin has been working with Bonlac, which as most
members would know is a large milk processing
operation in regional Victoria, to evaluate the
technology throughout this trial. We know that the

The member for Scoresby raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport in relation to public transport. I
will draw that to the minister’s attention.

Mr Holding — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
naturally I respect your ruling in relation to that.
However, past Speakers have made it clear on
numerous occasions that when a minister or a member
of Parliament is quoting from a document, that
document and the file attached to it, if there is a file
attached to it, should be made available to the house.
That is consistent with past practice.
I believe that what is on the back of a document is
fundamentally part of that document. Not only is it
attached to it by way of a stapled document or a
document that has a clip around it, but what is on the
back of it must by definition form part of the document
itself. In this instance what was on the back was a
letterhead from a federal parliamentarian. I think this
clearly indicates that the member for Scoresby has been
accessing federal resources, and that is the relevance of
members wanting to understand the full nature of the
document from which the member for Scoresby was
quoting.
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Therefore I think the record will show that the member
for Scoresby was quoting from a sheet of paper, on the
back of which was the letterhead of the federal Minister
for Family and Community Services, Senator Kay
Patterson. All honourable members, and indeed
members of the public, will be able to draw their own
conclusions from that.
Mr Honeywood — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, we have what is called the ‘Mary precedent’
in this house. It is well known that the current Minister
for Planning, when she was Minister for Education and
was struggling in that portfolio, was involved in a very
embarrassing situation for new members of Parliament.
The minister was reading from a document that had two
pages stapled together. The minister was caught by the
television cameras quoting from both pages, which
were stapled together, and she then informed the
Parliament that she had only been quoting from one
page.
Acting Speaker, your ruling is consistent with the
precedent that was created by then Speaker
Andrianopoulos, who ruled that if a member of
Parliament is only reading from one page and from one
side of one page, then that is the only document that is
required to be tabled. That is the ‘Mary precedent’, and
it is well known by the minister at the table, the
Minister for Manufacturing and Export. Your ruling is
consistent with that precedent set by the ruling of
former Speaker Andrianopoulos when the then Minister
for Education claimed to be only reading from one page
but the television cameras showed she was clearly
reading from two pages.
When state members choose to use the other side of
correspondence they receive from other jurisdictions
and from federal ministers, they are to be commended
because they are into recycling. As shadow Minister for
Environment I entirely support recycling of
correspondence received from other jurisdictions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! I have heard enough on this point of order. I
have ruled on the point of order, and I say again that the
document the member was reading from was tabled.
What is on the back is irrelevant and has nothing to do
with the document that the member tabled. I have given
my ruling.
House adjourned 5.03 p.m.
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Tuesday, 5 October 2004
Transport: V/Line fare box revenue
343.

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

(2)

What was the amount collected in fare box revenue for V/Line Passenger rail and coach services
in Victoria and interstate in each of 2001–2002 and 2002–2003 through the sale of —
(a)

ordinary adult single tickets;

(b)

ordinary adult return tickets;

(c)

weekly adult tickets;

(d)

date-to-date adult tickets;

(e)

discounted weekday adult return tickets;

(f)

discounted weekend adult return tickets;

(g)

concession single tickets;

(h)

concession return tickets; and

(i)

other tickets.

What was the total V/Line fare box revenue in 2002–2003 derived from sales of tickets that
included a journey commencing or terminating at:
(a)

Geelong;

(b)

North Geelong;

(c)

South Geelong;

(d)

North Shore;

(e)

Corio;

(f)

Lara;

(g)

Little River;

(h)

Ballarat;

(i)

Ballan;

(j)

Heathcote Junction;

(k)

Wandong;

(l)

Kilmore East;

(m) Broadford;
(n)

Tallarook;

(o)

Seymour;
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(p)

Avenel;

(q)

Euroa;

(r)

Clarkefield;

(s)

Riddells Creek;

(t)

Gisborne;

(u)

Macedon;

(v)

Woodend; and
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(w) Kyneton.
(3)

What percentage of V/Line journeys are made by passengers who pay an adult fare, whether or
not that fare is at the ordinary rate or calculated at a periodical or discounted rate.

(4)

What trends, if any, are evident in fare box revenue in 2003–2004 to date.

(5)

How many passenger journeys were made on the V/Line network in 2002–2003 beyond the interurban boundaries of —
(a)

South Geelong;

(b)

Kyneton;

(c)

Ballarat;

(d)

Seymour; and

(e)

Traralgon.

(6)

How much fare box revenue was derived in 2002–2003 from passenger journeys made on all
V/Line coach services.

(7)

How much revenue was derived in 2002–2003 from V/Line Passenger journeys made on longer
distance rail services operating beyond the inter-urban area to locations such as Albury, Swan Hill
and Sale, excluding inter-urban journeys such as Melbourne to Seymour made on these services.

ANSWER:
(1), (2), (5), (6) and (7)
The information requested is not readily available.
(3)

The proportion of persons travelling on all V/Line services on a full (adult) fare during 2002-2003, per ticket
issues by the VNet ticketing system, was 42%.

(4)

Total gross fare box revenue for the September 2003 quarter was $12.131 million, broadly consistent with the
previous year.

Transport: metropolitan fare box revenue
350.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for the Transport — what was the fare box revenue collected in each
of 2001–2002 and 2002–2003 for each of Zone 1, Zone 2, Zone 3, Zones 1+2, Zones 2+3 and Zones
1+2+3 in Melbourne’s public transport system for the following ticket types —
(1)

Adult 2 hour.

(2)

Adult daily.

(3)

Adult weekly.
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(4)

Adult monthly.

(5)

Adult yearly.

(6)

Concession 2 hour.

(7)

Concession daily (excluding 60-plus).

(8)

Concession weekly.

(9)

Concession monthly.

(10) Concession yearly.
(11) Adult short trip (Zone 1 only).
(12) Adult rail plus two (Zone 1 only).
(13) Adult two hour x 10.
(14) Concession two hour x 10.
(15) Adult short trip x 10.
(16) Concession short trip x 10.
(17) 60-plus.
(18) Group Get-a-bout.
(19) Melbourne Delegate Card.
(20) Family daily.
(21) Adult off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only).
(22) Concession off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only).
(23) Student pass (six monthly validity).
(24) Student pass (yearly validity).
ANSWER:
Please see attached tables.
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Adult 2 hour
Adult daily
Adult weekly
Adult monthly
Adult yearly
Concession 2 hour
Concession daily (excluding 60-plus)
Concession weekly
Concession monthly
Concession yearly
Adult short trip (Zone 1 only)
Adult rail plus two (Zone 1 only)
Adult two hour x 10
Concession two hour x 10
Adult short trip x 10
Concession short trip x 10
60-plus
Group Get-a-bout
Melbourne Delegate Card
Family daily
Adult off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only)
Concession off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only)
Student pass (six monthly validity)
Student pass (yearly validity)
$
$

$
$

$
$
$
$
$
$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

28,318,609.34
27,292,160.33
25,197,107.04
15,652,963.19
4,197,628.79
9,909,339.79
8,493,399.09
4,270,597.21
2,717,011.59
n/a
8,054,331.32
1,568,813.51
16,330,250.25
1,724,216.89
3,426,028.70
822,035.46
n/a
106,251.60
n/a
n/a
n/a
1,260,355.01
2,997,224.32

Zone 1

$
$

$

$
$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,369,116.19
1,540,999.54
632,974.81
706,279.39
11,713.97
6,142,884.90
4,188,960.60
1,033,675.77
902,789.33
n/a
n/a
n/a
481,507.70
710,294.36
n/a
n/a
n/a
84.20
n/a
n/a
323,435.18
73,690.95
n/a
n/a

Zone 2
$ 1,851,932.60
$ 838,782.43
$ 289,920.61
$ 153,892.39
$
6,951.14
$ 3,696,869.08
$ 2,971,142.27
$ 677,249.75
$ 447,364.40
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 103,802.55
$ 311,359.24
n/a
n/a
n/a
$
52.10
n/a
n/a
$ 182,491.60
$
35,834.70
n/a
n/a

Zone 3
$ 8,627,339.34
$ 17,527,706.13
$ 12,664,962.30
$ 12,999,541.18
$ 4,267,951.86
$ 3,416,630.51
$ 6,535,393.21
$ 1,781,440.37
$ 2,159,836.84
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 5,539,521.37
$ 599,306.07
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a

Zone 1+2

$
$

$
$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

778,228.70
706,168.22
434,546.96
189,739.29
8,100.05
471,270.00
664,668.67
216,008.96
140,576.87
n/a
n/a
n/a
112,062.17
46,814.14
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
2,385,490.53
4,888,419.22

Zone 2+3

3,138,053.06
7,803,165.04
6,558,442.15
6,760,884.25
2,175,830.71
1,171,597.27
3,511,502.79
849,285.29
754,808.38
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 671,387.38
$
53,177.46
n/a
n/a
$ 10,407,344.39
$ 315,963.18
n/a
$ 181,899.03
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Zone 1+2+3
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1. Farebox revenue by ticket type includes GST, except for some 'off-system' ticket sales for which GST is not included in the amounts reported and totalled $3,647,762.71 during 2001-02.
N/a indicates that the ticket type for that Zone is not available.
Source: Revenue Clearing House, table prepared by DOI 22 October 2003.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)
(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)
(24)

Ticket Type

Farebox ($) includes GST except for some 'off-system' tickets (see note¹)

FAREBOX REVENUE ($) BY TICKET TYPE AND ZONE - Financial Year 2001-02

Question on Notice No.350 - re Farebox Revenue, raised by the Hon. T Mulder [Polwarth] 15-10-2003
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$
$

$

$
$

Zone 2
3,600,336.35
1,712,041.24
704,705.68
849,064.92
16,185.93
5,894,791.67
4,696,108.28
1,149,932.94
1,037,711.05
n/a
n/a
n/a
617,415.96
993,689.14
n/a
n/a
n/a
256.40
n/a
n/a
303,896.69
68,565.14
n/a
n/a

$
$

$

$
$

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Question on Notice No.350 - re Farebox Revenue, raised by the Hon. T Mulder [Polwarth] 15-10-2003

Zone 1
$ 29,001,546.73
$ 30,315,449.61
$ 27,133,246.16
$ 19,216,474.83
$ 4,678,016.36
$ 9,457,098.55
$ 10,129,459.90
$ 4,587,963.39
$ 3,152,213.92
n/a
$ 8,307,638.56
$ 1,623,538.02
$ 18,750,040.59
$ 1,995,713.06
$ 3,793,459.78
$
962,873.47
n/a
$
104,301.92
$
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 1,327,542.26
$ 3,003,419.67

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

FAREBOX REVENUE ($) BY TICKET TYPE AND ZONE - Financial Year 2002-03

Adult 2 hour
Adult daily
Adult weekly
Adult monthly
Adult yearly
Concession 2 hour
Concession daily (excluding 60-plus)
Concession weekly
Concession monthly
Concession yearly
Adult short trip (Zone 1 only)
Adult rail plus two (Zone 1 only)
Adult two hour x 10
Concession two hour x 10
Adult short trip x 10
Concession short trip x 10
60-plus
Group Get-a-bout
Melbourne Delegate Card
Family daily
Adult off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only)
Concession off-peak saver (Zone 2 and Zone 3 only)
Student pass (six monthly validity)
Student pass (yearly validity)

Ticket Type

Farebox ($) includes GST

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)
(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)
(24)
N/a indicates that the ticket type for that Zone is not available.
Source: Revenue Clearing House, table prepared by DOI 22 October 2003.

Zone 3
1,950,870.88
932,223.26
350,410.74
184,326.19
7,431.96
3,603,705.91
3,288,324.16
752,129.29
478,756.15
n/a
n/a
n/a
126,512.54
424,444.13
n/a
n/a
n/a
98.20
n/a
n/a
170,275.32
30,867.60
n/a
n/a

$ 9,189,893.18
$ 18,552,610.43
$ 13,709,092.79
$ 14,396,909.31
$ 4,584,093.64
$ 3,447,712.29
$ 7,126,777.32
$ 1,955,455.09
$ 2,494,219.17
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 6,370,090.35
$ 749,054.08
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a

Zone 1+2

$ 891,107.51
$ 817,676.56
$ 439,423.88
$ 194,818.03
$
8,513.95
$ 512,746.82
$ 781,214.90
$ 250,045.17
$ 149,508.89
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 141,209.25
$
56,956.09
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 2,640,126.64
$ 4,608,159.62

Zone 2+3

$ 3,315,401.14
$ 8,551,605.36
$ 6,811,845.39
$ 7,299,728.10
$ 2,321,683.79
$ 1,166,052.86
$ 3,847,582.84
$ 877,174.05
$ 813,803.91
n/a
n/a
n/a
$ 784,040.49
$
54,036.98
n/a
n/a
$ 10,899,578.60
$ 315,903.04
n/a
$ 168,303.46
n/a
n/a
n/a
n/a

Zone 1+2+3
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Innovation: Docklands film and television studios
407(a).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Innovation
With reference to work undertaken since 4 December 2003 at the Studios —
(1)

What are the names of the consultants who undertook work in relation to the Studios.

(2)

Briefly describe the type of work undertaken.

(3)

What remuneration did the named consultants receive.

(4)

What dates was the work performed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Names of consultants

DIIRD
The following consultants undertook work for DIIRD in relation to the Studios since 4 December 2003:
a)

Pitcher Partners

b)

Blake Dawson Waldron

c)

Horizon Production Services

d)

KPMG

Major Projects Victoria (MPV)
DIIRD has been informed by the Department of Infrastructure (DOI) that the following consultants undertook work
for MPV in relation to the Studios since 4 December 2003:

(2)

a)

Ove Arup

b)

Coffey Geosciences

c)

Parsons Brinkerhoff

Work undertaken

Description of work
The majority (89%) of the consultants’ costs incurred in the period in question related to DIIRD’s administration of
the project. As lead agency for the project, DIIRD is responsible for contract management throughout the 20-year
operating period.
The minority (11%) of the consultants’ costs related to the completion of construction of the studio complex. The
studios were completed ahead of the builder’s schedule at the end of February 2004.
DIIRD
Pitcher Partners provided probity advice to the project. Pitcher Partners assisted DIIRD to prepare a probity plan for
the 20 year operating term of the project.
Blake Dawson Waldron is engaged on an ongoing basis to provide legal advice to DIIRD regarding the project.
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Horizon Production Services provided expert advice to DIIRD regarding film studio operations.
KPMG is engaged on an ongoing basis to provide commercial advice to the project.
MPV
DIIRD has been informed by DOI that consultants undertook work for MPV as follows:
–
–
–

Coffey Geosciences acted as the environmental auditor on the project during the construction phase.
Ove Arup conducted design reviews and provided engineering advice on the project during the
construction phase.
Parsons Brinkerhoff provided environmental advice during the construction phase including soil
assessments.

(3) Remuneration and (4) Dates
DIIRD
The following table shows the dates the work was done for DIIRD and the dates that DIIRD was invoiced for the
work:
Consultant
Pitcher Partners
Blake Dawson
Waldron
Horizon Production
Services
KPMG
TOTAL

Amount of invoice (excl.
GST) (work done as at 30
March 2004)
$5,172.76

Dates work performed
4 December 2004*–19 March 2004

$216,253.91

4 December 2004–30 March 2004

$15,454.25

8 December 2004–26 March 2004

$112,436.19
$349,317.11

4 December 2004*–30 March 2004*

*Invoice amount pro-rated (date range greater than period covered by questions).

MPV
DIIRD has been informed by DOI that the dates the work was done for MPV were as follows:
Consultant
Coffey Geosciences
Ove Arup
Parsons Brinkerhoff
TOTAL

Amount of invoice (excl. GST)
(work done as at 30 March 2004)
$2,936.74
$22,552.50
$3,710.00
$29,199.24

Dates work performed
Dec 2003–Mar 2004
Dec 2003–Mar 2004
Dec 2003–Mar 2004

State and regional development: Docklands film and television studios
407(c).

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for State and Regional Development
With reference to work undertaken since 4 December 2003 at the Studios —
(1)

What are the names of the consultants who undertook work in relation to the Studios.

(2)

Briefly describe the type of work undertaken.

(3)

What remuneration did the named consultants receive.

(4)

What dates was the work performed.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
848

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 October 2004

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Names of consultants

DIIRD
The following consultants undertook work for DIIRD in relation to the Studios since 4 December 2003:
a)

Pitcher Partners

b)

Blake Dawson Waldron

c)

Horizon Production Services

d)

KPMG

Major Projects Victoria (MPV)
DIIRD has been informed by the Department of Infrastructure (DOI) that the following consultants undertook work
for MPV in relation to the Studios since 4 December 2003:
–
–
–
(2)

Ove Arup
Coffey Geosciences
Parsons Brinkerhoff
Work undertaken

Description of work
The majority (89%) of the consultants’ costs incurred in the period in question related to DIIRD’s administration of
the project. As lead agency for the project, DIIRD is responsible for contract management throughout the 20-year
operating period.
The minority (11%) of the consultants’ costs related to the completion of construction of the studio complex. The
studios were completed ahead of the builder’s schedule at the end of February 2004.
DIIRD
Pitcher Partners provided probity advice to the project. Pitcher Partners assisted DIIRD to prepare a probity plan for
the 20 year operating term of the project.
Blake Dawson Waldron is engaged on an ongoing basis to provide legal advice to DIIRD regarding the project.
Horizon Production Services provided expert advice to DIIRD regarding film studio operations.
KPMG is engaged on an ongoing basis to provide commercial advice to the project.
MPV
DIIRD has been informed by DOI that consultants undertook work for MPV as follows:
–
–
–

Coffey Geosciences acted as the environmental auditor on the project during the construction phase.
Ove Arup conducted design reviews and provided engineering advice on the project during the
construction phase.
Parsons Brinkerhoff provided environmental advice during the construction phase including soil
assessments.
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(3) Remuneration and (4) Dates
DIIRD
The following table shows the dates the work was done for DIIRD and the dates that DIIRD was invoiced for the
work:
Consultant
Pitcher Partners

Amount of invoice (excl. GST)
(work done as at 30 March 2004)
$5,172.76

4 December 2004*–19 March 2004

$216,253.91

4 December 2004–30 March 2004

$15,454.25

8 December 2004–26 March 2004

$112,436.19
$349,317.11

4 December 2004*–30 March 2004*

Blake Dawson
Waldron
Horizon Production
Services
KPMG
TOTAL

Dates work performed

*Invoice amount pro-rated (date range greater than period covered by questions).

MPV
DIIRD has been informed by DOI that the dates the work was done for MPV were as follows:
Consultant
Coffey Geosciences
Ove Arup
Parsons Brinkerhoff
TOTAL

Amount of invoice (excl. GST)
(work done as at 30 March 2004)
$2,936.74
$22,552.50
$3,710.00
$29,199.24

Dates work performed
Dec 2003–Mar 2004
Dec 2003–Mar 2004
Dec 2003–Mar 2004

Police and emergency services: fixed traffic cameras
409.

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

What are the sites (other than the corner of Thomas Street and North Road, Brighton East) in the
electorate of Brighton (suburbs of Brighton, Brighton East, parts of the suburbs of Elsternwick,
Elwood, Gardenvale, Hampton and Hampton East) that have fixed traffic cameras installed.

(2)

Are there any plans to install additional fixed traffic cameras in the electorate of Brighton.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There is only one site, the intersection of Thomas Street and North Road in Brighton East that has a fixed camera
installed, namely a red light speed camera.
There are no plans for any further fixed cameras in the electorate of Brighton.

Environment: workplace bullying
411(l).

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Environment —
(1)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.
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(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were five cases of bullying in the workplace reported to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and agencies within the environment portfolio during the period 1 January 2003 to 31
December 2003.

(2)

Three of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases.

(3)

The total cost of the only completed claim is $152,128.00.

(4)

The dollar increase in premiums due to the completed claim for bullying in the workplace is $84,319.00.

Major projects: workplace bullying
411(x).

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Major Projects —
(1)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
There were no cases of bullying reported in Major Projects Victoria during the period specified.

Planning: workplace bullying
411(aa).

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Planning —
(1)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

There were three cases of bullying in the workplace reported to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and agencies within the planning portfolio during the period 1 January 2003 to 31 December
2003.

(2)

One of these claims resulted in a WorkCover case.

(3)

The total cost of the claim was $152,238.00.

(4)

The dollar increase in premiums due to the claim for bullying in the workplace was $84,319.00.

851

Transport: workplace bullying
411(af).

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

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

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

There was one allegation of bullying in the workplace reported to the Department of Infrastructure between
1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003. The allegation was fully investigated and it was found that there was
no evidence to substantiate a case for bullying. Measures were taken to address communication issues raised
by the employee at the time.

(2)

The employee lodged a WorkCover claim 6 months later. The WorkCover claim was disputed by the
Department however the WorkCover Insurer accepted the claim.

(3)

The amount paid under this claim is $2,399 comprising medical and like expenses.

(4)

The premium is to be negotiated between the Department and their insurer and is likely to be minimised due
to facilitation of the employee’s early return to work.

VicRoads/Portfolio Agencies
(1)

There were 5 cases of workplace bullying reported within VicRoads. Remaining portfolio agencies reported
no cases of workplace bullying.

(2)

Four of these cases resulted in WorkCover claims.

(3)

The estimated total cost of these claims was $151,400.

(4)

The estimated increase in WorkCover premium was $605,600.

Energy industries: workplace bullying
411(ag).

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

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.
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(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

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

There was one allegation of bullying in the workplace reported to the Department of Infrastructure between
1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003. The allegation was fully investigated and it was found that there was
no evidence to substantiate a case for bullying. Measures were taken to address communication issues raised
by the employee at the time.

(2)

The employee lodged a WorkCover claim 6 months later. The WorkCover claim was disputed by the
Department however the WorkCover Insurer accepted the claim.

(3)

The amount paid under this claim is $2,399 comprising medical and like expenses.

(4)

The premium is to be negotiated between the Department and their insurer and is likely to be minimised due
to facilitation of the employee’s early return to work.

Small business: workplace bullying
411(ak).

Mr MULDER to ask the Treasurer for the Minister for Small Business —
(1)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Three cases were reported to the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development between
1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.

(2)

All three cases were successfully mediated and required no recourse to formal notification.

(3)

Nil

(4)

Nil

Water: workplace bullying
411(am). Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Water —
(1)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the aegis of the Minister between 1 January 2003 and 31 December 2003.
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(2)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(3)

What was the total cost of these claims.

(4)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

853

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There were three cases of bullying in the workplace reported to the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and agencies within the water portfolio during the period 1 January 2003 to 31 December 2003.

(2)

One of these claims resulted in a WorkCover case.

(3)

The total cost of the claim was $152,238.00.

(4)

The dollar increase in premiums due to the claim for bullying in the workplace was $84,319.00.

Transport: M>Train Siemens cars
412.

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

How many Siemens three car sets had been accepted by M>Train following testing as at 1 March
2004.

(2)

How many further three car sets are expected to be delivered by —
(a)

31 May 2004;

(b)

31 August 2004;

(c)

30 November 2004;

(d)

28 February 2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Information on new trains is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au/transport.

Transport: M>Train Siemens cars
427(a).

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

What is the monthly cost to M>Train for leasing —
(a)

Siemens motor cars;

(b)

Siemens trailer cars that have been accepted from the manufacturer after completing testing.

(2)

What is the period of lease for each car.

(3)

What is the monthly cost of security guards employed at each of Dandenong and St Albans
Stations to monitor stored Siemens train sets.

(4)

What amount is being paid for security guards at each of Dandenong and St Albans Stations by —
(a)

M>Train;
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(b)

Department of Infrastructure;

(c)

Department of Treasury and Finance;

(d)

Siemens Rail Services or other associated companies;

(e)

other entities.

Tuesday, 5 October 2004

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

M>Train ceased its operations on 18 April and hence it no longer incurs any leasing costs..

(2)

The period of lease for each train set is 15 years.

(3) & (4)
Engagement of security guards is a matter for the operator.

Treasurer: M>Train Siemens cars
427(b).

Mr MULDER to ask the Treasurer —
(1)

What is the monthly cost to M>Train for leasing —
(a)

Siemens motor cars;

(b)

Siemens trailer cars that have been accepted from the manufacturer after completing testing.

(2)

What is the period of lease for each car.

(3)

What is the monthly cost of security guards employed at each of Dandenong and St Albans
Stations to monitor stored Siemens train sets.

(4)

What amount is being paid for security guards at each of Dandenong and St Albans Stations by —
(a)

M>Train;

(b)

Department of Infrastructure;

(c)

Department of Treasury and Finance;

(d)

Siemens Rail Services or other associated companies;

(e)

other entities.

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

M>Train ceased its operations on 18 April and hence it no longer incurs any leasing costs.

(2)

The period of lease for each train set is 15 years.

(3)

Engagement of security guards is a matter for the operator.

(4)

Engagement of security guards is a matter for the operator.

Finance: M>Train Siemens cars
427(c).

Mr MULDER to ask the Treasurer for the Minister for Finance —
(1)

What is the monthly cost to M>Train for leasing —
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(a)

Siemens motor cars;

(b)

Siemens trailer cars that have been accepted from the manufacturer after completing testing.

(2)

What is the period of lease for each car.

(3)

What is the monthly cost of security guards employed at each of Dandenong and St Albans
Stations to monitor stored Siemens train sets.

(4)

What amount is being paid for security guards at each of Dandenong and St Albans Stations by —
(a)

M>Train;

(b)

Department of Infrastructure;

(c)

Department of Treasury and Finance;

(d)

Siemens Rail Services or other associated companies;

(e)

other entities.

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

M>Train ceased its operations on 18 April and hence it no longer incurs any leasing costs.

(2)

The period of lease for each train set is 15 years.

(3)

Engagement of security guards is a matter for the operator.

(4)

Engagement of security guards is a matter for the operator.

Treasurer: Brighton and Brighton East stamp duty
432.

Ms ASHER to ask the Treasurer — what was the dollar amount of stamp duty collected for
2001–2002, 2002–2003 and 2003–2004 to date from the suburbs of —
(1)

Brighton (postcode 3186).

(2)

Brighton East (postcode 3187).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Stamp duty on land transfers is charged at either a flat rate or an ad valorem rate based on the value of the
transaction. The amount of duty payable is not dependent on the location of the property being transferred or the
nature of any business being conducted either by the vendor or purchaser.
In the majority of cases, the duty is assessed by a person who is authorised by the State Revenue Office to stamp
documents and collect the duty on its behalf. Typically the authorised persons are the financial institutions,
solicitors and legal firms who act as intermediaries for the vendor or purchaser.
With respect to these transactions, the State Revenue Office does not require the authorised person to provide any
information with respect to the nature or location of the property on which the duty is assessed.
Accordingly, I am unable to provide the answer to the Honourable Member’s question.
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Transport: tram journey time savings
443.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport — what time savings will occur on each tram route
between the terminus and final destination as a result of the Tram to It program on a typical —
(1)

Inbound weekday morning peak hour journey.

(2)

Outbound weekday afternoon peak hour journey.

(3)

Off-peak weekday journey.

(4)

Saturday daytime journey.

(5)

Sunday daytime journey.

ANSWER:
I am informed that as at the date the question was raised the answer is:
Via a number of measures, of which the Tram To It program is one, VicRoads and the Department of Infrastructure
have committed to improving average tram speed in Melbourne. The program itself includes a set of priority routes
where time savings are strongly in prospect, but disaggregation of the target across specific routes and time periods
cannot be determined until consultation with local authorities and assessment of design is completed for individual
corridors.

Transport: suburban train cancellations
458.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to train cancellations —
(1)

How many cancellations occurred on each line operated by Connex between 18 April and 24
April 2004 inclusive, and 25 April and 1 May 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What was the cause of each cancellation, by line.

(3)

How many of the cancellations on each line occurred for services scheduled to leave the
originating station on —
(a)

weekdays between 6.00 am and 9.00 am;

(b)

weekdays between 3.30 pm and 7.00 pm;

(c)

Saturday;

(d)

Sunday.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Comprehensive information on the performance of Melbourne’s public transport system is reported in Track
Record, a Bracks Government publication produced quarterly. It is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: train punctuality and reliability statistics
459.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport — when will Connex commence publicly reporting its
punctuality and reliability statistics on a line-by-line basis rather than on a system-wide basis.

ANSWER:
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As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government publishes monthly train performance data on a line-by-line basis every year in Track
Record. There are no plans to alter these arrangements.
Track Record is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Yarra Trams punctuality and reliability
460.

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

Are there any plans for Yarra Trams to report its punctuality and reliability statistics on a line-byline basis similar to the practice of the now defunct M>Train; if so, from what month will this
occur.

(2)

What was the punctuality and reliability percentage performance for each tram route between 18
April and 30 April 2004.

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

Line-by-line operational results are published annually in Track Record, a Bracks Government publication
available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

(2)

Detailed information on the performance of Melbourne’s public transport system is published quarterly in
Track Record.

Transport: wire rope barriers
462.

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

How many new installations of wire rope barriers along freeways or other roads have occurred in
2003–2004.

(2)

What was the location and cost of each installation.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
In 2003-2004, to 12 May 2004, wire rope barrier was installed in Victoria as follows:
At all piers supporting bridges over the Hume Freeway from north of Craigieburn to Seymour (10 sites), at a cost
of $150,000. The locations are presented in the table below.
Location
Northern Highway entry ramp
Access bridge
Arkells Road overpass
Broadford-Wallan Road overpass
Mia Mia Road overpass
Strath Creek Road overpass
Broadford exit overpass
Northwood Road overpass

Approximate Distance from Melbourne
(km)
42.2
43.4
51.6
62.6
70.0
71.9
73.2
95.9
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Goulburn Valley Highway overpass
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Approximate Distance from Melbourne
(km)
99.3
99.9

Transport: road shoulders
475.

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

(2)

How many kilometres of rural Victorian roads will receive improved shoulders in —
(a)

2004–2005;

(b)

2005–2006.

What is the road name, locality and length in kilometres or hundreds of metres for each proposed
improvement.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
In 2004-2005, projects resulting in shoulder improvement along 757km of rural Victorian roads have been
approved. The attached table details the road name, locality and length of each improvement.
Further projects to improve shoulders are being finalised. Treatments proposed for 2005-2006 will not be
determined until May 2005.
ATTACHMENT A
IMPROVED ROAD SHOULDERS IN 2004-05
ROAD NAME AND LOCALITY
Length (km)
PAVEMENT SHOULDERS RESHEET–MAINTENANCE PROGRAM
Brandy Ck Rd, 3.0 - 5.0
2.0
Buchan Rd, 0.0 - 4.0
4.0
Churchill Traralgon Road, 9.5 - 11.15
2.0
Drouin - Korumburra Road, 9.5 - 11.15
3.0
Fish Creek - Foster Road, 6 - 7
1.0
Garretts Road, 2 - 4
2.0
Gelantipy Rd, 0.5 - 4.5
4.0
Inverloch - Venus Bay Rd, 15.00 - 16.00
1.0
Inverloch - Venus Bay Rd, 2.9 - 3.3
0.4
Korumburra Inverloch Road, 3.9 - 4.7
0.8
Korumburra Inverloch Road, 7.3 - 7.6
0.3
Main Neerim Rd, 20 - 23
3.0
Maryvale Road, 4.0 - 6.0
2.0
Meeniyan - Promontory Rd, 0.00 - 1.0
1.0
Meeniyan - Promontory Rd, 4.00 - 42.00
2.0
Traralgon - Maffra Rd, 16.5 - 18.5
5.0
Traralgon - Maffra Rd, 16.5 - 18.5
2.0
Won Wron Rd, 2 - 4
2.0
5397 Benalla-Tocumwal Rd Sec(1) 39.7km to 41.4km
1.7
5406 Benalla-Yarrawonga Rd Sec(1) 0.1km to 1.57km
1.5
5416 Euroa-Shepparton Rd Sec(1) 7km to 8.2km
2.4
5498 Mansfield-Whitfield Rd Sec(1) 27.8km to 28.6km
0.8
5739 Lockharts Gap Rd Sec(1) 0km to 15.67km
15.7
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ROAD NAME AND LOCALITY
Length (km)
PAVEMENT SHOULDERS RESHEET–MAINTENANCE PROGRAM
5748 Murray River Rd Sec(1) 0km to 116.48km
18.0
5791 Healesville-Kinglake Rd Sec(2) 30.55km to 32.4km
3.7
5416 Euroa-Shepparton Rd Sec(1) 8.6km to 9.7km
2.2
5419 Katamatite-Shepparton Rd Sec(1) 19.93km to 20.53km
0.6
5496 Benalla-Tatong Rd Sec(1) 9km to 9.9km
1.5
5585 Wahgunya-Wangaratta Rd Sec(1) 0km to 13.21km
13.2
5739 Lockharts Gap Rd Sec(1) 15.67km to 24.29km
1.0
5397 Benalla-Tocumwal Rd Sec(1) 61km to 68.9km
7.9
5411 Dookie-Nalinga Rd Sec(1) 0km to 13.385km
13.4
5416 Euroa-Shepparton Rd Sec(1) 2.5km to 3.5km
1.0
5423 Chiltern-Rutherglen Rd Sec(1) 0km to 17.85km
17.9
5467 Myrtleford-Yackandandah Rd Sec(1) 12.32km to 13.28km
1.0
5481 Talgarno Rd Sec(1) 0km to 31.85km
2.0
5509 Taggerty-Thornton Rd Sec(1) 9.4km to 10.7km
2.6
5419 Katamatite-Shepparton Rd Sec(1) 20.53km to 21.23km
0.7
5487 Cudgewa-Tintaldra Rd Sec(1) 0km to 27.86km
2.0
5498 Mansfield-Whitfield Rd Sec(1) 16.2km to 16.8km
0.6
5505 Euroa-Mansfield Rd Sec(1) 7km to 8.5km
3.0
5378 Heathcote-Nagambie Rd Sec(1) 26km to 26.5km
0.5
5414 Murchison-Violet Town Rd Sec(1) 20.5km to 22.5km
2.0
5470 Happy Valley Rd Sec(1) 4.7km to 5.3km
0.6
5414 Murchison-Violet Town Rd Sec(1) 11.7km to 12.8km
0.8
5470 Happy Valley Rd Sec(1) 8.4km to 9km
0.6
5501 Mansfield-Woods Point Rd Sec(1) 28.2km to 28.65km
0.5
5470 Happy Valley Rd Sec(1) 12.3km to 13.6km
1.3
5398 Cobram-Koonoomoo Rd Sec(1) 1.2km to 2km
0.8
5398 Cobram-Koonoomoo Rd Sec(1) 2.6km to 5km
2.4
5471 Running Creek Rd Sec(1) 5.08km to 6.3km
1.2
5406 Benalla-Yarrawonga Rd Sec(1) 33.34km to 34.34km
1.0
5489 Buffalo River Rd Sec(1) 14.8km to 15.57km
0.8
5489 Buffalo River Rd Sec(1) 16.5km to 17.28km
0.8
5489 Buffalo River Rd Sec(1) 18.15km to 18.75km
0.6
5463 Beechworth-Wodonga Rd Sec(1) 25km to 33km
1.1
5464 Wodonga-Yackandandah Rd Sec(1) 9km to 14.6km
0.8
5491 Wangaratta-Whitfield Rd Sec(1) 36.9km to 40km
1.2
5491 Wangaratta-Whitfield Rd Sec(1) 8km to 8.6km
0.6
5524 Beechworth-Wangaratta Rd Sec(1) 7.9km to 10.9km
2.0
5574 Glenrowan-Myrtleford Rd Sec(1) 28.7km to 30.45km
1.8
5585 Wahgunya-Wangaratta Rd Sec(1) 17.8km to 20.38km
5.2
5252 Birchip-Wycheproof Rd Sec(1) 13.5km to 14.5km
1.0
5250 Donald-Swan Hill Rd Sec(2) 64.8km to 87.4km
4.0
5335 Cohuna-Koondrook Rd Sec(1) 4.5km to 7km
1.0
5340 Boort-Kerang Rd Sec(1) 30.7km to 34.7km
2.0
5338 Leitchville-Pyramid Rd Sec(1) 22.1km to 23.7km
1.6
5339 Boort-Pyramid Rd Sec(1) 17km to 18.7km
1.7
5515 Epping-Kilmore Rd Sec(1) 43.4km to 44.1km
0.7
5176 Hattah-Robinvale Rd Sec(1) 25km to 27.6km
2.6
5176 Hattah-Robinvale Rd Sec(1) 33km to 33.5km
0.5
5176 Hattah-Robinvale Rd Sec(1) 41km to 45km
4.0
5321 Robinvale-Sea Lake Rd Sec(1) 19km to 22km
3.0
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ROAD NAME AND LOCALITY
Length (km)
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5321 Robinvale-Sea Lake Rd Sec(1) 31km to 33km
2.0
5326 Sea Lake-Swan Hill Rd Sec(1) 61km to 65km
4.0
5514 Broadford-Flowerdale Rd Sec(1) 4km to 6km
2.0
5175 Bendigo-Redesdale Rd Sec(1) 28km to 38km
5.0
5377 Heathcote-Rochester Rd Sec(2) 59.34km to 61.34km
2.0
5348 Echuca-Mitiamo Rd Sec(1) 13.5km to 14.2km
0.7
5816 Wallan-Whittlesea Rd Sec(1) 5.48km to 6.7km
1.2
5175 Bendigo-Redesdale Rd Sec(1) 23km to 24.5km
1.5
5389 Lancefield-Tooborac Rd Sec(1) 4km to 6.5km
2.5
5393 Kilmore-Lancefield Rd Sec(1) 15km to 16.5km
1.5
5339 Bendigo-Pyramid Rd Sec(2) 57.6km to 60.86km
3.3
5340 Boort-Kerang Rd Sec(1) 6.4km to 7.05km
0.7
5338 Leitchville-Pyramid Rd Sec(1) 7.2km to 7.7km
0.5
5332 Kerang-Murrabit Rd Sec(1) 4km to 10km
1.0
5200 Bendigo-Maryborough Rd Sec(1) 43.6km to 44.52km
0.9
5347 Boort-Mitiamo Rd Sec(1) 32.8km to 33.7km
0.9
5157 Kyabram-Rochester Rd Sec(2) 22.4km to 23.4km
1.0
5229 Dunolly-Eddington Rd Sec(1) 9.69km to 11.49km
0.3
5359 Echuca-Kyabram Rd Sec(1) 11.7km to 12.5km
0.8
5376 Bendigo-Murchison Rd Sec(2) 39.6km to 40.7km
1.1
5124 Woolsthorpe-Heywood Rd Sec(1) 23km to 30.3km
7.3
5124 Woolsthorpe-Heywood Rd Sec(1) 17.33km to 18.68km
1.4
5124 Woolsthorpe-Heywood Rd Sec(1) 19.63km to 22.02km
2.4
5060 Geelong-Bacchus Marsh Rd Sec(1) 16.6km to 22.24km
10.4
5063 Fyansford-Gheringhap Rd Sec(1) 0km to 3.68km
3.7
5074 Colac-Ballarat Rd Sec(1) 37km to 42km
5.0
5145 Coleraine-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 40km to 40.9km
0.9
5045 Portland-Nelson Rd Sec(1) 51.2km to 58.25km
7.1
5140 Natimuk-Hamilton Rd Sec(1) 59.6km to 69.6km
10.0
5045 Portland-Nelson Rd Sec(1) 18.65km to 20.66km
2.0
5140 Natimuk-Hamilton Rd Sec(1) 80km to 90km
10.0
9999 Across Shire Sec() 0km to 0km
7.5
5045 Portland-Nelson Rd Sec(1) 9.97km to 11.09km
1.1
5045 Portland-Nelson Rd Sec(1) 16.04km to 17.78km
1.7
5144 Coleraine-Balmoral Rd Sec(1) 24km to 24.65km
0.7
5255 Madeira Packet Rd Sec(1) 0.16km to 1.3km
1.1
5039 Timboon-Nullawarre Rd Sec(1) 4.5km to 5.16km
0.7
5897 Princetown Rd Sec(1) 14km to 14.86km
0.9
5897 Princetown Rd Sec(1) 11.7km to 12.38km
0.7
5897 Princetown Rd Sec(1) 26.2km to 26.83km
0.6
5181 Rokewood-Skipton Rd Sec(1) 8.85km to 9.9km
0.6
5150 Dartmoor-Hamilton Rd Sec(1) 41.33km to 41.7km
0.4
5037 Timboon-Colac Rd Sec(2) 12.2km to 12.7km
0.5
5037 Timboon-Colac Rd Sec(2) 12.7km to 13.5km
0.8
5146 Casterton-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 14.71km to 15.2km
0.5
5146 Casterton-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 2.685km to 3.42km
0.7
5146 Casterton-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 3.42km to 4.35km
0.9
5146 Casterton-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 12.91km to 14.49km
1.6
5219 Bungaree-Creswick Rd Sec(1) 11km to 17km
2.0
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5090 Skipton Rd Sec(1) 4.5km to 9.4km
4.0
5100 Mortlake-Ararat Rd Sec(2) 74.92km to 81.76km
6.8
5133 Nhill-Harrow Rd Sec(1) 24.93km to 96.17km
12.0
5138 Natimuk-Frances Rd Sec(1) 19.28km to 92.93km
12.5
5140 Natimuk-Hamilton Rd Sec(1) 12km to 18.5km
13.0
5141 Wombelano Rd Sec(1) 8.22km to 22.33km
2.5
5145 Coleraine-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 24.19km to 58.18km
1.5
5145 Coleraine-Edenhope Rd Sec(1) 51.06km to 82.88km
3.5
5154 Creswick-Newstead Rd Sec(1) 3km to 3.6km
0.6
5243 Casterton-Naracoorte Rd Sec(1) 27.07km to 79.48km
0.5
5245 Stawell-Avoca Rd Sec(1) 34.2km to 35.7km
6.0
5253 Edenhope-Penola Rd Sec(2) 0km to 22.46km
2.5
5272 Stawell-Warracknabeal Rd Sec(2) 71.5km to 79km
7.5
5100 Mortlake-Ararat Rd Sec(1) 30.39km to 33.28km
2.9
5139 Horsham-Noradjuha Rd Sec(1) 0km to 18.7km
6.0
5155 Donald-Stawell Rd Sec(1) 61.1km to 63.6km
4.2
5262 Hopetoun-Walpeup Rd Sec(2) 5km to 45km
10.5
5829 Diggers Rest-Coimadai Rd Sec(1) 21km to 22km
2.0
5956 Myrniong-Trentham Rd Sec(1) 7.1km to 9.1km
4.0
5100 Mortlake-Ararat Rd Sec(1) 56.23km to 61.13km
4.9
5155 Donald-Stawell Rd Sec(1) 64.9km to 66km
2.2
5220 Daylesford-Ballarat Rd Sec(1) 2km to 3km
1.0
5272 Stawell-Warracknabeal Rd Sec(2) 68km to 71.5km
3.5
5261 Patchewollock-Sea Lake Rd Sec(1) 3km to 11km
3.5
5263 Hopetoun-Rainbow Rd Sec(1) 12.2km to 15.1km
10.5
Princes Highway, 405.3 - 512.08, various locations
31.7
South Gippsland Highway , 148.3 - 217.63
6.2
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(2) 34.2km to 35.32km
2.2
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(2) 46.25km to 47.05km
1.6
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(3) 155.74km to 157.58km
3.7
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(3) 157.58km to 159.56km
4.0
2720 Maroondah Hwy Sec(4) 187.67km to 189.58km
1.9
2720 Maroondah Hwy Sec(3) 119.46km to 119.73km
0.5
2720 Maroondah Hwy Sec(3) 136.7km to 139.16km
4.9
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(1) 2.25km to 4.7km
1.8
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(3) 155.74km to 157.58km
7.4
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(3) 157.58km to 159.56km
7.3
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(1) 130km to 135km
10.0
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(1) 96km to 98km
4.0
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(1) 105km to 106km
2.0
2790 Kiewa Valley Hwy Sec(1) 75km to 76.5km
3.0
2790 Kiewa Valley Hwy Sec(1) 57.5km to 59km
3.0
2790 Kiewa Valley Hwy Sec(1) 54km to 55km
2.0
2540 Northern Hwy Sec(2) 180.4km to 181.2km
0.8
2540 Northern Hwy Sec(2) 199km to 200km
1.0
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(4) 58.3km to 61km
2.7
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(5) 140km to 142km
2.0
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(7) 126.5km to 127.5km
1.0
2590 Midland Hwy Sec(4) 63km to 65km
2.0
2590 Midland Hwy Sec(4) 66km to 68.2km
2.2
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2630 Loddon Valley Hwy Sec(1) 100.5km to 104km
3.5
2630 Loddon Valley Hwy Sec(1) 79.55km to 81.3km
1.8
2650 Mallee Hwy Sec(2) 20km to 22.5km
2.5
2650 Mallee Hwy Sec(2) 9km to 12km
3.0
2690 Borung Hwy Sec(1) 0km to 5km
5.0
2690 Borung Hwy Sec(2) 64.5km to 66.23km
1.7
2700 Sunraysia Hwy Sec(2) 285.75km to 286.35km
0.6
2700 Sunraysia Hwy Sec(2) 291.07km to 293.2km
2.1
2700 Sunraysia Hwy Sec(2) 294.73km to 295.25km
0.5
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(5) 121km to 122.5km
1.5
2630 Loddon Valley Hwy Sec(1) 11.5km to 12km
0.5
2650 Mallee Hwy Sec(2) 35km to 41.3km
2.0
2570 Murray Valley Hwy Sec(4) 76.8km to 78.8km
2.0
2630 Loddon Valley Hwy Sec(1) 80.5km to 81.5km
1.0
2630 Loddon Valley Hwy Sec(1) 89.25km to 91km
0.8
4000 Victoria Valley Rd Sec(1) 0km to 8.6km
2.0
2670 Glenelg Hwy Sec(1) 140.3km to 142.3km
2.0
2670 Glenelg Hwy Sec(1) 264km to 265km
1.0
2670 Glenelg Hwy Sec(1) 318km to 320km
2.0
2780 Hamilton Hwy Sec(1) 15.5km to 17.5km
2.0
2780 Hamilton Hwy Sec(1) 43.1km to 45.1km
2.0
2780 Hamilton Hwy Sec(1) 114.7km to 116.7km
1.0
2780 Hamilton Hwy Sec(1) 129.5km to 130km
0.5
4890 Great Ocean Road Sec(1) 7.6km to 8.83km
1.7
4890 Great Ocean Road Sec(1) 302.9km to 304km
0.6
4890 Great Ocean Road Sec(1) 331.7km to 335.7km
4.0
2010 Hopkins Hwy Sec(1) 7.6km to 8.83km
1.2
2010 Hopkins Hwy Sec(1) 10.15km to 12.6km
2.5
2010 Hopkins Hwy Sec(1) 12.8km to 15.5km
2.7
2010 Hopkins Hwy Sec(1) 43km to 44.3km
1.3
2110 Wimmera Hwy Sec(1) 0km to 500km
28.0
Robinvale-Sea Lake Rd - Happy Valley Rd to El Alamein Rd,
Robinvale - Seal shoulders and install splitter islands
1.8
Geelong-Ballan Rd - 150m north of Mt Wallace-Ballark Rd to
600m South of Mt Wallace-Glenmore Road, Mt Wallace - Seal
shoulders and improve delineation
3.5
Warburton Hwy - Old Gippsland Rd to Evans Gv, Wandin
North - Shoulder sealing, splitter island, improved signage and
line marking
1.2
Lysterfield Rd - Napoleon Rd to Wellington Rd, Lysterfield Lane widening, shoulder sealing, improved skid resistance,
safety barrier installation and minor curve realignment
2.1
Brysons Rd - Hillcrest Rd to Freyne St
1.2
Koo-Wee-Rup-Longwarry Rd - Church St
2.8
Bailey Road - Neville Street to Majestic Drive
2
Calder Freeway - 100 m east of Calder Park Drive to 1 km west
of Holden Road
3.7
Belgrave-Gembrook Road - East of Glen Park Drive
0.7
Warburton Highway - Gembrook-Launching Place Road
0
Albers Rd - Thomson Road
0.2
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Broadford-Flowerdale Road - Hume Freeway to Elliots Road
1.3
Murray Valley Highway - Yabba Road to Tallangatta-Bethanga
Road
0.5
Girgarre-Rushworth Road - West Road to Two Tree Road
1.6
Bass Highway - Pound Creek Road to Zotti and Dowells Road
5
Gisborne-Kilmore Road - Station Road to Kilmore Road
2.3
Kilfeera Road - East of Bostock Road
1.6
Diamond Hill Rd-Woodward Road - Burns Street to Koorkab
Street
0.9
Lavers Hill-Cobden Road - Coradjil Road to Gribbles Road 6
Ararat-Pomonal Road - Jallukar North Rd to Long Gully Road
4
Kilmore-Lancefield Road - Old Kilmore Road to Grahams
Road
1.3
Sunbury-Riddells Creek Road - Gisborne-Kilmore Road to
500m south of Jacksons Creek
4
Hyland Highway - Scales Road to South of Gormandale
12
Murray Valley Highway - Towong Street to Omeo Highway
2
Princes Hwy East - Ch 379km to Ch 392km
13
Princes Hwy East - Ch307.5km to Ch313.5km
6
Princes Hwy East - Ch464km to Ch477km
13
Princes Hwy East - Ch 400.2km to Ch 414.1km
13.9
Princes Hwy East - Ch 421.5km to Ch 427km
5.5
South Gippsland Hwy - Ch 84.7km to Ch 89.7km
5
Princes Hwy East - Foster to Port Franklin-Foster Rd
3
TOTAL

757

Transport: V/Line compensation claims
476.

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

How many claims for compensation has V/Line Passenger Pty Ltd, V/Line Passenger
Corporation, VicTrip or the Department of Infrastructure received for V/Line’s failure to meet
punctuality targets in March 2004 on each corridor where this occurred.

(2)

How much has been paid in compensation for claims made in March 2004 on each corridor.

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

V/Line received 29 claims for compensation.

(2)

Compensation in the form of complimentary travel tickets was paid to these passengers in accordance with
V/Line's Customer Service Charter. The total value of tickets issued was $690.80.

Transport: train station and track cleaning
485.

Mr THOMPSON to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the high volume of litter,
including bottles, food containers, plastic and other general rubbish, on the train tracks near Patterson
station in early May —

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
864

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 5 October 2004

(1)

When was this precinct last cleaned.

(2)

What is the frequency of programmed cleaning of both the station and the tracks.

(3)

What steps are being taken to improve the cleaning of railway land and to minimise littering.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The new Partnership Agreement, which came into effect on 18 April 2004, has introduced a substantially improved
regime for cleaning and litter removal. Connex is required to submit a System Upkeep Plan (SUP) to the
Department of Infrastructure and to commence maintenance in accordance with the SUP 3 months from the
commencement of the Agreement.
Under the SUP which Connex has submitted, litter must be removed from the station and publicly accessible areas
of the station precinct (platforms, subways, access pathways, footbridges, level crossings) daily. Station pits must
be delittered every 30 days.

Education and training: Somerville Secondary College — Boonerwrung and/or Bunrong people
487(a).

Mr PERTON to ask the Minister for Education and Training —
(1)

Has the Government agreed to compensate the Boonerwrung and/or Bunrong people for allowing
the Somerville Secondary College Campus to be built; if so, what form will this compensation
take.

(2)

What agreement exists between any, and which, representatives of the Boonerwrung and/or
Bunrong people.

(3)

What payments have been made to any, and which, of these representatives.

(4)

What changes to the school design will be made as a result of any such compensation agreements.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should be directed to the Minister for Education
Services.

Education and training: Somerville Secondary College — facilities
488(a).

Mr PERTON to ask the Minister for Education and Training —
(1)

Is it anticipated that the school will open with all portable/transportable classrooms.

(2)

Will there be a school oval.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should be directed to the Minister for Education
Services.
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Transport: Cheltenham–Caulfield line train cancellations
489.

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

How many Connex services scheduled to run express between Cheltenham and Caulfield, or
Caulfield and Cheltenham, have been cancelled on each weekday between 22 April 2004 and 11
May 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service timetabled to depart either Cheltenham (for an ‘up’
service) or Caulfield (for a ‘down’ service).

(3)

Have some ‘stopping all stations’ services on the Frankston line exceeded 800 passengers on
board at any one station as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Sandringham line train cancellations
490.

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

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Sandringham line on each weekday
between 22 April 2004 and 11 May 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart either Flinders Street (for a
‘down’ service) or Sandringham (for an ‘up’ service).

(3)

Have passengers in the morning peak hour routinely been unable to board the next train at stations
like Prahran as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Dandenong, Pakenham and Cranbourne line train cancellations
491.

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

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Dandenong, Pakenham and Cranbourne
lines on each weekday between 22 April 2004 and 11 May 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart Flinders Street or Dandenong
(for a ‘down’ service) or Pakenham, Cranbourne or Dandenong (for an ‘up’ service).

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.
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Education and training: Traralgon South Primary School — classrooms
492.

Mr PERTON to ask the Minister for Education and Training — since 1 May 2004, has the Department
of Education and Training’s Gippsland Regional Director or any, and which, other officer met the
School Council of Traralgon South Primary School to discuss the upgrade of their classrooms to
permanent structures; if so, what are the results of those discussions.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Staff from the Gippsland Regional Office have had several discussions with the Principal of Traralgon South
Primary School since 1 May 2004 about facilities issues at the school. The Gippsland Regional Director of
Education, Mr Peter Greenwell met with the School Council President and other members of the School Council
on Wednesday 2 June 2004 and discussed the full range of facilities development and maintenance issues
associated with the school. Both the school and regional staff will undertake further work and it was agreed that
there be another meeting in September to review progress.

Transport: Sandringham line train cancellations
497.

Ms ASHER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to train cancellations and delays on the
Sandringham line —
(1)

How many cancellations occurred on this line operated by Connex from 1 May 2004.

(2)

What was the cause of each cancellation.

(3)

How many of the cancellations occurred for services scheduled to leave the originating station
on —

(4)

(a)

weekdays between 6.00 am and 9.00 am;

(b)

weekdays between 3.30 pm and 7.00 pm.

What is the percentage of train services delayed on this line from 1 May 2004.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: tram ticket validators
499.

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

Were OneLink tram ticket validators with serial numbers 034–03300 and 034–02035 displaying
‘Invalid’ when commuters inserted their tram tickets on a Port Melbourne bound route 109 service
that passed Parliament House at about 8.20 am on 27 May 2004.

(2)

Were the same validators displaying a green indication at their top at the same time as showing
‘Invalid’ when tickets were inserted.

(3)

Are such instances of validators not functioning for this reason reported in Track Record each
quarter.

(4)

How many instances of this type of fault occurred —
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(a)

between January and March 2004;

(b)

in April 2004;

(c)

in May 2004 to date.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services, including the ticketing system, is
available in Track Record, a quarterly Bracks Government report which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: tram ticket validators
500.

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

(2)

How many instances of ‘Wrong Zone’ readings when valid Zone 1 tram tickets were inserted into
onboard tram validators while the tram was travelling within Zone 1 were there on each of route
109, route 75 and route 86 in each of —
(a)

January to March 2004;

(b)

April 2004;

(c)

May 2004 to date.

How many instances of ‘Wrong Zone’ readings when valid Zone 2 tram tickets were inserted into
onboard tram validators while the tram was travelling within Zone 2 were there on each of route
109, route 75 and route 86 in each of —
(a)

January to March 2004;

(b)

April 2004;

(c)

May 2004 to date.

(3)

Does such a fault require OneLink technicians to attend the tram to correct the fault or can the
OneLink validators be reset by the tram driver.

(4)

Is any time specified in the OneLink or Yarra Trams contracts within which a technician must
attend to reported faults affecting onboard tram ticket vending machines or onboard tram
validators, where the tram is in revenue service when the fault is reported.

(5)

How many faults with OneLink onboard tram ticket vending machines have occurred in —

(6)

(a)

April 2004;

(b)

May 2004 to date.

How many faults with OneLink onboard tram validators have occurred in —
(a)

April 2004;

(b)

May 2004 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services, including the ticketing system, is
available in Track Record, a quarterly Bracks Government report which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.
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Transport: Cheltenham–Caulfield line train cancellations
501.

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

How many Connex services scheduled to run express between Cheltenham and Caulfield, or
Caulfield and Cheltenham, have been cancelled on each weekday between 12 May 2004 and 1
June 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service timetabled to depart either Cheltenham (for an ‘up’
service) or Caulfield (for a ‘down’ service).

(3)

Have some ‘stopping all stations’ services on the Frankston line exceeded 800 passengers on
board at any one station as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Sandringham line train cancellations
502.

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

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Sandringham line on each weekday
between 12 May 2004 and 1 June 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart either Flinders Street (for a
‘down’ service) or Sandringham (for an ‘up’ service).

(3)

Have passengers in the morning peak hour routinely been unable to board the next train at stations
like Prahran as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Dandenong, Pakenham and Cranbourne line train cancellations
503.

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

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Dandenong, Pakenham and Cranbourne
lines on each weekday between 12 May 2004 and 1 June 2004 inclusive.

(2)

What time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart Flinders Street or Dandenong
(for a ‘down’ service) or Pakenham, Cranbourne or Dandenong (for an ‘up’ service).

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.
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Transport: valid tickets
504.

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

(2)

What percentage of journeys are estimated to have been made without a valid ticket between 18
April 2004 and 1 June 2004 on each of —
(a)

Connex;

(b)

Yarra Trams;

(c)

V/Line;

(d)

Melbourne’s private bus operators.

What amount of revenue has been lost for each of the four modes or operators as a result.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There were no surveys conducted between 18 April 2004 and 1 June 2004 to measure the level of fare evasion.

Transport: V/Line — Beaufort and Ararat stranded passengers
517.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport — have there been any occasions at Ballarat where
passengers for Beaufort or Ararat have been left stranded sitting in a ‘Sprinter’ railcar that has been
detached from the portion of the train proceeding to Ararat; if so —
(1)

On what dates did any such instance occur.

(2)

Has V/Line used taxis or other vehicles to carry passengers when this has occurred; if so, what
was the cost on each occasion.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
V/Line has no knowledge of any incidents of the nature described.

Transport: traffic controller jobs
520.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the Metropolitan South East,
Metropolitan North West, Eastern, North Eastern, South Western and Western regional areas — how
many of the VicRoads ‘traffic controller’ jobs in each of October 2002 and October 2003 were related
to —
(1)

Traffic signal.

(2)

Major signal fault.

(3)

Hardware failure.

(4)

Causing traffic delay.

(5)

Accident damage.

(6)

Graffiti.

(7)

Programmed works.
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Other damage such as vandalism.

(9)

Other matters.

Tuesday, 5 October 2004

ANSWER:
The number of VicRoads controller jobs for Metropolitan South East, Metropolitan North West, Eastern, North
Eastern, South Western and Western regional areas for the months of October 2002 and October 2003 are as set out
in the tables below.
October 2002
Traffic signal
Major traffic signal fault
Hardware failure
Causing traffic delay
Accident damage
Graffiti
Programmed works
Damages (eg. Vandalism)
Other matters

SE
575
28
0
5
7
n/a
4
20
180

NW
461
34
0
3
3
n/a
11
13
194

E
17
2
0
1
0
n/a
0
1
0

NE
11
0
1
0
0
n/a
16
0
0

SW
84
4
2
1
2
n/a
3
7
10

W
19
1
0
0
1
n/a
0
3
13

NE
11
2
0
0
0
0
10
0
1

SW
65
9
6
2
0
0
4
0
30

W
24
3
0
0
1
0
0
0
6

October 2003
Traffic signal
Major traffic signal fault
Hardware failure
Causing traffic delay
Accident damage
Graffiti
Programmed works
Damages (eg. Vandalism)
Other matters

SE
567
22
0
9
1
9
1
0
135

NW
534
30
4
11
6
14
8
0
264

E
10
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Transport: locomotive repair
522.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to the V/Line ‘N’ class locomotive that
broke down at Euroa while running the 6.35 am train from Albury on Tuesday 17 August 2004 —
(1)

What has been or is expected to be the cost of repairs to the locomotive.

(2)

How long is the locomotive expected to be out of service.

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

Less than $12,000.

(2)

The locomotive was out of service for 2 days.
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Transport: late service compensation claims
523.

Mr MULDER to ask the Minister for Transport with reference to claims for compensation that V/Line
Passenger Services Pty Ltd, V/Line Passenger Corporation, Metlink or the Department of Infrastructure
received for V/Line’s failure to meet punctuality targets —
(1)

How many claims for compensation were received in each month between April 2004 and July
2004 on each corridor.

(2)

How much has been paid in compensation for each month between April 2004 and July 2004 on
each corridor.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Month (2004)

Line

No. of Claims

Compensation Paid

Seymour

1

$ 46.60

Bendigo

20

$655.80

Geelong

27

$571.60

Traralgon

18

$596.40

Seymour

1

$20.40

Bendigo

13

$355.00

Traralgon

11

$349.80

Seymour

2

$ 27.20

Bendigo

6

$ 98.60

Traralgon

1

$ 33.00

April

May

June

July

Note: Not all claims met V/Line's compensatory guidelines.
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