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Tuesday, 28 March 2006
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 7 March to:
Crimes (Family Violence) (Holding Powers) Act
Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act
Guardianship and Administration (Further
Amendment) Act
Prahran Mechanics’ Institute (Amendment) Act
Terrorism (Community Protection)
(Amendment) Act.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Commonwealth Games: Melbourne Cricket
Ground
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for
Commonwealth Games. I refer to the Grocon claim for
costs associated with the accelerated work to complete
the Melbourne Cricket Ground in time for the
Commonwealth Games and to the unbudgeted costs to
get the stadium ready for Anzac Day. I ask: what is the
total cost to the Victorian taxpayer of these blow-outs?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome any questions in
relation to the Commonwealth Games. I welcome them
because what a spectacular event the Commonwealth
Games has been. The 11 days of competition during the
12 days of the games were spectacular not only because
of the goodwill that prevailed in the community but,
even better, because there was goodwill among all the
participants. Unfortunately we all have to return to what
was the case before the games, even those in this
chamber.
Anybody who was at the Melbourne Cricket Ground in
any fashion for any of the events would no doubt
appreciate what a fantastic project the MCG has been
not only as a legacy of the games but also at games
time. I have mentioned before but I am happy to
mention again that, leaving aside the wrought iron
fences around the boundary, the oldest part of the MCG
is the light towers. Who delivered the light towers? It
was a Labor government. Who delivered the Great
Southern Stand? It was the Bracks Labor government.
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Many individuals in this chamber would be members of
the Melbourne Cricket Club. No doubt even they would
find it difficult to criticise what has taken place at the
MCG, either the events or the brand-new grandstand.
Anybody who attended the MCG would appreciate that
having a roof across the entire northern side of the
stadium with a longer drip line — that is the technical
term apparently — holds the atmosphere within the
stadium. And what a magnificent atmosphere it was!
We are very confident that the Grocon’s claim will be
processed in the normal manner for such claims on
building jobs. We are very confident that the
investment this government, the Melbourne Cricket
Club and the Australian Football League have made in
bringing this project together has not only benefited us
as a state throughout the course of the Commonwealth
Games but will last for at least 50 years as a legacy we
can all be proud of.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — The minister
gave an extensive answer but in so doing, completely
ignored the substance of the question. I will pick him
up on his comments. It is true that many people have
contributed to the construction costs at the Melbourne
Cricket Ground , including, I have no doubt, members
of this place through their membership subscriptions,
but the Parliament should be apprised of the costs of
this project. Will the minister expand on his original
answer by advising the house of the total cost to the
Victorian taxpayer of the blow-outs in the construction
costs?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — First of all, let me just say
that there are no blow-outs in relation to the
Commonwealth Games. The only blow-outs we see
around here are in this chamber.
Can I just say that the investment in this facility is of
great benefit and is a great legacy. Let us not tarnish
what has been a spectacular event — one treasured by
all Victorians — with a little bit of political
toing-and-froing from the opposition that will score no
points at all.
I have been particularly proud to be involved with these
games — all Victorians have been particularly proud.
Let us just reflect on what a magnificent success they
have been and also reflect on the benefits and the
legacy of these games.
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Commonwealth Games: benefits
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — My question is also
to the Minister for Commonwealth Games.
Melbourne’s magical Commonwealth Games closed on
Sunday evening with a golden glow and were
acclaimed the best Commonwealth Games ever. Can I
take this opportunity to personally congratulate the
minister for overseeing a wonderful Commonwealth
Games. The games will deliver long-term benefits for
Victoria, and I believe many of those benefits have
already been realised. I ask the minister to provide an
overview of how Victorians have benefited from our
12 magical days of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — After many, many years of
speaking in this chamber about the Commonwealth
Games and about the tremendous benefits, I am deeply
proud and can assure the house that the Bracks Labor
government has delivered on its commitment in relation
to the Commonwealth Games. But not only have we
delivered on that commitment, we have even exceeded
that commitment, because in every aspect of the
Commonwealth Games we have exceeded
expectations.
Sunday night was the incredible finale, the final
night — a hugely successful night. It was an amazing
12 days of competition and of cultural festivities packed
with emotion, with drama, and lots of triumph. We
have broken records on and off the field. The list of
sporting achievements is probably too long to run
through in the time I have got, but some of the
highlights were 70 broken records, and that included
two world records and two more world records for elite
athletes with a disability, more than 2 million people
attending sporting events, a further 2 million people
enjoying Festival Melbourne 2006 activities in and
around the city and at live sites across Victoria, and of
course the unforgettable and fantastic fish along the
Yarra. Can I say, off the field — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Fish, a bit like members
of this chamber, sometimes go off after three days! But
can I just say that off the field we also broke games
records by selling 1.5 million tickets — more than for
any other Commonwealth Games. As a result, our
revenues are far in excess of the amount originally
budgeted for by games organisers, and this is a fantastic
result.
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Our public transport system delivered gold medal
performances as well, carrying 1.8 million spectators on
top of its regular daily load. An average of 75 per cent
of spectators travelled on public transport, and the
Victorian economy experienced a massive injection
over two weeks that will continue to reap economic
benefits for years to come. But most importantly, a
dollar figure cannot be placed on the emotions of
Victorians. Whilst Victorians and visitors to our state
certainly enjoyed the excitement of the games sporting
and festival activities, a huge sense of pride in our city
and our state was evident during the games.
I take this opportunity to thank all Victorians for their
incredible support for the games and Festival
Melbourne 2006. I thank them for helping to take
Victoria to the world — and we certainly showed the
world our very, very best.
As well as my thanking the general public for their
wonderful support, I would like to thank the fabulous
volunteers with their smiling and welcoming faces, who
were ambassadors not only for the games but of this
country to the rest of the world.
I also take this opportunity to congratulate all the
athletes and team officials. They gave us their very best.
The games were 10 years in the making, 11 days in the
delivery — and what a time it has been! To echo the
words of the organising committee’s chairman, Ron
Walker, ‘We did it!’. Congratulations and thank you to
all those involved.

Commonwealth Games: athletics track
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I also direct
a question to the Minister for Commonwealth Games,
the Honourable Justin Madden. I note that the
government has mentioned the importance of a legacy
of the Commonwealth Games that have just
concluded — an event which was successful and
further testimony to Melbourne’s reputation as one of
the world’s great sporting capitals. I ask the minister:
what will be the legacy of the Commonwealth Games
for athletics in Victoria?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — There will be a significant
number of benefits to athletics in Victoria. I welcome
the member’s question and his concern in relation to
these matters. We know there will be tremendous
legacies, but probably one of the most important and
notable legacies will be in the area of sport.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Sometimes it is worth
saying nothing and just letting them rabbit on, because
they do not do themselves any favours!
Anybody who experienced the spectacular atmosphere
at the Melbourne Cricket Ground on any night or day
would have appreciated what a magnificent occasion it
was. Anybody who had a good look around the MCG
would have appreciated the enormity of enthusiasm
from the crowd, particularly from families and young
people. That is one of the reasons we introduced family
tickets for the first time — so we could get many young
people there to be inspired by the likes of Craig
Mottram and other athletes and to make sure they
participate in athletics. I think there will be a
resounding legacy from just sports participation. That
may not be immediate, but it will translate over a
number of years.
The other area is the value that we get in terms of
people being skilled up. We saw at the MCG a
significant number of officials who may or may not
have experienced international events before at that
level and who have now been trained up. That will be
an enormous legacy. Now we have this fantastic pool of
technical volunteers who are sports trained and who
will go back into their communities with a high level of
expertise. The benefits of that will be fantastic also.
As well as that, we would have liked to be able to keep
the athletics track. I know where Mr Atkinson is going
with his question. I suspect his supplementary question
will be about the athletics track. We would have loved
to have kept the athletics track. But as I mentioned in
this chamber before, even had we been able to keep it,
it would not have been able to be used for events of
international or national standard, or even state events.
Its deterioration during removal would mean that if it
were relaid elsewhere, it could not be used for any
competitions at those levels. There was no guarantee it
would have been delivered in a satisfactory way.
As well as that, it would cost more to move it than it
would to build a new track, so there would have been
no net benefit. By bringing the removal of that track
forward, so we can get football back into the MCG
sooner rather than later, we will save some money. I
anticipate we will be able to make some positive
announcements about the funds we have saved through
the early removal of that track and our agreement with
the Australian Football League that makes sure we have
some funds to invest in athletics. I have made that
commitment and I stand by it today: where we can save
money in the removal of that track, we will invest it in
athletics.
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We will see a whole list of other legacies. I am happy to
elaborate on those. I am sure Mr Atkinson will give me
the chance by asking a supplementary question. I am
happy to answer every question asked today or this
week in the chamber about the Commonwealth Games.
I hope the opposition keeps asking me questions about
the Commonwealth Games, because it is something we
can be all be proud of. I probably will not be able to
talk about it for too much longer. So if the opposition
wants to keep asking questions, it can keep asking them
because the success of the games resulted from a
fantastic effort by all Victorians.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I would
hate to disappoint the minister. Several athletics clubs
wanted to have the Commonwealth Games athletics
track relocated to a suburban or country venue, to
provide enhanced facilities for athletics in Victoria
going forward, yet the athletics track has been torn up
to restore the Melbourne Cricket Ground in time for
football on Anzac Day, as the minister just outlined.
The damaged track cannot be relocated anywhere. How
does the minister reconcile his comments about a
legacy for athletics with the fact that the
Commonwealth Games track is bound for the
scrapheap, and what is the cost to Victorians of
removing that track?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — It is interesting when
opposition members telegraph their supplementary
questions. I think I have probably answered the
member’s question, but I am happy to continue talking
about the Commonwealth Games. As I have said, we
expect there will be a saving in removing the track
sooner rather than later, and we are happy to have the
savings that we get from that invested in athletics so
that we can make sure there is a tangible physical
legacy from the savings.
I know athletics would welcome that, and the most
tangible benefit from the Melbourne Cricket Ground
was the 80 000 people we saw at just about every day
of the athletics competitions, celebrating athletics in the
world’s best stadium. I look forward to the benefits
provided to the state continuing for years to come.

Commonwealth Games: security
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — My question is also to the
Minister for Commonwealth Games In asking my
question may I add my congratulations to the minister
on his delivering an outstanding Commonwealth
Games and to all of those — —
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Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Forwood does not want to hear
it, but I add my congratulations to all of those
Victorians who were involved in such a successful
event. A critical part of having a successful
Commonwealth Games was to ensure they were safe
and secure, which undoubtedly contributed to the
overall enjoyment and success of the games. I ask the
minister to advise the house what funding was allocated
to the provision of security by the Victorian
government for the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth
Games.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — The Victorian government
and games organisers have worked with security
agencies for a number of years to deliver a safe, secure
and enjoyable games. The security planning was
sufficiently robust to effectively address all the issues
that arose in the lead-up to and during the
Commonwealth Games.
I would like to congratulate Victoria Police, firefighters,
the state emergency services, our defence forces and the
private security industry for ensuring we had a safe and
successful Commonwealth Games for athletes,
spectators and the Victorian community.
The cooperation between agencies and the private
sector was absolutely exceptional. There was a sound
professional and totally cooperative arrangement
between all agencies involved. I would also like to
commend the Victoria Police and the private security
industry for ensuring that all visitors to the games were
searched quickly with a minimum of fuss and the
maximum of safety.
In accordance with Victoria Police advice, we were
unable to reveal the security budget before the games.
Now, with the games over, we are happy to clarify the
games security budget. The total Victorian government
funds allocated for games security was $119 million.
That includes the $46 million in the original March
2003 whole-of-games budget and the $73 million
allocated in December 2004.
As members would be aware, Australia has been on a
medium-security alert since the events of September 11
and the Bali bombings. The extra security spending was
absolutely necessary. Our investment in providing one
of the safest games ever has paid off, and that was no
doubt endorsed by the 2 million people who moved
through public areas during the games.
The federal government also made a significant
contribution to security as part of its overall
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commitment to the games of the order of $85 million,
of which $28 million of that was new funding. I thank
the federal government for its support in making the
games safe, secure and harmonious. Like so many
aspects of the games, the legacy does not end with the
closing ceremony. Our emergency services have gained
experience in performing tasks and have enhanced their
organisational strength in planning with the additional
funding for new equipment which will continue to be
used for the safety of all Victorians.
All Victorians can be proud that the 2006
Commonwealth Games were safe and harmonious and
showed — Melbourne, we are simply the best!

Wind energy: capacity
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I want to direct a
question away from the Minister for Commonwealth
Games to the Minister for Energy Industries. I ask the
Minister for Energy Industries if he can advise the
house what progress the government is making towards
achieving its target of having 1000 megawatts of wind
energy installed by 2006.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the honourable member for his
question and his interest in wind farms in Victoria, even
if that interest does not extend to support for wind
farms.
As the member is well aware, we as a government
indicated when we came to power that we had a target
of seeking to install 1000 megawatts of wind capacity
in Victoria in a time frame through to the end of 2006.
We also had another target that we had set ourselves in
this sector of looking after the environment — and the
two targets are somewhat linked — and of trying to
achieve a target of 10 per cent of our power from
renewables by 2010.
It is true that whilst we have been able to install more
than 100 megawatts — about 120 megawatts — of
installed capacity in wind at the present moment, we
also have approved several hundred megawatts in
addition to that. Around about 400 megawatts or
500 megawatts in addition to that has been approved for
construction in Victoria. However, it is true to say that
those other approved wind farms are having difficulty
in being able to make the investment and get those
projects under way. The major reason for that is the
scheme which has supported wind farm
development — the mandatory renewable energy target
scheme, which was established by the federal
government — has essentially used up most of the
renewable energy certificates.
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People who know about these things would also know
that the certificates are so used up at the moment that
they are trading far lower than what makes it possible to
install wind farms profitably. Indeed, they are trading at
around about $25, whereas the expectation was that
they would be trading at around $40, and of course at
$25 it is very difficult to have a wind farm constructed
and made profitable. There is an issue and it is a
significant one.
The Victorian government is examining a range of
options in relation to this issue. We started talking to
the other states to see whether it was possible to bring
in a state-based renewable energy scheme across all of
the jurisdictions. More recently the Premier announced
that Victoria was prepared to look at a Victorian-based
renewable energy scheme. That is continuing.
We have had a number of consultations with industry
players, and they are continuing in relation to the
possible introduction of such a scheme. Obviously with
such a scheme it would be possible to have an industry
and deliver 1000 megawatts or more of wind power,
but I have to add that without such a scheme, and in the
current circumstances, it probably would not occur.
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Commonwealth Games: sporting equipment
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I have great pleasure
returning the attention of the house to simply the best
Commonwealth Games ever. My question is to the
Minister for Commonwealth Games. The Melbourne
2006 Commonwealth Games delivered some amazing
moments in sporting history. To support the games
hundreds of pieces of sporting equipment were used. I
ask the minister to advise the house of how the
remaining sporting equipment will be used for the
long-term benefit of Victorians?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome the member’s
question and particularly her interest in the sporting
equipment used at the Commonwealth Games. I also
acknowledge the substantial role of the member in
providing support for the Commonwealth Games, and
in particular, with the other member for Geelong
Province, in attracting events to regional areas like
Geelong. I know those events were enthusiastically
embraced by the local communities where those events
took place.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.

Supplementary question
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for his answer. Further to his answer, will the
minister give the house details of any proposed new
wind farm projects the government is aware of beyond
the already installed capacity and the wind farm
projects that have been approved? I also invite the
minister to give the house some information on the
proposed wind farm at Dollar in South Gippsland.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — Can I first of all say that a number of
wind farms have been approved and are under
construction, which the member is aware of, and a
number of others have been proposed, such as the
McArthur wind farm, the Dollar wind farm and the
Warby wind farm. There are wind farms that are under
consideration, such as at Bald Hills.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Can we get a list of those wind
farms?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I am happy to
make a list available to the member. In relation to the
Dollar wind farm, the issue of planning for that is a
matter for the Minister for Planning in the other place,
and when he makes that decision the member will be
informed, as will I.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Mr Atkinson might be
interested in this answer. He might like to listen to what
I have to say, because it relates directly to grassroots
sport and sporting participation. If the opposition
members were really committed to grassroots sporting
participation — I am not really sure that they are,
because I am yet to see a policy announcement in that
area — they would be interested in what I have to say
on this matter. We are committed to and will continue
to commit to the long-term benefits of all Victorians as
a result of hosting and delivering the 2006
Commonwealth Games. We have great new facilities
because of the games, such as the state mountain bike
course at Lysterfield and the new lawn bowls centre at
Darebin, and facilities such as the Melbourne Sports
and Aquatic Centre and the magnificent Melbourne
Cricket Ground have been improved. No doubt the
MCG is now the envy of the entire world.
But there are other legacies provided as part of the
delivery of the games. Many hundreds of pieces of
sporting equipment have been used during the games,
including parts of swimming pools, netball bibs,
basketball backboards, bowls equipment, hurdles and
mats. I am delighted to advise the house today that the
Bracks government is gifting as much of this equipment
as possible to the Victorian community — to the sport
and recreational organisations that nurture our great
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sportspeople and to the facilities that Victorian people
will use for the next 50 years.
In distributing the equipment the guiding principles will
be to use this as an opportunity to improve participation
in sports in local communities and to maximise use of
state training centres for future major sporting events.
We will be working with peak sporting bodies such as
Athletics Victoria, Swimming Victoria and Basketball
Victoria to decide how this equipment can best be used.
I would like to thank the Commonwealth Games
Association for working with us, for sharing this vision
for a lasting legacy and tangible benefit from the
games. This means the Victorian community will
benefit from the use of Commonwealth Games sporting
equipment for many years.
We have seen some magic sporting moments over the
last two weeks. Not only is the equipment distribution
going to boost sport and recreation in Victoria but it is
also going to result in more of those magic sporting
moments created by our Victorian athletes. Victoria has
maintained its strong position as a contributor to the
Australian medal tally at Commonwealth Games. It
contributed, I understand, 30 of our 84 gold medals and
71 of the total of 221 medals by Australia. Many of
these athletes have been assisted by the Victorian
Institute of Sport.
I hope that our contribution of sporting equipment
across grassroots and elite levels will assist in Victorian
athletes continuing to be a major part of Australia’s
sporting success.

Hospitals: dementia care
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — My
question is for the Minister for Aged Care,
Mr Jennings. Residents of aged care facilities have
complex care needs and aged care facilities develop
management plans for individuals. Sadly, many of
these individuals present to the acute sector in hospitals.
My question is: what guidelines has the minister put in
place to ensure that dementia sufferers, who are
wanderers and who are transferring from aged care
facilities, are safe within the acute hospital sector?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — The member asks a very good question,
because it is totally appropriate that we provide for the
needs of older members of the community, particularly
those who have complex care needs, those who are
vulnerable and those who may be susceptible to not
receiving optimum care. It is a very good question.
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I am pleased to say that 18 months ago — I will not be
pinned to the time, but it was somewhere within the
18 months to 2 years horizon — the Minister for Health
in the other place, Bronwyn Pike, and I launched a
program called caring for older people in hospital
settings. It provided for the appropriate case
management arrangements to be put in place and to be
developed within acute hospital settings.
The member may come back and ask what are the
specific guidelines actually embedded within that
framework. That may be a reasonable supplementary
question. I can say to the member that in fact the
framework has been established by the Minister for
Health and me. I can assure members that we leave no
stone unturned in being evangelical to try to make sure
the appropriate case management regime that should be
applied within acute hospital settings takes account of
the care needs of people both when they are in hospital
and as they are discharged from hospital and go into a
subacute setting, back to residential care or indeed back
to their homes.
Within that framework — and a very clear and
comprehensive framework it is — we expect that the
individual care needs of patients who come into care, or
the operating principles that apply within each of those
care settings, will be developed by the organisations
themselves. For instance, within the clear framework
we have established if someone was admitted to, say,
the Alfred hospital, we would expect the Alfred
hospital to develop its care plans and guidelines
consistent with that overall framework to ensure the
appropriate case management and responsiveness to the
individual care needs of the patient who comes into its
care.
The member may then ask whether we perceive there
needs to be a template set of guidelines that specifically
addresses this question within the various hospital
settings. Upon advice and reflection specific template
guidelines may be something that can be established
within that framework.
I am very happy to take this question as a prod from the
member. She has asked how I can ensure specific
guidelines are in place within each of those settings. As
the member knows, there are many settings right across
Victoria that are responsible for the care needs of older
members of our community. I am aware of the various
responsibilities the Minister for Health and I exercise
through the Department of Human Services, and I am
happy to take that question on notice. I will have a look
at what specific guidelines may be appropriate to
ensure that the member’s very legitimate question is
responded to now and into the future.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 28 March 2006

COUNCIL

Supplementary question
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I thank the
minister for his answer, but what will he do to stop the
draconian practice that is prevalent in acute hospitals of
shackling dementia patients to their beds?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I am happy for the member or for any member
of the community to provide me with advice of any
inappropriate behaviour in any of our hospital settings,
and I would be happy to pursue that with vigour in
collaboration with my colleague the Minister for Health
in the other place.

Commonwealth Games: volunteers
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I also congratulate
the Minister for Commonwealth Games on the
wonderful time everyone had at the games. I have to
reiterate that they were simply the best!
I ask the minister to advise the house what initiatives
are being implemented by the Bracks government to
ensure that the 15 000 Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth
Games volunteers, including the Leader of the
Government, are rewarded and recognised for their
enormous personal contribution to the success of the
games and are provided with opportunities to remain
involved in volunteering?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I thank the member for and
welcome her question about volunteers. The athletes,
the visitors to our state and Victorians have all
commented that the 15 000 Melbourne Commonwealth
Games volunteers were a huge part of the overall
success of the event. Interestingly, volunteers
contributed up to 700 000 hours of unpaid work during
the 12 days of the games. The volunteers were
accessible, friendly and helpful and made people feel
welcome and safe. They were absolutely fantastic
ambassadors for the Melbourne games. We could not
have delivered the games without them, and I pay
tribute to and thank them.
I would also like to give a special mention to our own
volunteer from within this chamber, Mr Lenders. I
know he did a fantastic job out there at the State Netball
Hockey Centre. Whilst most of the work was not
necessarily glamorous, he was out there with a smiling
face — and I suspect he was smiling more than he does
when he comes into this chamber! He enjoyed most of
the work, except for opening doors for particular people
from the federal government.
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Yesterday volunteers were the stars of our street parade.
They walked through Melbourne, led by the Australian
athletes, and were congratulated by the Victorians who
lined the streets. The games volunteers and work force
will be awarded commemorative medals as tribute to
their hard work. Many people volunteered for the first
time during the games, and more than 7000 volunteers
have indicated that they are interested in taking up other
opportunities to volunteer once the games are finished.
At yesterday’s parade the Premier announced a new
program to keep volunteers involved in sporting and
community activities. The $360 000 Staying Involved
program will bring new energy into local organisations
that are keen for fresh ideas and volunteer support.
Volunteers are the heart and soul of our sporting clubs
and community groups, and they contribute to
developing strong and healthy communities across
Victoria.
The Staying Involved strategy entails providing
1000 volunteers with accredited training in sports club
administration to equip them to take up voluntary roles
with local sports clubs and associations. It also entails
contacting the 7000 volunteers who have expressed
interest in further opportunities and putting them in
contact with volunteer resource centres and local
agencies. The Staying Involved program is part of a
$21 million three-year volunteering strategy that
includes grants to volunteer resource centres and
training and skills development for volunteers and their
managers. I would like to thank the volunteers for their
hard work and commitment, and I am sure that all
members of this chamber would also endorse our
support and recognition for the true, unsung heroes of
the games.

WorkCover: verbal opinions
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC, Mr Lenders. The recent
report into the Smeaton case by KPMG — the
government’s internal auditors — concerned in part
recommendations about medical opinions, including
those from psychologists, not being verbally issued by
practitioners. There is a recommendation on page 29
that the Victorian WorkCover Authority amend the
claims manual to state that verbal opinions are not to be
relied upon for adverse decision-making processes. Has
the VWA acted on this recommendation, and if so can
the minister point to any steps which have been taken to
communicate this decision to medical practitioners,
claims agents and injured workers?
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I thank Mr Forwood for his question. I am
delighted that he is still showing an interest in asking
questions despite his backward exit out of the chamber.
I look forward to the day when the new shadow
minister for WorkCover asks a question on the
portfolio.
An honourable member — Who is that?
Mr LENDERS — It is Mr Beige Davis — you
know Mr Green Davis and Mr Brown Davis.
It is a serious question from Mr Forwood. It is an
ongoing issue as to how we continue to improve the
operation of the WorkCover system. This government
is proud of where it has gone in reducing injuries,
reducing fatalities and reducing premiums and getting
greater benefits for workers. Obviously we think we are
heading in the right direction but there is scope for
continued improvement. I will take on notice the
specifics from Mr Forwood because I am not sure what
exact steps the Victorian WorkCover Authority (VWA)
has taken in those areas. Clearly a growing issue for
WorkCover is stress in workplaces. Medical panels
need to operate effectively and be both responsive and
friendly to the clients but consistent and rigorous in
their case-management approach from the point of view
of government and the scheme. I will take the specific
details on notice, and I look forward to continuing to
receive many questions on the VWA from Mr Forwood
in his new capacity.
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I thank
the minister for his answer. Jeff Wilkinson, a highly
respected psychologist, recently wrote in an article
entitled ‘WorkCover and psychology — the clash of
cultures’ that WorkCover:
… claimants find it extremely difficult to receive all of their
legal entitlements without a significant … battle, which in
psychological terms … can be extremely debilitating.

What action will the minister take to solve the clash of
cultures and in particular the use of verbal opinions by
the independent medical examiners?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — Firstly, it is not too late for Mr Forwood.
There is still Warrandyte; he can make his comeback!
Secondly, and on a serious note, as Mr Forwood knows
there is an eternal balance, which he alluded to and to
which I responded in my first question. How do we get
that balance right so we look after the issue of the
victim in the work force, the injured person, and treat
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them with dignity but at the same time rigorously test
all the claims for the benefit of the state as a whole, a
return to work and a range of other areas? That will be
an ongoing debate. I will take up the technical areas
Mr Forwood touched on in his supplementary question.
I look forward to our continuing to work with the
community, with business, with unions, with claimants
and with the legal fraternity to getting the system even
better. It is heading in the right direction but we can
make it better still.

Commonwealth Games: cultural events
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — My question is also
to the Minister for Commonwealth Games. Earlier this
year the minister outlined plans to promote Victoria’s
art and cultural institutions during the Commonwealth
Games through Festival Melbourne 2006. Now that the
games have ended, I ask the minister to advise the
house of the benefits generated for Victoria of hosting a
festival alongside the sporting competition.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — Festival Melbourne 2006
was a wonderful success. The festival activities were
held right across the inner city of Melbourne as well as
in regional areas like Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and
Moe. I thank Mr Pullen for his question, because it is
something which we should truly celebrate. We
celebrated during the games, but we should also
celebrate the stunning success of delighting audiences
in Melbourne and regional Victoria. On the few
occasions that I got the chance to wander through the
festival activities the numbers I saw were absolutely
extraordinary.
One of the great things was the atmosphere. People
were relaxed and comfortable. There were families and
people of all ages, but I did not hear one kid crying or
grizzling. If you are there with your family and have
dragged the kids along for a day out, you normally get a
couple of grizzlers, but on this occasion there was a
very mellow atmosphere in the crowd.
You can understand why people were so happy to be
there. The festival featured more than 2500 artists and
120 performing companies, and it provided more than
1000 performances and there were 22 exhibition
projects across the 12 days. The festival was jointly
funded by federal and state governments to the value of
$12 million. In addition the Victorian government
funded the extension of the festival into key regional
areas — Ballarat, Bendigo and the Latrobe Valley —
and established regional live sites. I was not able to
attend all those sites but the reports from our regional
members were that they were an outstanding success.
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An estimated 2 million people attended festival events
in Melbourne and across the state during the 12 days of
the games, including 5000 visitors to Birrarung Marr.
An estimated average of 100 000 visitors a day went
along to the Alexandra Gardens, Federation Square and
the Arts Centre, and approximately 10 000 to
12 000 people enjoyed music each night from around
the world at the Sidney Myer Music Bowl and at many
more of the festival sites across Victoria as well as in
Melbourne.
Approximately 81 000 people attended the regional
festival and live site locations in Ballarat, Bendigo,
Moe and Geelong. There was a capacity crowd of
13 000 at the Myer music bowl for the world
percussion spectacular on 19 March and for Bollywood
at the Bowl on 25 March, with an estimated
5000 people listening to the show from outside the
gates. Anybody who was in those precincts would have
been truly impressed by not only the numbers but the
prevailing goodwill of all those who attended.
In terms of the exhibitions, approximately
70 000 visitors attended free exhibitions. The flagship
exhibitions at the RMIT Gallery, Threading the
Commonwealth and Medalling, had of the order of
10 000 visitors. Visitors to the 2006 Contemporary
Commonwealth exhibition at the National Gallery of
Victoria and the Australian Centre for the Moving
Image at Federation Square averaged, I understand,
4000 people a day. The coffins from Ghana at 45
Downstairs in Flinders Lane attracted a delighted crowd
of over 8000 people.
The figures just continue — they could roll out all day,
because they are absolutely magnificent. All
46 performances at the Big Top were full to a capacity
of 800. It was standing room only at the Indigenous
Cabarets, featured as part of the Tribal Expressions
festival program. I could go on and on about these
figures because the cultural events were such an
outstanding success. My only disappointment is that I
am running out of time, so I will have to have another
question asked so I can get more figures out.
I thank everybody for their contribution. Sue Nattras,
the chair of the festival — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 1338,
1426, 1439–41, 1453, 1466–78, 1490, 1494, 2162,
4709, 4883, 4992, 4993, 5258–63, 5281, 5318–20,
6079, 6093–6112, 6114–24, 7090, 7099, 7180–84,
7194, 7247, 7273, 7375, 7379.
MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Retirement villages: residents rights
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — The
excellent Liberal candidate for Ferntree Gully, Nick
Wakeling, has raised a matter of great importance from
Judy McIntyre on behalf of the residents of the
Waterford Valley Lakes Retirement Village. In relation
to the Retirement Villages Act, they say that the
six-month clause should be proclaimed immediately
and should be applicable to all pre-existing contracts.
They say that settlement of a deceased estate should be
finalised within a reasonable time frame — say,
12 months — unless there is a mutual agreement with
both parties to extend the time frame.
Their comment on resales was that owners, operators
and developers should be required to document what
measures they have taken to facilitate resales,
particularly when they are concurrently engaged in
selling new villages. They go on to say that the
pre-existing contracts contain unfair conditions,
benefiting owner-operators and developers.
This is an excellent proposal that the candidate has
brought up. He is working in this electorate very
effectively — —
An honourable member — And he lives in it!
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — He does indeed live in
Ferntree Gully. He has his ear to the ground, listening
to the concerns of the aged care sector within this area.
I give him a lot of praise.

Soccer: World Cup 2018
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — The world has just
seen Melbourne deliver a gold medal performance in
hosting the Commonwealth Games. Melbourne and
Victoria have shown this state’s tremendous capacity to
hold major sporting events. That is why I now express
my support for Australia’s bidding for the World Cup
in soccer in 2018.
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With Football Federation Australia already having
secured for Victoria a number of world-class football
events over the next four years, including the match
between Australia and Greece, it would be a fantastic
achievement if Melbourne were to hold the World Cup
at the MCG; the consequent benefits both for soccer in
Australia and the Victorian economy would be
tremendous.
Support for soccer in Australia continues to grow,
particularly now that the Socceroos have secured a
place at this year’s World Cup. Their send-off game on
25 May against Greece, the reigning European
champions, will no doubt attract enormous interest
amongst Victorians of all ages, and I very much look
forward to attending the match. We will see first-class
soccer at home and at its best. It will mark the start of
the Socceroos’ World Cup campaign.
The Socceroos participation in this year’s World Cup in
Germany marks the first time since 1974 that Australia
has had a chance at soccer immortality. The Bracks
government has greatly supported soccer in Victoria,
particularly in my electorate with the development of
the state soccer centre at Darebin International Sports
Centre. Victoria has also secured a friendly match in
2007 and two World Cup qualifying matches in 2008
and 2009. We wish the Socceroos all the best in
Germany, and we hope to see the World Cup staged
here in Melbourne.

Norvic Food Processing
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to make my members statement, within my
portfolio responsibilities in manufacturing and export,
on a recent visit I made, with the assistance of the
member for Benambra, to Norvic Food Processing, a
Wodonga abattoir. It is an outstanding abattoir in the
number of exports it is now undertaking.
To give an example, one of the things that it was
processing on that day, and is committing to overseas
markets, was the feral goats that are now found around
Australia. In fact this abattoir produces between
450 000 and 500 000 goat carcasses a year. It is an
outstanding manufacturer and exporter that is a leading
Victorian exporter.
When I was in the abattoir watching some of the goats
getting it in the neck, I thought I was at an ALP
preselection — then I realised where I was! I was not at
the ALP preselections but at the works of a world-class
exporter — an exporter that is continually screwed
down because of overregulation and taxes. The ALP is
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more interested in its preselections than it is about
supporting business in Victoria.

Templestowe Grange Aged Care Facility
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — The
Minister for WorkCover and the TAC, John Lenders,
recently presented the Templestowe Grange Aged Care
Facility in my electorate with an award for best health
and safety management. Nominations were received
from across Victoria, and it is a credit to all that
Templestowe Grange was chosen as the recipient of the
award. The award was given because of the excellent
strategies and training protocols that were put in place
for lifting patients. This involved the use of ergonomic
equipment and appropriate staff training to minimise
workplace injuries.
Minister Lenders congratulated staff for addressing the
vital issue of workplace safety, and I join the minister in
his praise of the valuable work done at Templestowe
Grange. It is in everybody’s interest to have safe work
practices. It is especially important at facilities such as
the Grange, which is doing its utmost to protect our
valued seniors and its wonderful staff.

Auditor-General: performance
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
acknowledge the contribution made in Victoria by
Wayne Cameron, the outgoing Auditor-General. Last
week, as the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
was about to advertise for a new auditor, he announced
that he did not feel it appropriate that he should apply
for reappointment.
Mr Cameron has been Victoria’s Auditor-General for
seven years. In that time he has provided outstanding
service to Victoria. There is no doubt that he had a
healing role to undertake, because he came in as
Auditor-General after a period of some turmoil
associated with the establishment of Audit Victoria and
a new regime. In those circumstances this Parliament in
particular and also the state can be very grateful to him
for the way he undertook the task.
I know that in that period he worked closely with the
public accounts committee and the executive
government. I have absolutely no doubt that he always
put the interests of the state and of the Office of
Auditor-General at the forefront of everything he did. I
wish him well for the future.

Kim Pitt
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — I rise to pay tribute
to Sandringham businessman and loyal ALP supporter
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Kim Pitt for his outstanding contribution to cricket in
my local area. I very much doubt that Kim’s
achievements have been matched by any other
cricketer.
Kim joined the East Sandringham Cricket Club in 1977
and has played more than 350 games in the first XI in
the top division of the City of Moorabbin Cricket
Association (CMCA), which is known as the Longmuir
Shield. He was a member of the team which this season
won a fifth consecutive premiership for the club, he has
played in all of the club’s 12 premierships since East
Sandringham won its first top division pennant in
1979–80 and captained 7 of them, he has amassed more
than 11 000 runs, including eight centuries, he has
taken hundreds of wickets, his best being 8 for 40, and
he is an outstanding fieldsman. He won the Harry
Morgan Medal for the best player in a grand final in
1985–86 and 2001–02, he received the association
president’s award for outstanding service in 1988–89
and he was named captain of the City of Moorabbin
Cricket Association’s Longmuir Shield legends team
this season.
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activities. Such facilities are vital for country towns and
regional viability.
The jewel in the crown of Hamilton’s modern
state-of-the-art indoor leisure and aquatic centre is the
outstanding swimming pool that will be put to good use
all year round. This centre is the most significant
recreational development in the history of both the
Southern Grampians shire and its predecessor. It
provides a fantastic opportunity for people to participate
in healthy recreational pursuits.

Jobo Raswoko and Stephen Thoahlane
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — During the
Commonwealth Games luncheon at the Royal
Exhibition Building I had the very good fortune to meet
Mr Stephen Thoahlane and, subsequently, Mr Jobo
Raswoko, members of the Lesotho team. Mr Thoahlane
is a power lifter and Mr Raswoko is the manager of the
Lesotho athletics contingent.

Hamilton Indoor Leisure and Aquatic Centre

At home in Lesotho, Mr Thoahlane, a teacher, works at
the National University of Lesotho as a special
education consultant specialising in vision impairment.
Mr Raswoko is a lawyer, and the first blind law
graduate of the National University of Lesotho. He is
also the president of the National League for Visually
Impaired Persons in Lesotho. Both men have
undertaken and continue to undertake important work
on behalf of people with a visual impairment across
their country.

Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — Sunday,
5 March 2006, was a historic day for residents of
Hamilton and district communities with the official
opening of Hamilton’s multimillion-dollar indoor
leisure and aquatic centre. Having led the successful
delegation that secured the funding, I congratulate all of
those involved in bringing this long-overdue centre to
reality. It was also the day Hamilton hosted the Queen’s
baton relay, when over 1200 enthusiastic people
celebrated its arrival in the lead-up to the
Commonwealth Games. Minister Madden was
overwhelmed at the number of people who witnessed
the opening of the centre prior to the arrival of the
baton.

Last Thursday I arranged for Mr Raswoko and
Mr Thoahlane to visit Vision Australia. I am very
pleased to say that they were warmly welcomed and
given an extremely comprehensive tour of the facility. I
was delighted that Vision Australia was so keen to
establish ongoing contact with them in their work at the
university and with the National League for Visually
Impaired Persons in Lesotho. Vision Australia is
currently upgrading its audio book lending library from
cassette tape recordings to compressed CDs — the
digital accessible information system, otherwise known
as DAISY. Vision Australia presented a DAISY to
Mr Raswoko to acknowledge his first visit to the
organisation.

The centre is a major recreational sporting complex
operated by Southern Grampians shire. Importantly it
will attract new residents and development and provide
a further economic injection into this strong and
growing region. Having a modern recreational facility
will also encourage people of all ages to participate in a
wide range of indoor sporting, recreational and leisure

I commend the work of the staff and volunteers at
Vision Australia and the fine work Mr Thoahlane and
Mr Raswoko do for the people of Lesotho.

Kim, who is aged 48, announced after the grand final
victory that he was giving away top cricket now, saying
that he did not want to see younger blokes missing out
on a game. Kim has been an ornament to the game, and
I urge the CMCA to bestow life membership on this
outstanding member.

Mildura Wentworth Arts Festival
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — Saturday,
18 March, saw the return to Mildura of the 50s mardi
gras street parade, which was followed by a huge street
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party as a finale to the Mildura Wentworth Arts
Festival. The mardi gras was made up of floats from
every sector of the community, including from local
businesses and community groups — there was even a
brass band. The organising committee that included the
parade in the festival needs to be congratulated. It was
an outstanding success, with many people lining the
streets to enjoy the occasion.
Another outstanding feature from the arts festival was
the Opera at the Lock, where Marina Pryor, soloist
David Hobson and Tommy Tycho and his orchestra,
local artists and a 100-voice choir kept the attendees
captivated. I congratulate all involved in organising the
arts festival on making the event such a success.
Furthermore, I congratulate the Richmond and
Essendon football clubs for playing a practice match in
Red Cliffs on Friday, 17 March, as a gesture of
goodwill to the local community. The match was a
sell-out and was very family focused. Before the match
there was a moving tribute to the victims of the terrible
Cardross tragedy, and hopefully the families and
friends of those involved and the entire community can
now move forward with the healing process.
It is events such as these that truly unite a community,
and the strength of Sunraysia’s residents has now been
proved through their attendance at and participation in
the festival.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — Monday,
27 March, will be seen as the beginning of the end of
the Howard government, as on that day its workplace
changes came into effect. Businesses with fewer than
100 employees will now be exempt from unfair
dismissal claims. It has never been explained to me
why employees who work for a business with less than
100 employees should have fewer rights and less
protection than people who work for companies with
more than 100 employees. And, of course, it has
already started. A Melbourne cabinet-maker only
yesterday sacked three workers. They were offered
their jobs back doing the same work but without sick
leave, annual leave or public holidays. Another change
is that all new employees can be required to sign an
Australian workplace agreement and thereafter have no
right to demand an award.
These changes shift the balance significantly in favour
of the employer. The intention is to create a lowly
skilled, poorly paid pool of labour — what is termed
the working poor. Such a cynical exploitation of the
vulnerability of employees has no place in the
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Australian culture, which has fairness as one of its
values. The federal government fully deserves the
retribution that will come to it at the next general
election.

Plumbing: regulation
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
express some concern about an ongoing problem with
the water authorities and the allocation of work to
plumbing organisations which are associated with them
rather than to other licensed plumbers. This is a matter
which has been raised on a number of occasions by
various plumbers. It is a matter of considerable concern
to them, because they believe there is not a competitive
neutrality associated with the allocation of this work
and that indeed the water authorities themselves get
some benefit from the allocation of this work.
I am certainly at a loss to understand — and at some
stage I will invite a minister or someone from the
government to advise me — what qualifications, skills,
accreditation or other advantages, including
commissions payable to the water authorities, warrant
them receiving a commercial advantage in terms of the
allocation of work. This is particularly in the case of
defective water pipes or fittings where work is being
directed by South East Water, for instance, to a
company called Priority Plumbing. Around 80 per cent
of jobs have been allocated by South East Water to
Priority Plumbing. I am at a loss — as are many
independent plumbers — to understand why it receives
that work when other licensed plumbers and
commercial firms are available with the skills, ability,
insurances and so forth in place to undertake that work.
I hope the government might have a look at the
operations of these — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — Like
the Honourable Geoff Hilton, I am very disappointed to
note that the Howard federal government’s harsh new
industrial relations laws have come into force this
week. The federal Minister for Employment and
Workplace Relations, Kevin Andrews, recently
released the details of regulations relating to the new
industrial relations laws. The regulations include harsh
new fines and penalties for workers and unions and a
crackdown on union activity in the workplace. Under
the regulations workers and unions can incur federal
government fines of between $6000 and $33 000 for
seeking commitments from employers about job
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security or fair treatment processes, and many basic
union activities in the workplace have been effectively
outlawed. Job security and fair treatment are of
fundamental importance to workers and working
families, but the federal government is saying it will
now be illegal for workers or unions to even ask for
these things.
The laws also provide for fines for workers or unions
who seek commitments in agreements that union or
occupational health and safety representatives will have
access to training or that union members will be
allowed to meet to discuss workplace issues. Clauses
regulating the use of independent contractors or
labour-hire employees have also been banned. These
laws infringe the basic rights of every Australian
worker. They will increase the pressure on people in the
workplace and put more pressure on the incomes and
lifestyles of Australian working families.
The federal government has produced no valid
argument, evidence or justification as to why such laws
are necessary. I support the Australian Council of Trade
Unions in its actions against these unfair and
unreasonable industrial relations laws.

Lions International: youth quest
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) —
Today I want to acknowledge and congratulate Lions
International for the way it supports and promotes
youth in our community, particularly through its
involvement in programs such as Youth of the Year
Quest.
The zone 7 final, which comprised candidates from
Wheelers Hill, Oakleigh and Waverley Lions clubs,
which are in my electorate, was held on Wednesday,
8 March, at Mulgrave Country Club. The candidates
were Christopher Kudlicki from Caulfield Grammar
School representing the Wheelers Hill Lions Club;
Adam Kessler from Wesley College representing the
Waverley Lions Club; and Elisa Scarton from Sacred
Heart Girls College representing the Oakleigh Lions
Club.
The night was a wonderful success. The dinner and
final judging were attended by almost 60 people
comprised of Lions club members and their partners,
candidates and their families, and representatives from
various local schools. All candidates spoke extremely
well and displayed a very mature attitude when
answering the two impromptu questions. Any one of
the candidates would have been a worthy winner;
however, the overall winner was Adam Kessler from
Wesley College, who, as I said, represented the
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Waverley Lions Club. In his prepared speech he
discussed the value of freedom of speech. Adam went
on to represent the zone at the district final which was
held in Tatura last week.
All too often in today’s society we hear negative
comments regarding the youth of today. Quests like
these are a fantastic opportunity for communities to
showcase their youth in a positive way.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I too wish to draw the
attention of members of the house to the dreadful
situation being confronted by three furniture tradesmen.
I refer of course to the first victims of Prime Minister
John Howard’s workplace choices legislation orders or,
as we say on this side of the house, the
take-it-or-leave-it legislation. These men unfortunately,
and I am sad to say, are the first of many more workers
in this country who are going to feel the full weight of
this legislation before the next Labor government can
repeal it.
For those who do not know, these three people have
been confronted by a one-day notice of redundancy and
then a day later an offer of their job back as casual or
part-time workers minus annual leave, penalty rates et
cetera. It is estimated they will lose something of the
order of $20 000 a year in income. If the lot on the
other side of the house are proud of that, I say shame on
them. The fact is — and I have said this before — that
what the Libs have done with this legislation is to open
the door for the Labor Party to drive back into power.
They do not understand what they have done to
ordinary workers in this country, but they are going to.
If this keeps up — as we know it will — there will be
many employers who will take full advantage of it.
Despite the rhetoric by the Prime Minister that it is
good for choice and productivity, it is quite the
contrary. Workers are going to rue the day they gave
the Senate to this mob.

Country Fire Authority: enterprise bargaining
agreement
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I rise to support
the stand of the Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria
(VFBV) in relation to the current enterprise bargaining
agreement negotiations between the Country Fire
Authority and the United Firefighters Union (UFU).
There is no doubt that the Bracks government has taken
the CFA’s 58 000 volunteers for granted and will strike
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a deal with the 400 union members even though it will
impact adversely on the state’s 58 000 volunteers.
The volunteer charter to which the Bracks Labor
government is a signatory was not worth the paper it
was written on as it only commits to consultation not
action. Presently the Bracks government is not even
honouring that part of the charter which says, ‘to
consult’. The VFBV was conned into signing its charter
four years ago. I hope its elected association
representatives have learnt and will stand up for the
rights of the state’s 58 000 volunteers. There is no
doubt that the UFU are currently riding roughshod over
the CFA on too many issues that affect volunteers. This
must be stopped in the future. Volunteers need to
reclaim their brigades. The Liberal Party is in the final
stage of developing a policy relating to the Country Fire
Authority, and I can assure the volunteers they will
have an important say on matters that may affect them
in the future.
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Legislative Council of Victoria does not support the
addition of fluoride to any Victorian water supply,
including water in the Gippsland region, in view of
current scientific doubts regarding its safety
(88 signatures).
Laid on table.

Racial and religious tolerance: legislation
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001 be
repealed (14 signatures).
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 3

PETITIONS
Schools: public education
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West)
presented petition from certain citizens of Victoria
requesting that any new legislation dealing with the
state public education and training system — (1) be
separate and distinct from any legislation dealing
with the private schools; (2) defines public education
as free, secular and universal; public in purpose,
outcome, ownership and accountability; and
accessible to all children; (3) gives primacy to public
education in all areas; and (4) includes proper,
transparent, publicly accessible accountability
measures for expenditure of all taxpayers money
(467 signatures).

Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented Alert
Digest No. 3 of 2006, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Review 2005
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented
annual report, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Statute Law (Further Revision) Bill
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented
report, including appendices.

Laid on table.

Clyde Road, Berwick: upgrade
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring)
presented petition from certain citizens of Victoria
requesting that, due to the traffic congestion on
Clyde Road, Berwick, the government upgrade this
road and undertake the construction works
immediately (1235 signatures).

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Terrorism (Community Protection)
(Amendment) Bill
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented
minutes of evidence relating to Alert Digest No. 1.

Laid on table.
Laid on table

Water: fluoridation
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) presented petition
from certain citizens of Victoria praying that the
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proportionately more concerning than the costs relating
to heroin or other illicit drugs.

Mid-year financial report 2005–06
The Clerk, pursuant to Financial Management Act,
presented report.

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE
Strategies to reduce harmful alcohol
consumption
The Clerk, pursuant to Parliamentary Committees
Act, presented report, including appendices,
together with minutes of evidence.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — By leave, I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee last week
tabled the final report of its inquiry into strategies to
reduce harmful alcohol consumption. The committee
was asked to investigate how alcohol is consumed in
Victoria, the social costs and impacts, the influence of
alcohol advertising, how risky drinking affects
high-risk groups such as young people and Kooris, and
the strategies that governments and relevant
organisations could implement that would help reduce
the harmful consumption of alcohol.
These are complex and multilayered issues, and the
committee is aware that each issue could easily have
been an inquiry in its own right. The considerable
length of the report is a consequence of seriously
focusing on each of these many issues. The committee
hopes that the final report will serve as a
comprehensive resource for the many individuals and
organisations with an interest in reducing harm caused
by alcohol.
The committee conducted more than 102 public
hearings and meetings in Victoria, other parts of
Australia and in Europe. We talked to legislators,
community leaders, researchers and experts, drug and
alcohol workers, medical and legal professionals,
ambulance officers, police, public servants,
administrators, alcohol manufacturers, retailers and
regulators.
We found that while alcohol is associated with a range
of benefits and that many people use alcohol
moderately and responsibly, the physical and social
harm and the economic costs associated with the
misuse or excessive use of alcohol are great and that

Alcohol consumption causes over 4000 deaths per year
in Australia and at least 40 fatal conditions are caused
in whole or in part by alcohol — various cancers, liver
disease, falls, road injuries and injuries resulting from
child abuse and violence. But working out the overall
cost to the community is very complex. The final report
points to research that estimates that in 1998–99 the
total cost to the community of harmful alcohol
consumption across Australia was $7.6 billion per
annum, and of this, approximately $1.7 billion was due
to lost production in the workplace arising from alcohol
misuse. Despite this, 90 per cent of Australians do not
think of alcohol as a drug and almost the same number
think that regular and frequent alcohol consumption is
acceptable.
The report demonstrates that harmful alcohol
consumption is a major public health issue. While the
final report provides useful statistical data about
drinking trends, we need to recognise that broad
surveys often do not tell us who drinks or how much
they drink, and this is what we need to know so that
effective strategies to bring down harmful alcohol use
can be developed and put in place. Because of this, the
final report gives considerable attention to the
availability of reliable data and information that can tell
us more about the patterns and cultures of alcohol
consumption.
Throughout the final report the committee has
endeavoured to make it very clear that its focus is on
harmful alcohol consumption, not the alcohol industry,
and I take this opportunity to acknowledge the
contribution of the representatives of alcohol
manufacturers and retailers to the inquiry.
I also acknowledge the contributions to the inquiry
made by many non-government organisations with an
interest in the community’s health who wish to see a
reduction in harmful alcohol consumption. Good public
health policy that minimises alcohol-related harm relies
on a partnership of government, health professionals,
health service providers, community organisations, the
alcohol industry and the media. The recommendations
contained in this final report both assume this positive
relationship and seek to strengthen it.
The committee has made 165 recommendations that
aim to affect gradual and realistic community change,
taking into account the fact that most members of the
community have not had the evidence relating to
harmful alcohol consumption laid before them. The
measures recommended are balanced and achievable,
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and if implemented can have an incrementally positive
impact on the community by raising awareness and
reducing the level of community harm. The approach
has been to recommend measures that positively impact
on both the general population and on individuals
facing alcohol-related problems.
I would like to pay tribute to my fellow committee
members — the deputy chair, the member for
Mornington in the other place; the Honourable Sang
Nguyen; and the members for Narracan, Scoresby,
Forest Hill and Benalla in the other house — for their
great contributions and for the valuable insights into
and understanding of the many complex issues
considered in our inquiry.
The work of the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee is greatly respected within this Parliament
and across the country. This respect is due to the
excellent work undertaken by the committee’s
researchers, Sandy Cook, Pete Johnston and Chantel
Churchus. I also thank Michelle Summerhill for her
excellent administrative and logistical work. It is
difficult to do justice to the extraordinary capacities of
the team that the Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee has been privileged to work with, and on
the half the committee, I thank them. I commend the
report to the house.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern)
(By leave) — I wish to note that there are two minority
reports by Liberal Party members of the committee —
that is, by the members for Mornington and Scoresby
and by The Nationals member, the member for Benalla,
all in the other place. Both these minority reports deal
with the same two issues, the first being the concern of
the committee that the report has recommended that
public drunkenness be decriminalised pursuant to a
recommendation made by the committee to the
54th Parliament in its final report on the inquiry into
public drunkenness.
It is important to note that the recommendation to
decriminalise public drunkenness was subject to three
provisions, and the committee at that stage was
adamant that the decriminalisation of the offence
should only go ahead if those requirements were met.
The concern of the committee members is that in the
five years since that report was published there has
been no effort by the government to implement those
objectives. Committee members have stressed that they
will not give consideration to supporting the
decriminalisation of public drunkenness unless those
three provisos detailed in the committee report to the
54th Parliament are first put into effect.
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The second concern relates to alcohol being sold
through vending machines. The Bracks government
introduced that form of sale in 2004 through the Liquor
Control Reform (Underage Drinking and Enhanced
Enforcement) Bill. The Liberal Party is steadfast in its
opposition to alcohol being sold through vending
machines. It gives under-age people the opportunity to
have access to alcohol, and it defies the reasons for the
responsible service of alcohol laws, because a vending
machine cannot and will not be able to ascertain
whether someone is either intoxicated or is 18 years of
age before serving them alcohol.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 —
Commonwealth Games Venue and Project Orders, pursuant
to section 18 of the Act (three papers).
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 — Draft Code of
Practice for Fire Management on Public Land (Revision 1).
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s order of
22 February 2006 giving approval for the granting of a lease
at Sorrento Public Park Reserve (two papers).
Mildura Cemetery Trust —
Minister’s report of failure to submit report for the
period 1 January 2004 to 30 June 2005 and the reasons
therefor.
Minister’s report of receipt of report for the period
1 January 2004 to 30 June 2005.
National Environment Protection Council — Report,
2004–05.
Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development
Committee — Minister’s report of receipt of 2004–05 report.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Minister’s response
to recommendations in Rural and Regional Services and
Development Committee’s Inquiry into the Cause of Fatality
and Injury on Victorian Farms.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendment C35.
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendments C36 and
C65.
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C90.
Golden Plains Planning Scheme — Amendment C17.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme — Amendment C60.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C47.
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Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C32.
Mansfield Planning Scheme — Amendment C1 Part 1.
Mildura Planning Scheme — Amendment C29 Part 2.
Queenscliffe Planning Scheme — Amendment C15.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C31.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendment VC38.
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Orders in Council of 14 and 16 March 2006 of
nomination and application orders (three papers).
Rural Finance Act 1988 — Treasurer’s directive of 15 March
2006 to the Rural Finance Corporation.
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scheme focuses on the competence and capacity of
persons to manage the risks of rail safety incidents;
secondly, coverage of contractors; thirdly, clarification
of the liability of the Crown to ensure that the Crown is
deemed to be a body corporate for the purpose of the
bill; fourthly, interaction with occupational health and
safety laws, which in broad terms has the effect of
confirming the primacy of the Occupational Health and
Safety Act and putting these issues beyond any doubt;
and fifthly, technical amendments in relation to utilities.
Motion agreed to.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I move:

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
That the bill be now read a second time.
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 —
Nos. 20 and 24.
Corrections Act 1986 — No. 14.
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
No. 16.
Fisheries Act 1995 — Nos. 12 and 17.
Legal Profession Act 2004 — Nos. 19 and 27.
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — No. 13.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — Nos. 18, 25 and 26.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 22 and 23.
State Superannuation Act 1988 — No. 15.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill heralds a new era in rail safety in Victoria. While
Victoria has a proud rail safety record over the 150 years of
rail operations in the state, new enhanced rail safety
regulation and public transport governance is essential in
order to maintain our current high safety levels and to
generate continuous safety improvements in the future.
Government and transport operators must remain vigilant
about rail safety performance. Together, we need to seek
further safety improvements in an industry where, as
international and interstate experiences show, incidents have
the potential for serious consequences for life and limb. This
is a particular issue for Victoria where the responsibility for
the delivery and operation of passenger and freight rail
services has been largely devolved to private operators and
away from direct government control.

Tobacco Act 1987 — No. 21.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Ministers’ exemption
certificates under section 9(6) in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 12, 13, 19, 20, 22, 23 and 27.

RAIL SAFETY BILL
Second reading
For Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government),
Mr Gavin Jennings (Minister for Aged Care) — I
move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 34, the second-reading
speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Given that that bill was amended in the Assembly, it is
incumbent on me to outline to the house the nature of
those house amendments. They were undertaken in
order to maintain national uniformity or consistency in
rail safety regulations as required by the
intergovernment agreement on rail safety. Those
various house amendments deal with the following
matters: firstly, the purpose of accreditation so that the

Victoria’s challenge, and more broadly the challenge for the
nation, is to learn from the safety regulation improvements in
other jurisdictions and industries and to adopt best practice
regulation that facilitates better hazard identification and risk
management — activities aimed at preventing incidents, and
at mitigating their consequences if ever they do occur. With
these considerations in mind, it has been a key objective of
the government to develop a contemporary best practice rail
safety regime for the state.
The purposes of the bill
The key purposes of this bill are to:
maintain and improve the safety of rail operations and to
further reduce the risks of rail incidents generally and
especially major rail incidents; and
improve public transport safety regulation and
administration at reasonable cost by introducing
contemporary regulation and governance which —
draws on proven rail safety regulatory models
operating in other key industry sectors and
jurisdictions; and
more clearly defines the role, accountability and
performance of Victoria’s public transport safety
regulator; and
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effects other necessary regulatory and
organisational changes.

Why is new rail safety legislation needed?
Metropolitan train and tram services and country rail services
in Victoria were until the late 1990s almost solely operated by
government or managed by wholly government-owned public
entities. These entities were vertically integrated and directly
accountable to government for their safety performance.
However, from 1996, the delivery of train and tram services
was transferred from the former Public Transport
Corporation, first to corporatised public entities and then to
private transport operators. By 1999, the Victorian rail system
had been disaggregated and privatised. The passenger rail
system is now managed through partnership agreements
between government and rail infrastructure managers and
rolling stock operators. Intrastate and interstate rail freight
operations and infrastructure management are also now fully
privatised.
Rail safety regulation
The current rail safety legislative framework was introduced
into the Transport Act in 1996 before this disaggregation
occurred. Soon after, responsibility for rail safety regulation
transferred from the Public Transport Corporation, the then
government owned operator of all Victorian rail and tramway
operations, to the Secretary of the Department of
Infrastructure.
The centrepiece of the framework is a safety accreditation
scheme for rail infrastructure managers and operators of
rolling stock, the principal criterion for accreditation being
what is described simply as an ‘appropriate’ safety
management system (SMS) accepted by the safety regulator.
It is now recognised that this legislative framework has not
kept pace with contemporary developments in safety
regulation, particularly given the significant structural
changes in the rail industry. For example, the current
Transport Act provisions provide little guidance on how the
‘appropriateness’ of an SMS is to be determined. In practice
this leads to negotiated safety outcomes and a divergence in
the quality of safety management systems among transport
operators.
In addition, the legislation does not establish a coherent chain
of responsibility for the effective management of rail safety
risks. For example, unlike other modern safety legislation, the
act does not identify the key parties or individuals who can
control risks and does not impose performance-based safety
responsibilities.
The existence of an appropriate SMS may not of itself ensure
safety if it is not energetically and intelligently implemented
and managed by persons who have specific obligations for
safety. Further, the Transport Act contains a basic compliance
and enforcement regime which can constrain the public
transport safety regulator in making safety-related enquiries
and taking proportionate responses to safety breaches. In
addition, current penalties for safety breaches are below those
currently applied in other relevant safety regimes such as
occupational health and safety.
The Waterfall rail accident in New South Wales on
31 January 2003 where seven people lost their lives has
resulted in critical rail safety lessons for all jurisdictions. In
the final report of the special commission of inquiry into the

Tuesday, 28 March 2006
Waterfall accident, Justice McInerney emphasised the need
for proactive risk management and effective and independent
safety regulation in the rail industry in order to prevent major
accidents such as the Waterfall accident and an earlier
accident at Glenbrook in NSW on 2 December 1999 which
also led to multiple fatalities. In addition, the need to improve
the rail safety regulatory framework and to improve risk
management practices in Victoria has been highlighted by
independent investigations and reviews into rail accidents and
incidents in Victoria in recent years which have identified
some systemic safety concerns.
There is a need to improve Victoria’s rail safety regulation to
ensure that the rail industry adopts the modern hazard
identification and risk management practices which will
enable industry participants to manage risks more effectively.
It is also critical that the community have confidence in the
safety of the rail system and confidence in public transport
safety generally. The public has a right to expect that Victoria
will require optimal safety performance from those involved
in rail transport.
Public transport safety governance
Community, government and industry confidence in the role,
independence and accountability of Victoria’s public
transport safety regulator is also essential. Improving the
independence and effectiveness of the regulator is vital to
securing improved safety outcomes in Victoria in the rail and
bus industries.
Currently, public transport safety regulation in the rail and bus
sectors is administered by the Department of Infrastructure.
The Transport Act and the Public Transport Competition Act
confer safety powers on the Secretary of the Department. In
practice, the Secretary’s powers are delegated to the director,
public transport safety Victoria. The director essentially
administers rail and bus accreditation schemes through
approval and auditing, as well as approving the safety aspects
of new works on the rail networks and conducting safety
inquiries and investigations of incidents and breaches of
safety requirements. However, the director is not able to
enforce safety obligations directly by means of prosecution
and other direct enforcement as the current legislation does
not make sufficient provision for this to occur.
In addition, the Transport Act does not formally establish the
director’s position and consequently it does not set out the
objectives of the role or its functions. Accountabilities are
also unclear and there is no provision for formal
independence for the office to exercise its safety regulation
obligations. Under current arrangements potential conflicts of
interest could arise where the Secretary is responsible for the
appointment and resourcing of the safety regulator and also
for the procurement, funding and performance regulation of
transport services undertaken by the director of Public
Transport.
The special commission of inquiry into the Waterfall accident
in NSW emphasised the need for and importance of an
independent and effective rail safety regulator. Those findings
have been supported by a review of current governance
arrangements for rail safety regulation in Victoria and through
consultation with the rail industry and rail industry unions.
There is a need for clearer and strengthened organisational
arrangements for rail safety regulation and rail safety
regulator performance. Reform will also allow the director to
concentrate on operational public transport safety regulation,
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including the development of codes of practice and other
guidance material to assist industry safety compliance, while
responsibility for safety policy and the delivery of transport
services will rest with other areas of the department such as
the director of public transport. In addition, no blame
investigations into accidents and incidents will be conducted
by the proposed new statutory office of the chief investigator,
transport and marine safety investigations.
A new rail safety framework for Victoria
In response to the Waterfall accident in NSW and incidents in
Victoria, the Department of Infrastructure has undertaken a
series of initiatives concerning rolling stock, rail infrastructure
and human factors impacting on safety outcomes with the
overall objective of improving rail safety in Victoria. The
development and implementation of the legislative
framework in this bill for improved rail safety is a cornerstone
of this concerted effort.
Rail safety regulation initiatives in Victoria have tended to
evolve reactively rather than proactively and often in response
to investigation reports into specific incidents and accidents.
This approach to rail safety regulation has been reviewed as
part of a wider review of all public transport legislation. In
July 2004, the department released an issues paper entitled
Improving Rail Safety in Victoria. The paper examined safety
regulation developments in the rail industry and other key
safety sectors both in Australia and overseas and
recommended the key features for a new integrated and best
practice regulatory framework.
These features are reflected in the bill now before the house
and include the establishment of performance-based rail
safety duties for rail operators, managers of rail infrastructure,
contractors working on rolling stock or rail infrastructure and
rail safety workers including drivers and maintainers of
rolling stock and infrastructure to ensure safety so far as
reasonably practicable. This effectively imposes rail safety
duties and obligations on each person in the rail industry who
is in a position to affect safety and clearly identifies their roles
and the safety chain of responsibility between them.
The duties emphasise the responsibility of each participant to
take steps as far as reasonably practicable to identify hazards
and manage risks to safety that are within their control. This
includes persons whose influence on safety exists ‘upstream’
such as persons involved in design, manufacture,
maintenance, repair and modification of rail infrastructure and
rolling stock. Codes of practice and other guidance material
will be issued by the minister and the director to provide
guidance to the persons who have duties under the bill.
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SMS. Each SMS will be reviewed by the director to ensure
that it complies with requirements and represents a complete
and effective method of safe rail operation. These provisions
should substantially reduce the risk of rail accidents and
incidents by providing a greater level of assurance about the
adequacy of safety management systems and their ability to
improve the level of safety performance across all rail
operations. The new accreditation system will be a more
effective regulatory tool in a complex industry with multiple
participants and complex network interfaces.
The bill also contains a graduated hierarchy of sanctions and
penalties to enable proportionate compliance and enforcement
responses to rail safety breaches and contraventions of notices
to improve safety performance.
The specification of a spectrum of penalties and sanctions is
consistent with best practice safety regulation and is intended
to emphasise prevention and provide greater incentives for
better risk management, especially by accredited rail
organisations. The wider range of compliance options made
available by the bill will give the rail safety regulator greater
flexibility to take appropriate action consistent with the nature
and severity of the safety breach. Where the safety regulator
detects a non-compliance with an SMS, he or she will be
empowered to issue a mandatory improvement or prohibition
notice followed by a penalty if it is not complied with.
The bill also establishes the director of public transport safety
as a statutory office to provide greater independence from
government and to clarify the role and its accountabilities and
powers.
While the new regulatory framework is expected to deliver
substantial safety benefits, the government has taken
particular care in its design to maintain an appropriate balance
between safety and financial considerations. This will
continue the sensible allocation of private and public
resources and avoid unnecessary burdens on industry, rail
users and government. With this in mind, unless it is in the
interests of the protection of public safety to act immediately,
the director, public transport safety and the director of public
transport must undertake cost benefit analyses and
consultation on mandatory rail safety decisions (such as the
imposition of conditions of accreditation) and on the
implementation of safety recommendations which have
potential for significant cost. This must be done by following
guidelines developed and issued by the Minister for Transport
following consultation with the Premier and the Treasurer.
The key elements of the bill
The key elements of the bill are as follows:

The bill also includes a more robust safety accreditation
scheme for key rail industry participants; that is, infrastructure
managers and rolling stock operators who control the critical
elements and who have primary responsibility for identifying
the hazards and for managing particular risks that have the
potential to lead to rail safety incidents, especially major
incidents.
The bill will substantially increase the rigour in the
accreditation regime by requiring documentation on hazard
identification, risk assessment and risk controls to prove that
an organisation has the capacity and ability to achieve the
required level of safety performance. The new bill will also
require that greater detail be provided in the content of each
safety management system and set out the objectives of an

Parts 1 and 2 of the bill set out preliminary matters including
definitions and a set of overarching rail safety policy
principles.
Part 3 establishes performance-based duties for key parties
with risk management responsibilities as part of the chain of
responsibility for rail safety.
Part 4 enables the director, Public Transport Safety to take
action, in consultation with the relevant utility safety
regulator, in relation to utilities or rail operators, where there
is a threat to the safety of the operations of the rail operator or
utility.
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Part 5 sets out the framework of the accreditation scheme
including provision for applications, offences, assessment
criteria, conditions and variations of accreditation and
disciplinary action.
Part 6 continues the alcohol and drug control provisions for
rail safety workers which are currently contained in part 6 of
the Transport Act.
Part 7 contains provisions to facilitate the internal and
external review of decisions of the director. External review is
permitted by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
in relation to a list of reviewable decisions which includes
decisions relating to accreditation.
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amends the Rail Corporations Act 1996 to require VicTrack
to take account of safety matters when performing its
functions. It also amends the Electricity Industry Act 2000,
the Gas Industry Act 2001, the Road Management Act 2004,
the Water Act 1989 and the Water Industry Act 1994 to
establish performance-based safety duties for the utilities
covered by those Acts when they exercise their powers on or
near rail infrastructure or rolling stock. The Part also provides
for savings and transitional matters.
Implementation of the new rail safety framework

Part 8 makes provision for the development, approval and
availability of codes of practice for the purpose of providing
practical guidance to accredited rail operators and other
persons with obligations under the bill.

The bill will come into operation on proclamation and the
government has targeted 1 July 2006 for its commencement.
A staged implementation process and an appropriate
transitional period are necessary for some key aspects of the
bill. This will facilitate an appropriate pace of risk
management and compliance change for industry and allow
for necessary systems, training and administrative changes.

Part 9 concerns offences by bodies corporate, partnerships
and unincorporated bodies or associations and their officers.
The part confirms the seamless interaction of the bill with the
Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 and sets out
regulation-making powers and other matters.

Regulations required for the commencement and operation of
the bill are currently in development. The draft regulations
and an accompanying regulatory impact statement are
expected to be made available for industry and wider public
comment shortly after the passage of the bill.

Part 10 amends the Transport Act to —

Relationship of this bill to the proposed National Rail
Safety (Reform) Bill

establish a new statutory office of the director of Public
Transport Safety. The part specifies the functions,
powers and accountabilities of the office, including a
requirement that the director act independently. Other
provisions such as that limiting direction also highlight
the independence of the role. The director will report to
the minister on statutory matters and to the Secretary of
the Department of Infrastructure on other issues such as
administration. The part also requires cost benefit
analyses and consultation on certain decisions and
recommendations of the director;
require the director of public transport to take safety into
account and to conduct cost benefit analyses and
consultation on certain decisions and recommendations
of the director of public transport safety and the chief
investigator, transport and marine safety investigations;
include some general offences concerning the safe
behaviour of persons in relation to public transport
infrastructure and vehicles which are serious enough to
require their transfer from current regulations to the act;
make appropriate provision for the enforcement of
transport safety including by providing for the
appointment of transport safety officers and the powers
of officers for entry, inspections, searches and seizures;
and
establish powers and sanctions including improvement
notices, prohibition notices and other sanctions such as
commercial benefits orders and supervisory intervention
orders.
Part 11 makes substantive changes to the Public Transport
Competition Act 1995 to incorporate the establishment of the
new office of the director, public transport safety, and to
provide for the functions of the office in relation to the
accreditation scheme established for bus operators under that
act. The government intends to review the current bus safety
regulation regime in that act in the near future. The part also

In addition to the momentum in Victoria on rail safety
matters, reform of rail safety regulation is an important
national priority. It is clearly desirable to have consistent
regulation throughout the nation, especially in view of
interstate passenger and freight operations.
The National Transport Commission is currently developing a
national model Rail Safety (Reform) Bill which is aligned
with the Victorian bill. The national bill is expected to be
presented to the Australian Transport Council for approval by
Australian Transport Ministers in mid-2006.
There has been a high degree of cooperation between the
National Transport Commission, the rail industry and
Victoria and other jurisdictions during the development of the
national bill. Victoria is firmly committed to playing its part
in achieving nationally consistent rail safety outcomes.
Importantly, Victoria’s proposal and the national bill
framework have remained consistent throughout their
development and this is expected to continue.
Victoria has already demonstrated its ongoing commitment to
achieving national uniformity or consistency by amending its
bill to cater for matters raised by the National Transport
Commission during the development of the national bill.
However, if further substantial and material differences
unexpectedly emerge between the two bills, Victoria will seek
to modify its legislation to the extent necessary to discharge
its responsibilities for national uniformity or consistency. In
any intervening period, the mutual recognition provisions of
Victoria’s bill will ensure seamless interstate rail safety
regulation.
It is hoped that other jurisdictions will also ultimately pass
legislation which reflects the policy framework contained in
the Victorian and national Rail Safety bills. If this occurs it
would facilitate a high degree of uniformity or consistency in
rail safety regulation across the nation.
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reduced costs of public transport and marine accidents to
industry, the community and government.

Conclusion
The bill continues the government’s reform of public
transport legislation and the necessary transition to better,
clearer and more streamlined performance and process-based
regulation. This is a direction which is being explored for
public transport legislation generally.
This bill is undoubtedly one of the most important public
transport legislative proposals in the last 20 years. It continues
Victoria’s journey towards the ongoing maintenance and
continuous improvement of the already high rail safety
standards which apply throughout the state.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South
Eastern) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION (SAFETY
INVESTIGATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Ms BROAD (Minister for Local
Government) on motion of Mr Gavin Jennings.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Victoria has a proud safety record in the public transport and
marine sectors. Passenger travel and freight movements by
rail, bus or vessel are very safe. However, government and
operators in particular must remain vigilant to maintain the
current high levels of safety performance in these industries
and to generate continuous safety improvements in the future.
In particular, we must be prepared to consider and adopt best
practice reforms and be willing to learn from the safety
experiences of other jurisdictions.
With these considerations in mind, the purpose of this bill is
to provide for independent public transport and marine safety
investigations. The bill will establish an Office of Chief
Investigator, Transport and Marine Safety Investigations, to
give Victoria an ongoing capability for independent no blame
safety investigations of public transport and marine accidents
and incidents. The bill is a further important step in providing
more effective frameworks for public transport and marine
safety in Victoria. It is expected that the bill will facilitate :
reduced accident and incident rates through the
identification and elimination of causal factors;
improved safety performance by industry at
management and operational levels;
improved safety governance and increased public
confidence in public transport and marine safety; and

The current regulatory frameworks for rail (train and tram)
and bus safety are set out in the Transport Act 1983 and the
Public Transport Competition Act 1995 respectively. The
centrepiece of each framework is a safety accreditation
regime for rail infrastructure managers and rolling stock
operators and bus operators.
The director, public transport safety, in the Department of
Infrastructure is responsible under delegation from the
secretary for the administration of public transport safety
regulation in Victoria. This includes the investigation of
incidents or potential breaches of safety accreditation, for
both compliance and no blame purposes, by train, tram and
bus operators and rail infrastructure managers. While the acts
provide authority for the minister or the secretary to require
rail and bus incidents to be investigated, currently Victoria
does not have a dedicated resource to conduct no blame
investigations. For the most serious public transport accidents
and incidents, the state has relied most recently on the
Australian Transport Safety Bureau or nominated
independent experts to guarantee impartiality.
The Marine Act 1988 contains licensing and certification
regimes for the safe and efficient operation of commercial
shipping and recreational boating in Victoria. The act also
confers power on the director of marine safety for the
investigation of marine incidents for both compliance and no
blame purposes.
The review of the role and accountability arrangements for
public transport and marine safety regulation in Victoria by
TFG International Pty Ltd recently examined the current
governance arrangements for safety regulation and
investigation in the public transport and marine sectors in
Victoria. The review considered reforms in other relevant
jurisdictions, consulted key industry and government
stakeholders and made recommendations to improve the
governance, accountability, structure and methodology of
public transport and marine transport safety regulation and
investigation.
The review found that apart from the inconsistency between
the administrative and legislative frameworks for the conduct
of public transport and marine accident safety investigations,
no blame investigations needed to be conducted
independently of the respective safety regulators to avoid
conflicts of interest. This is particularly important where it is
necessary to examine or question the role of the relevant
safety regulator as part of an investigation. National standards
for no blame safety investigation of transport accidents also
require them to be conducted in a manner which is
independent, impartial and unbiased. The review
recommended that the function of accident investigation be
conducted by an investigator who had statutory independence
from the relevant safety regulator. It also concluded that
public transport and marine accident investigation functions
should be combined in a single office.
The establishment of a dedicated investigations capability is
also essential to reduce the current reliance on operator
self-investigation of rail incidents. On average, only five to
six of reported category A rail occurrences are independently
investigated each year by the Australian Transport Safety
Bureau or independent experts. The remainder are subject to
internal investigation by the rail operator concerned.
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Category A incidents and accidents include those that involve
fatalities, serious injuries, derailments and collisions. As the
Auditor-General highlighted in his report Regulating
Operational Rail Safety issued in February 2005, individual
operators can lack the competence, resources and objectivity
necessary to undertake these investigations to an appropriate
standard. It is, however, not possible or practicable for every
category A occurrence to be independently investigated.
However, it is imperative that the more serious occurrences
such as those involving significant collisions or those where
there is evidence of systemic safety deficiencies, are subject
to independent investigation.
The situation is similar in the marine sector where incidents
involving Victorian registered commercial and hire and drive
vessels respectively are reported to the director of marine
safety. Very few incidents are currently subject to
independent investigation while some are investigated for
compliance with marine safety regulation. Accidents
involving recreational vessels are normally subject to
investigation by the Victoria Police for compliance purposes.
Property and infrastructure damage costs resulting from
accidents and incidents, including costs to repair damage
caused by rail derailments and collisions, can be significant.
There are also the human costs of accidents and incidents and
other costs for service delays, emergency services, insurance
and legal matters which must be taken into account. By
identifying underlying causal factors, independent safety
investigations will improve public transport and marine safety
outcomes and reduce human, operator, industry and
government costs through recommendations which will lead
to reduced accident and incident rates. New South Wales now
has an independent Office of Transport Safety Investigations
prompted by recommendations arising out of the Glenbrook
and Waterfall rail accidents in 1999 and 2003 which resulted
in 14 fatalities. The experience there shows that better quality
aggregate accident causation data contributes to overall safety
improvements and potential cost reductions by underpinning
more effective and strategic investment of available safety
funding.
It is not practical or possible to make greater use of the
Australian Transport Safety Bureau. The bureau’s primary
mandate is to investigate aviation accidents and accidents on
the national rail system and those involving international or
interstate shipping.
Industry stakeholders have indicated a strong preference for
the separation of the accident investigation role from the
statutory safety regulation role. The view has also been
expressed that accident safety investigations should be kept
close enough to the industry to remain relevant. There was
also no industry support for the separation of the investigation
function from the transport portfolio to another area of
government.
Accordingly, the bill inserts a new part V in the Transport
Act, the key feature of which is the establishment of the new
statutory office of the chief investigator, transport and marine
safety investigations. The bill underscores the independence
of the new office by imposing an explicit duty on the
investigator to act independently when conducting
investigations, including those directed by the minister to
whom the position will report. In addition, the terms of office
of the investigator cannot be varied during the term of
appointment and suspension and removal are subject to
parliamentary review.
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The bill makes it clear that the principal function of the office
is the independent investigation of no blame public transport
and marine safety matters and the reporting of the results of
investigations to the minister. In conducting accident or
incident investigations, the chief investigator will not
apportion blame and must focus primarily on determining the
factors which caused the accident or incident. The chief
investigator must also identify safety issues that may require
further review, monitoring or consideration.
The bill provides for the proper and efficient administration of
the office of the chief investigator including by making
provision for acting arrangements, staffing, delegation and
indemnity. I note that it is expected that the chief investigator
will have a small staff. Appropriate provision is also made for
the specific and general investigation powers and other
powers needed to support the effectiveness of the office.
It is important that the chief investigator’s function be
properly coordinated with the functions of other persons or
bodies that may inquire into transport accidents and incidents.
This includes the director, public transport safety, the Victoria
Police, WorkSafe and the coroner. To this end, the chief
investigator will enter into memoranda of understanding with
those persons or bodies to ensure that transport investigations
proceed in an orderly and complementary manner.
This initiative is another important government reform aimed
at improving transport safety governance and, more broadly,
improving safety outcomes in the public transport and marine
sectors.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South
Eastern) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

RAIL SAFETY BILL and TRANSPORT
LEGISLATION (SAFETY
INVESTIGATIONS) BILL
Concurrent debate
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — By leave, I move:
That this house authorises and requires the President to permit
the second-reading debate on the Rail Safety Bill and the
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill to be taken
concurrently.

Motion agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
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for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Gavin
Jennings.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Background
This bill gives effect to the government’s decision to make a
series of minor technical amendments to legislation related to
the justice portfolio. The amendments are primarily of a
mechanical nature.
While none of the amendments alone mark a significant
policy initiative, together they reflect the government’s
commitment to ensuring that the justice system continues to
work efficiently and fairly.
Appeal Costs Act 1998
The bill amends the Appeal Costs Act 1998 to reinstate the
requirement to prove additional costs as a consequence of a
criminal adjournment in order to enable the Appeal Costs
Board to accurately determine the costs ‘reasonably incurred’
(as specified in section 17(3) of the act).
Constitution Act 1975 — judicial pensions
The bill makes amendments to restore an entitlement to elect
to retire for judicial officers appointed to the Supreme or
County courts in a set period in 1995.
The restoration of this entitlement is consistent with
section 82(6B) of the Constitution Act 1975 which states that
the salaries and aggregate allowances of judges of the
Supreme Court should not be reduced.
I note that the amendments to entrenched provisions of the
Constitution Act 1975 will require an absolute majority of
members in the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly.
County Court Act 1958
The bill clarifies amendments made to the County Court
Act 1958 by section 7 of the Courts Legislation (Judicial
Appointments and Other Amendments) Act 2005 by ensuring
that relevant sections do not refer to a now repealed section.
Courts Legislation (Judicial Conduct) Act 2005
The bill provides a purely technical amendment to the Courts
Legislation (Judicial Conduct) Act 2005 to correct a textual
omission in the act.
Crimes Act 1958: DNA — appeal against sentence
The bill provides for an amendment to the Crimes Act 1958
to clarify that an appeal against sentence does not delay the
execution of an order for the conduct of forensic procedures.
Currently, the legislation does not make it clear whether an
order can be stayed pending an appeal against sentence, as
well as an appeal against conviction. It would be undesirable
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for an order for a forensic procedure to be stayed merely on
account of an appeal against sentence.
Evidence Act 1958
The bill provides a purely technical amendment to the
Evidence Act 1958 to rectify an incorrect reference to the
Patents Act 1952 that should be the Patents Act 1990.
Public Notaries Act 2001
The bill amends the Public Notaries Act 2001 to rectify an
error relating to the fee payable, by a person seeking
appointment as a public notary, to the prothonotary of the
Supreme Court.
The Monetary Units Act 2004 converted fees expressed in
Victorian legislation as ‘dollar values’ into ‘fee units’. As part
of this conversion process, the application fee of $285 was to
have been converted in July 2004 into 29 fee units (or $290).
However, the Monetary Units Act 2004 inadvertently
converted the fee into 2.9 fee units.
The amendment will remove the decimal point.
Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act 2005
The bill amends the offences covered by the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act 2005 to include two new
commonwealth offences prohibiting trafficking in children.
This will allow an extended supervision order under that act
to be imposed on offenders who are convicted and
imprisoned for these offences.
The amendment will also ensure consistency with the
offences covered by the related Sex Offenders Registration
Act 2004.
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004
The bill provides a purely technical amendment to the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2005 to correct a numbering error
in the act.
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998
The bill makes a number of minor technical amendments to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (the
VCAT act) to improve the efficiency and timeliness of
proceedings before the tribunal.
Further, section 25A of the VCAT act places certain practice
restrictions on former VCAT members. When I introduced
the provision in 2000, I noted that the provision was intended
to be mainly educative. The section was intended to enhance
the ability of VCAT members to make independent and
impartial decisions.
It is considered that this purpose has now been largely
achieved. Over the last five years VCAT has enhanced its
reputation for providing timely, efficient, cost effective and
impartial dispute resolution services. It is now considered that
the provision as currently drafted can act as a disincentive to
attracting members of the highest calibre to VCAT. The
proposed amendment will continue to ensure that VCAT
members maintain the highest professional standards and at
the same time facilitate the attraction of quality candidates as
members by giving the VCAT president discretion to consent
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to former members appearing before their former list in
appropriate cases.
Working with Children Act 2005
In order to ensure that the Working with Children Act 2005
properly gives effect to the government’s decision that all
registered Victorian teachers will be exempted from the
requirements of the working-with-children scheme, the bill
provides for an expansion of the act’s definition of a
‘registered teacher’.
It will now capture teachers who may not be formally
qualified but who have been recognised and registered by the
Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT).
These teachers, who usually teach things such as dance,
music or specialised languages, have been through police
checks, carry a VIT registration card and are subject to the
same disciplinary regime as other registered teachers.
The government is committed to ensuring that Victoria’s laws
remain responsive and effective.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. C. A. STRONG
(Higinbotham) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

INFRINGEMENTS BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Gavin
Jennings.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Background
Nearly 100 years ago, the Parliament was considering a bill to
regulate the driving of motor cars by introducing certain
offences and penalties. The minister presenting explained
why such regulation was required:
If recklessly driven they endanger the lives of the
people, more especially those who are not in the cars,
but sometimes the occupants are also endangered.
Interestingly, the minister went on to explain:
Where it is most desirable to bring motor cars under
proper control is in the thoroughfares of the large cities. I
am entirely indifferent as to the speed at which motor
cars travel on lonely country roads, for there the rate of
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speed at which they travel imperils the lives of none but
those in the cars. That is their look out …
Clearly — and fortunately — things have changed since
1909. We now have an infringements system with offences
and penalties that seek to protect all the community —
including those in regional Victoria, and those who might
imperil their own lives.
The infringements system was born because of the motor
vehicle and has developed as the motor vehicle has become
an integral part of our lives. Infringement notices were first
introduced in Victoria in the 1950s for parking fines. They
were a cost effective way of enforcing minor criminal
offences, without the need for a costly court prosecution.
The growth in the system around the motor vehicle is
reflected in the data on the offences managed by Victoria
Police. (We should note that the data does not cover local
government infringements, which currently account for
approximately 35 per cent of road and traffic infringements.)
In 1965 Victoria Police issued approximately 64 000
infringement notices for 11 different traffic offences. By 1985
the number of offences had grown from 11 to 124, and by
1992 there were more than 200 infringeable offences. Now
Victoria Police manage approximately 474 different road and
traffic infringeable offences and in 2003–04 issued
approximately 1.9 million notices in relation to those
offences.
In the system overall there has been around a 40 per cent
increase over the last decade in the number of infringements
issued by all agencies in Victoria. In 1990–91 an estimated
2.3 million notices were issued. In 2003–04 approximately
3.2 million notices were issued.
The importance of the infringements system as a diversionary
mechanism in the justice system is evident from the following
data on the Magistrates Courts. In 1971, 69.4 per cent of
convictions recorded in the Magistrates’ Court (numbering
188 328) were for driving offences. In 1991, by which time
on-the-spot tickets were well in place, these offences
amounted to only 28.8 per cent of all offences charged.
Since the 1950s and 1960s the use of infringement notices has
not only grown considerably in volume but also in
application. Whilst motor vehicle-related offences account for
95 per cent of the system, infringement offences are now in
more than 50 different Victorian acts, providing for more than
1000 different offences. Whilst infringements notices are
relatively low in volume for these non-traffic-related areas,
they are a critical part of regulating behaviours across
industries and occupations, as well as protecting the physical
environment.
Infringements systems now exist in most jurisdictions around
the world and are clearly here to stay. The objective is
therefore to be able to regulate community behaviour to
achieve public order, safety and amenity in a way that
maintains fair and due process in dealing with breaches of
those standards. The current system has developed over the
last 50 years in an ad hoc way. It is timely to present a bill to
this house to ensure the infringements system meets the
community needs in 2005 and well beyond.
The new infringements model
The bill provides for a new infringements system. Its primary
purpose is to improve the community’s rights and options in
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the process and to better protect the vulnerable who are
inappropriately caught up in the system. A second objective is
to provide additional enforcement sanctions to motivate
people to pay their fines in order to maintain the integrity of
the system.
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Improving the front end of the system
Improving the front end of the system improves the
experience most Victorians have with the infringements
system. The bulk of Victorians pay their fines before they
default.

Broadly, the new elements of the system are:
overarching legislation to cover infringements law and
process;
a fairer infringements process based on early
intervention and improved information to the public;
process improvements which include a right of internal
review by the issuing agency;
measures at various stages, including internal review
stage, to filter people out of the system who cannot
understand or control their offending behaviour
(e.g., people with mental or intellectual disabilities, the
homeless, people with serious addictions);
improved administration by issuing agencies of the
infringements environments they manage;
firmer enforcement measures to improve deterrence in
the system, reducing ‘civil disobedience’ and the
undermining of the rule of law;
arrangements to establish a gatekeeper role for the
infringements system which will take a system-wide
view and be responsible for managing ongoing
improvements to the system; and
changing the name of the current PERIN court to
infringements court.
Overarching legislation
The bill will establish a common process for issuing and
enforcing infringement notices by a wide variety of state and
local government agencies, as well as bodies such as
universities and hospitals. The bill will replace inconsistent
legislation and practice across more than 50 different acts.
Offences will still be created under the acts assigned to
individual ministers, but the infringements process will no
longer be set out in individual acts. This will achieve the
consistency of practice and law long sought by the
community.
The exceptions to this are the serious infringement offences
under the Road Safety Act, the Marine Act and under rail
safety legislation. Offences which involve excessive speed or
driving whilst drug or alcohol affected — whether in a road,
rail or seagoing vehicle — will retain the specific process
provided for in their respective acts. For example, under the
Road Safety Act drug or drink-driving or excessive speed will
result in conviction and/or licence loss unless contested to
court within 28 days. In volume, these offences are small in
number (approximately 5 per cent of the system) but their
consequences are serious and it is important to retain the
protections and deterrence achieved by such specific
processes.
I propose to introduce a separate bill to this house next year
dealing with the consequential amendments required to this
range of acts.

Greater onus will be placed on agencies that issue
infringement notices. This will require agencies to:
have training standards and codes of conduct for their
issuing staff. Many agencies have already acted on the
need for improvement in this area. These improvements
will continue to be supported by guidelines the
Attorney-General can issue under the proposed act to
improve interaction in an infringements situation.
provide information to people about their rights and
options in the infringements process, as well as about
their responsibilities.
review an infringement notice once issued. This is a
significant change to current arrangements, and will
include the requirement to disclose the right of internal
review on the notices.
Internal review by agency
The bill gives a person a right to apply to the agency to
withdraw a notice where a person believes its issue is wrong
in law, or the identity is mistaken, or where the person has
exceptional circumstances or special circumstances. In
response to such an application the agency has a number of
options. These include confirming the decision, withdrawing
the notice, or withdrawing the notice and issuing an official
warning.
Whilst some agencies currently consider a case made to them
by a person, the practice is dependent on the individual
agency, and often the individual officer, and it is not disclosed
as a right. The bill enshrines this right, and the prescribed
information in infringements forms will require the disclosure
of this right of review.
Under the act the Attorney-General will also issue guidelines
to assist agencies in conducting reviews. These guidelines
will establish a more consistent approach across the system,
but are not intended to interfere in the discretion necessary to
be exercised by the individual agencies.
The right to contest an infringement notice to the Magistrates
Court is an important principle of an infringements system;
however, it is recognised that it can be a difficult option for
some to exercise. The right of review is an important adjunct
mechanism for a person to contest a notice.
Special circumstances
A ground for seeking a review of a notice is that the person
has ‘special circumstances’ that affected the behaviour at the
time of the offence. This is a critical change to filter the
vulnerable in the community out of the infringements system.
People with special circumstances are disproportionately, and
often irrevocably, caught up in the system. In a just society,
the response to people with special circumstances should not
be to issue them with an infringement notice.
The term ‘special circumstances’ refers to circumstances
whereby a person cannot understand or control his or her
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offending behaviour. The circumstances that are included in
the definition contained in the bill are:
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which agencies can choose to use. In the past, agencies have
not been able to justify the cost of setting up separate
information technology systems to manage instalments.

mental or intellectual disabilities or disorders,
homelessness, or
serious drug/alcohol/substance addictions.
Often, it will be when the sheriff attends an address to service
a notice or execute a warrant that it is discovered that the
person is in special circumstances.

The eligibility criteria for instalment plans will be based on
financial hardship and include people on a commonwealth
benefit or who have a health care card. There will also be
capacity for people in financial difficulty who are not on a
benefit or have a card to make a case to the issuing agency for
inclusion.
Improved enforcement

Homelessness has been included to provide for those people
who are sleeping on the streets or living in crisis
accommodation. Often these people have no choice but to be
in public places where they are more likely to be infringed. In
this sense, they cannot control their offending behaviour.
There will be some people who are homeless who also have
either a serious addiction or a mental or intellectual disability.
But some do not and the bill needs to provide for them also.

Victoria lags behind all other jurisdictions in measures
available to the sheriff to enforce court orders. The sanctions
in Victoria currently are driver’s licence suspension, where
the offence was road related, and seizure of personal property.
Whilst the bulk of the community pays their fines, a small
group are recalcitrant and ignore the court’s orders.
Approximately 40 000 people have 10 or more outstanding
warrants.

This problem has been in part addressed by the
implementation of the special circumstances list in the
Magistrates Court. People with mental or intellectual
disabilities who have infringement fines and enforcement
orders are able to have their matters considered by a
magistrate, and in most cases the matters are discharged.

An additional range of measures is proposed based on what
works effectively elsewhere and is likely to operate
effectively in Victoria. The measures proposed are:
driver licence suspension and non-renewal,
vehicle registration suspension and non-renewal,

This bill goes a step further to try and prevent special
circumstances matters flowing to the court by having notices
withdrawn by the issuing agency. Where the person’s
circumstances are genuine, it should be possible for the
person or, more likely, someone on their behalf, to provide
evidence to the agency of the person’s condition and seek to
have the notice withdrawn. This provides benefits to all
parties. Unnecessary matters are not prosecuted by the agency
and, for the people involved, fines are avoided and matters do
not escalate.
As an added protection, the bill provides that where a person
has their application for review on special circumstances
grounds rejected by the agency, the agency can only
prosecute the matter to open court. The default cannot be
lodged at the proposed Infringements Court. This is another
filter to prevent people with special circumstances being
channelled into a highly automated enforcement process.
Instalment payment plans
A longstanding criticism of the infringements system has
been that people cannot pay a fine by instalment when they
first receive it. A bill was recently introduced to the
Parliament to implement instalment payment plans as soon as
possible, and prior to 1 July next year when the Infringements
Bill would be expected to come into operation. This earlier
implementation is important to allow people to enter into
plans prior to stronger enforcement sanctions which the
Infringements Bill implements coming into operation. The
Infringements Bill, pending consideration by this house, is
proposed to commence on 1 July 2006.
The Infringements Bill provides for instalment payment plans
for the period beyond 1 July 2006. The provisions generally
mirror those in the earlier bill, with the basic requirement on
an issuing agency to offer instalment payment plans to people
where there is financial hardship. It also replicates the powers
and mechanisms for the Department of Justice to offer
agencies a centralised facility for managing instalment plans,

wheel clamping,
garnishees against wages,
charging orders on real property, and
sale of real property.
Defaulted fines are, in effect, the non-observance of court
orders. The sanctions would therefore apply irrespective of
the original offence relating to the fine.
Driver licence and registration non-renewal will mean that
any renewal notice sent by VicRoads will indicate that a
person will need to pay their fines, or enter into an instalment
plan to pay, before the licence or registration can be renewed.
The proposed improvements to the infringements system will
make the system fairer for the ordinary person and will
protect the vulnerable, minimising the degree to which their
matters flow on to enforcement. This means that firmer
enforcement sanctions to motivate people to pay fines can be
considered. This will help deal with the perception that
compliance is optional. Such a perception threatens the
viability of the whole system.
A unique protection in the Victorian system once an
infringement has defaulted to the sheriff is that a sheriff
would in most cases personally serve a notice of intention to
effect an enforcement sanction. This does not generally
happen in other jurisdictions in Australia, where an
enforcement sanction is notified by mail. (The exceptions to
this will be the non-renewal of a vehicle licence or
registration as part of the usual renewal notices sent by
VicRoads; and potentially some cases of wheel clamping
where notification is not practicable.)
Personal service by the sheriff is a resource-intensive process
but one which ensures that:
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people are personally handed the notice of the intention
to effect an enforcement sanction and given a time
period (at least seven days and for some sanctions more)
to pay their fine or enter into an instalment plan to avoid
the sanction being given effect. Enforcement of the
sanction does not proceed unless the notice of intention
can be personally served;
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The bill gives broader options to magistrates in open court
hearings which occur after the execution of an enforcement
warrant. By this stage, other enforcement sanctions,
instalment payment plans or community work will not have
been successful in expiating the fines. These hearings
consider whether a person should be imprisoned, and will
determine whether the individual has extenuating
circumstances.

the correct person is the subject of the sanction; and
people are made aware of other options open to them,
such as entering into instalment payment plans or
seeking a revocation of the enforcement order if, for
example, the person was not the driver.
Community work
Community work is an option available when a sheriff
executes a warrant to arrest. This is earlier than the
community work which is available if the matter proceeds to
court. The availability of community work at this pre-court
stage is important. It avoids the need for the matter to go to
court, and it avoids the risk of imprisonment. However, the
terms of the community work available from the sheriff —
termed a custodial community permit — are legislatively
restrictive, limiting the people able to take up the option.
The problem currently is that custodial community permits
require the person to undertake the community work in one
continuous period. For example, if the amount of the fines
translates to five days jail, the community work must be
undertaken full time over the five days immediately following
arrest by the sheriff. This means that many people are not
eligible for custodial community permits.
In contrast, court-based orders allow the community work to
be spread over a period, allowing people to fit the community
work around other commitments. The bill replaces custodial
community permits with a community work permit that can
be undertaken over a period of time, similar to a court-based
order. This will mean that some people will not need to
appear before a magistrate to be able to undertake community
work for their fines.
The bill also provides that the sheriff can issue a community
work permit at the time of serving a notice. Currently, the
sheriff is required to arrest the person and take him or her to a
prison or police jail, where consideration can then be given to
whether or not the person is eligible for community work.
The changes will enable the sheriff to authorise a community
work permit at the person’s home. This avoids the convoluted
process of arresting the person, which in regional areas of
Victoria, can mean driving the person a significant distance
from their home to a police jail. If they are then released on
community work, they have to find their own way home as
they are no longer technically ‘in custody’ and the sheriff is
not empowered to return them to the place where they were
arrested.
Magistrates powers
In 2000 the Parliament passed amendments to the
Magistrates’ Court Act to prevent people being arrested on
enforcement warrants and automatically taken to prison.
Anyone arrested on a warrant must now appear before a
magistrate in open court. The policy of avoiding people being
imprisoned for infringement fine defaults is continued in this
bill and enhanced.

Currently, magistrates powers include being able to discharge
the matter if the person has a mental or intellectual disability.
If a person has exceptional circumstances, the court can place
the person on community work. The term of imprisonment
can also be reduced. The bill proposes that magistrates also be
able to approve instalment payment plans and that where
imprisonment would be ‘excessive, disproportionate or
unduly harsh’ the magistrate can discharge the fine in all or
part, or reduce the term of imprisonment by two thirds. These
changes will ensure that imprisonment is, and will remain, a
sanction of last resort for the most serious fine defaulters.
PERIN court name change
The bill proposes that the name of the PERIN court be
changed to infringements court. ‘PERIN’ is an acronym for
‘penalty enforcement by registration of infringement notice’.
However, research shows that the term is not understood by
the community in particular, and by many practitioners in the
field. ‘Infringements court’ makes clearer the purpose of the
court.
System oversight role
An ongoing concern about the infringements system is that it
involves a large number of different agencies whose focus is
on their particular domain. No single agency has
responsibility in relation to the system as a whole. It is
proposed that a unit be established in the Department of
Justice with this responsibility.
The unit will support the Attorney-General’s responsibilities
as minister responsible for the proposed Infringements Act
and will:
monitor the operation of the system, including the
implementation of the proposed new act,
provide advice to the Attorney-General and government
on infringements policy,
effect legislative instruments and develop guidelines
required under the proposed act,
support an ongoing advisory committee comprising
agencies, stakeholders and community groups, and
undertake key system improvement projects such as a
review of infringement notices and associated
documentation.
The character of the unit’s role will be to foster ongoing
improvement across the system and to have a stronger
stakeholder management role. The stakeholders — both
agencies and advocacy groups — in this area are many. Their
support and input are critical to how the system operates, and
to how it improves. Whilst the proposed legislation
establishes a base for change, there needs to be ongoing
system improvement and responsiveness. A system that has
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taken 50 years to develop will not only be changed by an act
of this Parliament.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. C. A. STRONG
(Higinbotham) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 February; motion of
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs).
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My
contribution to the Liquor Control Reform
(Amendment) Bill is a small one that concerns a
number of local matters. In particular I am interested in
the effect that clause 13 will have. It states:
Section 37(b) of the Liquor Control Reform (Underage
Drinking and Enhanced Enforcement) Act 2004 is repealed.

The practical effect of that is that this section required
applicants for new licences in dry areas to bear the cost
of conducting the poll. The section had not been
proclaimed but the government decided it was not
necessary for the applicant to bear that cost. During the
committee stage I will seek some clarification as to how
this change will operate. I have to say there does appear
to be some confusion about this among experts in the
industry, including consultants and others.
In the longer sweep of the 80-year period of the dry
area in the cities of Boroondara and Whitehorse
individual applicants for licences were required to foot
the cost of the poll that might be conducted in the local
area. I understand that may have changed more recently
and that this further change may have put it back to the
more traditional way that has operated in the past. The
government seems to have done another backflip and
brought in a system that will require councils to bear
the cost. I will seek indications in the committee stage
as to what costs the government expects will be
incurred for councils and what the impact on ratepayers
will be.
I hasten to add that as the local member in the upper
house for the last 10 years or so — 10 years is very
close to the exact period — I have supported the current
arrangements, which have been in place for a long
period, because they offered the community the option
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of allowing licensed restaurants in the area. I am aware
most of the polls have been unsuccessful over the years,
although recently there have been some successful
polls. Cafe Invidia in Warrigal Road, Ashburton, and
Wildflower in Canterbury have been successful. I note
the Hansard report of the debate in the other place
presumably incorrectly records Mr Stensholt referring
to it as Sunflower in Canterbury. Wildflower is one of
the restaurants, among many others, that I, as a resident
of Canterbury, am very fond of. It is important to
uphold the principle that the local community has a say.
We would be loath to generate costs for ratepayers in
one respect, and I am very concerned to see that there is
no change on these points.
I note that Mr Stensholt in the other place was recorded
in the Progress Leader of 7 March as saying:
… the government could change the dry-zone conditions
through legislation.
But Mr Stensholt said doing so would remove a democratic
right.

I think he is correct in that, but his government appears
to be weakening some of the provisions that have
protected the community in the longer sweep. I note in
the same article that mayor Jack Wegman said the poll
could cost up to $200 000 and that that was not on the
council agenda. Certainly there could be potential costs
to ratepayers with the government’s new approach, and
it may well in effect weaken the protections the
community has had.
I need in the committee stage clarification from the
minister as to how this will apply. I make the point that
in the longer sweep, deregulation of liquor control has
been beneficial. Going back to the Nieuwenhuysen
report of the 1980s, the in many ways more civilised
approach to liquor control of restaurants having longer
trading hours and the ability to serve glasses of wine
and so forth rather than having purely the option of a
bring your own, or BYO, permit, has worked statewide.
Notwithstanding my support for those long-term
changes, I make the point that the city of Boroondara,
which is largely the old city of Camberwell, has
remained a dry zone. That is on balance the choice of
the people in that area.
As the polls have come and gone over the years they
could well have changed the arrangements case by case
or had a poll that would have changed the arrangements
across the entire municipal area, but that is not what has
happened. Certainly when I talked to families in the
area there was a view that whilst civilised dining is to
be respected, they see the upside in many cases of
having an area in which to raise children where there is
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not a preponderance of hotels with poor behaviour
around their fringes. These things are of course always
a balance, but I believe there has to be maintenance of
that balance in our area. I am very concerned to get
some assurances from the government in the committee
stage as to the practical effect on the longstanding
arrangements of the changes contained in this bill.

guidelines for the determination of intoxication. I note
that until now intoxication has not been specifically
defined in the act, which has led to a reliance on general
notions and case law for a definition. This in turn has
led to uncertainty in the industry and for police in
enforcing these powers. The bill defines intoxication as
follows:

Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am very pleased to
rise to make a brief contribution to the Liquor Control
Reform (Amendment) Bill. I say at the outset that
alcohol in its many aspects is a very pervasive part of
our society, like it or not. Restaurants, pubs, cafes and
even bottle shops have become an essential part of the
Australian lifestyle. Of course alcohol does lead to
many social problems. In particular links have been
clearly demonstrated to family violence and many other
negative forms of behaviour. That is why it is essential
that the government play a role in regulating the sale
and provision of alcohol to ensure that these negative
behaviours and the results of drunkenness and
intoxication can be mitigated.

… a person is in a state of intoxication if his or her speech,
balance, co-ordination or behaviour is noticeably affected and
there are reasonable grounds for believing that this is the
result of the consumption of liquor.

There is also a responsibility on those involved in the
sale of alcohol to ensure they do so in a responsible
way. There is a long-established tradition in legislation
relating to the sale of alcohol, and to licensed premises
in particular, to ensure that alcohol is not supplied to
minors or to people who are already intoxicated. The
bill builds upon this framework and seeks to clarify the
law as it relates to the regulation of alcohol in this state.
In particular it seeks to do so in relation to late-hour
entry declarations by providing the director of liquor
licensing with a clear and more responsive mandate for
dealing with such declarations in a particular area or
locality. It seeks to enhance the ability of the director to
deal with social and community problems associated
with alcohol.
An essential feature of the late-hour entry declaration is
that it prevents entry into licensed premises after a
certain time. The bill specifically seeks to address
problems in particular localities where a lot of people
hang around nightclubs, hotels and other licensed
premises and engage in, you could say, unruly
behaviour. Unfortunately this has led to violent
incidents on a number of occasions. The legislation
gives the director greater flexibility and more power to
make late-hour entry declarations on a case-by-case
basis, enabling a declaration to take into account the
conditions and circumstances within a locality. These
decisions made by the director are open to review by
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
Another aspect of the bill relates to intoxication. It
provides that the director of liquor licensing can issue

I note that in her contribution the lead speaker for the
opposition expressed concerns about the way this
definition has been phrased and referred to some
feedback she has had from some members of the police
force about it. I want to assure her and members of the
house that the criteria set out in the definition are
prefaced using the word ‘or’, so one or more criteria in
combination, whether it be speech, balance,
coordination or behaviour being affected, are capable of
meeting the requirements of this definition.
In addition, I want to note that I believe the definition
will assist the police in monitoring compliance with the
act even though the provisions are not relevant to their
own powers in relation to drunkenness under the
Summary Offences Act 1966, which will remain
unaltered. The definition will assist licensees in
determining the legality of providing alcohol, and it
will enable the director of liquor licensing to provide
clear information to licensees to enable them to
recognise the signs of drunkenness and act accordingly.
This is part of the responsible behaviour I was talking
about at the outset of my contribution.
Whilst there have been some standards for identifying
intoxication, the new definition will provide greater
certainty and will assist members of the hospitality
industry in doing their jobs. As I indicated, guidelines
will also be issued. The director of liquor licensing will
be consulting widely with industry stakeholders in the
development of the guidelines, in seeking to ensure that
they are consistent with those in other jurisdictions.
The other aspect I want to touch on quickly is that the
bill relates also to minimum recording standards for
security cameras in licensed venues. Unfortunately a
number of incidents have occurred in those types of
premises. It is, of course, essential for proper policing
that the police are able to retrieve information recording
of incidents not on grainy film but so that it is capable
of being viewed and identifies the perpetrators of
criminal offences. The bill seeks to ensure that
surveillance equipment with the minimum recording
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standards is put in place in venues. That will, of course,
assist the police in subsequent investigations.
The bill provides also that inappropriate venues will not
be able to provide alcohol, either due to their proximity
to other venues or because a venue is used frequently
by minors. The prescribed class of premises includes
petrol stations, drive-in cinemas, milk bars and
convenience stores, which tend to be used frequently by
minors. The bill seeks to ensure that minors will not be
inappropriately exposed to alcohol. The bill provides
for exemptions to be provided by the minister on a
case-by-case basis. That might be necessary in regional
areas where only one shop of the type in the prescribed
category is the only premises available in that town.
In conclusion, the bill seeks to provide licensing laws
that are flexible and appropriate to the regulation of the
liquor industry in this state. It seeks to ensure that we
have a regime that protects vulnerable members of our
society from alcohol abuse but also enables patrons and
others wanting to frequent licensed premises and avail
themselves of the opportunity of consuming alcohol to
do so in a responsible way. I commend the bill to the
house.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — A couple of
things about the direction of liquor licensing
enforcement in Victoria concern me. Some of those
issues are prompted in my mind by this legislation.,
particularly in the context of the orders that might be
issued by the director of liquor licensing and the role of
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal going
forward.
It has come to my notice that there is a move by the
police to use VCAT as a forum in which to address
issues relating to some concerns about a particular
licensee as an expedient shortcut to tackling licence
issues and in some cases to seek the revocation of those
licences. As I understand it, at the moment there is
before VCAT a case concerning a particular hotel in the
city area. My concern about that is that obviously the
responsibilities in terms of proof and evidence in court
proceedings are quite different from those that apply in
proceedings pursued at VCAT.
As I understand it, in at least one of the cases that has
gone the VCAT route there was not even an
opportunity for the licensee in the first instance to
understand that there were incidents that he needed to
address. In other words, he was not informed of issues
that he needed to address and attend to in order to
preserve or protect his licence. As I said, VCAT was
used. As I understand it, had that matter gone to court,
the court would have had a very different view from
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VCAT on what the responsibilities of the police might
have been in terms of informing the hotelier on the
incidents upon which he was being judged in regard to
his licence.
I am concerned about the legislation also in the context
of the right to business. It is interesting that
Ms Carbines, a member of this place, was at one point
asked to chair a review of city businesses that were
running into strife with complaints about amenity from
residents living in the city area. The concerns that came
before the Minister for Planning in the other place,
obviously, and no doubt some other ministers and the
Melbourne City Council, were that a number of
residents considered that particular venues were
operating in a way that was detrimental to their
amenity, perhaps on the basis of noise, the hours of
operation, kitchen smells or whatever. That review
proceeded, and Ms Carbines did quite a good job in
addressing some of those issues, but it seems to me that
the matters that were the substance of that review have
not really been addressed.
In my small business portfolio I am certainly concerned
about circumstances where an existing business would
be shut down because of complaints by people who,
having taken up residences or other commercial
premises, did not like the way that the first business
was operating. There ought to be some recognition of
existing use rights for those businesses. Provided that
they have been operating within the provisions of their
planning permits and the regulations that apply, they
ought to be able to expect that they have the right to a
fair occupation of those premises and ought not to be
unnecessarily hassled.
It occurs to me that if there is a difficulty between
residential apartments and businesses operating in the
city, for instance, then it is incumbent upon the
developers to make sure — by virtue of using double
glazing perhaps and other methods — that noise and
other concerns that might apply to the conflict of uses
are addressed. If we do not address those sorts of
problems adequately, then as we look towards more
mixed-use developments throughout the metropolitan
area there will be some very serious implications for a
number of businesses and no doubt a lot of angst for
residents.
In the context of this particular legislation, I note that
the director of liquor licensing will have the power to
impose late-hour entry declarations on licensed
premises in specified areas or localities, subject to the
rights being reviewed by VCAT. As I said, I hope that
that power is used judiciously because I very strongly
believe that businesses ought to have the right to
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operate as they have been where they have in fact
established existing-use rights and have been in a
position clearly ahead of those people who have come
to an area and then started to complain.
I note the provision relating to the introduction of
security cameras being toughened up to achieve safer
environments in clubs. That is not something that I
have a major problem with, but it certainly occurs to me
that one of the key issues for a lot of licensed premises
is not what happens on the premises but what happens
outside or a short distance away from those premises.
There are often situations in which people are frustrated
because they cannot gain entry to some premises. I
cannot understand why anybody would line up outside
a nightclub, as young people do, and wait to get entry.
It seems that doing so is a bit of a meat parade. With
some people being picked to go in and others not, I
suppose it is a bit like a preselection. It can lead to a lot
of frustration.
Obviously people being told to leave clubs because of
inappropriate behaviour or intoxication solves a club’s
problem, but it does not necessarily solve a
community’s problem. Cameras operating within a
venue are one thing, but in my view the opportunity to
ensure the safety and amenity of an area in and around
a particular premises is not guaranteed by the
provisions that are laid out in this legislation. I note the
success of lockouts in a number of areas, and the fact
that there is some enthusiasm for them. Presumably in
many ways this is part of an approach to try to address
the problem of people loitering outside, but again I am
not sure how effective that will be going forward.
I do not have a major problem with the minister and the
director of liquor licensing being able to grant permits
to certain businesses that ordinarily would not be able
to have liquor licences. As we know, the provision has
largely been used in the past in areas that are likely to
be frequented by tourists and where licensed premises
are at some distance. There is the matter of convenience
for people who might be visiting a particular area.
I do not have a problem with that, but this is another
responsibility that needs to be used judiciously by the
director and indeed, on information from the minister.
We need to ensure that we do not continue to create
anomalies. We need to ensure fairness across our liquor
licensing laws and that we address some of the issues
that have been raised in this debate about the continued
responsible behaviour of people who attend and who
drink in public venues. By and large most people are
very responsible in their drinking and appreciate the
diversity of entertainment opportunities available in this
state; however, there are a few who obviously do not
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handle their alcohol so well, who cause us considerable
concern and who upset other patrons of particular
venues.
The definition of intoxication introduced in this
legislation may help in the handling of these people.
However, the advice given to the Liberal Party —
particularly the Honourable Wendy Lovell, who
discussed this bill with the appropriate organisations,
including the Australian Hotels Association — is that
the definition adopted by the government is going to be
fairly impractical in a hotel or club setting or in a
similar venue. From that point of view we stand to be
convinced that there is going to be any real benefit from
the definition that has been adopted by the government
in this legislation. The industry certainly tells us that it
will not work.
The government might well have got that message itself
had it bothered to undertake an effective consultation
process with some of the stakeholders in this particular
legislation. As the Honourable Wendy Lovell discussed
the implications of this legislation with various groups
she found that the level of consultation undertaken by
the government on this legislation, as on previous
legislation, was inadequate.
The Liberal Party’s position on this bill has been
enunciated. In effect we will support the bill because
we think that, going forward, it is obviously designed to
achieve a number of commendable objectives.
However, I will watch with interest the issue of the
rights of existing businesses. I certainly do not want to
see a trend developing in Victoria where people take
short cuts to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal rather than use the provisions established
under liquor control legislation to initiate court
proceedings where those instances might well deny
people some of their rights and might well not afford
them an adequate review of their licence
responsibilities and rights.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — The Liquor Control
Reform (Amendment) Bill will provide the director of
liquor licensing with more specific powers to vary the
times when patrons can be prohibited from entering
licensed premises, usually late at night. This is
popularly referred to as a lockout. Patrons who are
already inside licensed premises can stay on, but once
outside a patron cannot come back in.
The bill also defines intoxication and provides for the
publication of guidelines on how to determine whether
a person is intoxicated.
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The bill also requires ministerial approval before
alcohol licences can be granted to premises that
normally would not be able to have a licence, such as
drive-in cinemas, petrol stations, milk bars,
convenience stores or mixed businesses. Finally the bill
ensures that security cameras installed by owners of
licensed premises must conform to a prescribed
standard so that they produce good-quality images.
Each of these measures is sensible and will further
protect the community against the effects of the misuse
of alcohol. The recently tabled final report of the
Parliament’s Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee’s
inquiry into strategies to reduce the harmful effects of
alcohol consumption devotes considerable space to the
examination of the effects of greater alcohol
availability. The report argues that just as access to
consumer goods has been made possible because they
are cheaper and more people can afford them, alcohol
too is a consumer good and is more available through
more types of outlets. One result is that many people
are drinking in hazardous ways. The controlled retailing
of the past has given way to a deregulated, freer trade
model that has included extended trading hours.
In its submission to the inquiry Victoria Police said:
… for each incremental increase in hours there is a quantum
jump in misery created in the community …

The submission lists the types of harm that impact on
the community. These include assaults that affect the
victims and draw in a wide circle of professionals, such
as responding paramedics, hospital staff, police and
venue security staff, counsellors, court and
rehabilitation staff. Besides assaults, the police drew
attention to sexual offences; fatal and other motor
vehicle collisions; local residents who cannot get any
sleep because of yelling, brawling and urinating and
even sex taking place on their lawns. Victoria Police
said that all this goes on for approximately 11⁄2 hours
after closing time. If licensed premises close at
3.00 a.m., the disturbance could go on until between
4.00 a.m. and 5.00 a.m.
One approach that the final report describes is the
lockout, which has been trialled in regional Victoria
with some success. A lockout is a strategy intended to
avoid some of the problems to which I have just
referred. Lockouts are being trialled in Ballarat,
Warrnambool, Traralgon, Echuca, Geelong, Barwon
Heads and Narre Warren. They are mostly the result of
voluntary arrangements, but they can also be imposed
by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal on
specific licensed premises as a condition of the licence.
This usually happens because the police ask that it
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happen because a venue is associated with the type of
disturbances previously referred to.
In its submission Victoria Police also said that an
application for a licence variation to the director of
liquor licensing can be a difficult and lengthy process,
as separate applications have to be made for each
licence, and each application has to be evidence based.
Victoria Police also said that in the past, applications of
this type have been heavily contested, both by licensees
and their representative organisation. Victoria Police
stated that it is difficult to see how a locality-based
model of a lockout could operate in Melbourne or its
environs as patrons would simply migrate to an
adjoining locality where there is no lockout.
Nonetheless some evidence starting to come through
suggests that lockouts can work. A Ballarat project,
Operation Link: Be Safe Late, has been operating since
2003 and focuses on the licensed late-night venues in
the central business district. A recent evaluation showed
an overall decrease of just under 40 per cent in violent
assaults, a 47 per cent decrease in the number of
assaults in licensed premises, a 33 per cent reduction in
assaults in public places, and an overall decrease of
about 17 per cent in property offences.
The amendment to the act to allow the director of liquor
licensing to use her existing powers in a more efficient
manner to reduce the amount of time it takes to put a
late-hour entry declaration in place is a positive move.
The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee report on
the inquiry into strategies to reduce harmful alcohol
consumption also examines issues relating to the
responsible serving of alcohol and the liability of
licensees who serve alcohol to intoxicated patrons.
The final report presents a detailed account of the legal
debate that has surrounded the issue of licensee liability
and considers several cases that have given rise to
different legal and policy positions. The strong view
that emerges from these cases that licensees potentially
carry a serious duty of care for their patrons. It is a
responsibility of licensees to prevent intoxication of
their patrons because intoxication leads to
alcohol-related harm.
The report quotes from an article by Solomon and
Payne entitled ‘Alcohol liability in Canada and
Australia: sell, serve and be sued’. It states, in part:
Premises that cater to young males, have no or poor
entertainment, do not encourage the consumption of food, do
not offer low strength and non-alcoholic beverages, and are
overcrowded, uncomfortable and understaffed are associated
with greater problems. Happy hours, free drinks, extra strong
drinks, double rounds, price discounts, irresponsible
advertising and promotions and drinking contests … all have
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a similar impact on these risks. Untrained staff, aggressive
bouncers and house policies that permit continued sales to
visibly intoxicated patrons have also been found to increase
the likelihood of problems.

It is already an offence under the Liquor Control
Reform Act for a licensee to supply alcohol to an
intoxicated person. It makes sense to define
‘intoxication’ and to publish guidelines on how to
determine whether someone is intoxicated. It will help
licensees comply with the law whose purpose is to
promote community safety and public health. The
definition inserted into the bill is straightforward. A
person is intoxicated:
if his or her speech, balance, co-ordination or behaviour is
noticeably affected and there are reasonable grounds for
believing that this is the result of the consumption of liquor.

This definition will be supported by guidelines to be
developed by the director of liquor licensing, and I
understand those will take into consideration certain
medical conditions and disabilities that may manifest as
similar to alcoholic intoxication.
The final point I would like to touch on is the provision
in the bill that introduces an exemption to the present
restriction that prevents licensed premises such as
drive-in cinemas, petrol stations, milk bars,
convenience or mixed businesses — in fact, any
business that is mainly used by people under
18 years — from selling alcohol. Under the present
amendment any exemption to the general restriction
will be subject to the approval of the minister. This will
allow the minister to finally determine the
appropriateness of an exemption. The amendments
contained in this bill will improve the capacity to
strengthen community safety and public health. I
commend it to the house.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — There were a number of questions during
the debate by the opposition spokesperson Ms Lovell
which I undertook to respond to. I hope I will cover all
of them; if there are any further questions, I will be
happy to deal with them directly with Ms Lovell.
The first of the questions was in relation to the
minimum prescribed standards for security cameras
used at licensed premises, as to whether or not that may
include liquor stores and whether they will be exempted
from these requirements. The proposed amendments
are intended to apply to those licensed premises which
trade after 1.00 a.m. and provide live or amplified
music. Such licensed premises are already required to
install security cameras as part of a suite of high-risk
conditions which also include the provision of crowd
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controllers. This is about setting a standard for those
cameras.
The second question was in relation to the granting of
licences to premises that would otherwise be prohibited
from obtaining a liquor licence and the lack of criteria
in relation to that. There have been no criteria placed in
the bill to allow flexibility for changing retail
circumstances. Certainly we have seen those rapid
changes in recent years. We want to allow in the bill for
that flexibility.
However, this does not mean that criteria will not be
developed for the regulation. In fact the regulation itself
may stipulate criteria in relation to that, but it is to allow
for a very rapidly changing retail sector.
In relation to dry area polls, the government always
picked up the bill in relation to dry areas. The Liquor
Control Reform (Underage Drinking and Enhanced
Enforcement) Act 2004 changed that to put the burden
onto the businesses applying for a licence. It also
allowed for the provision of postal votes rather than a
turn-up-and-vote principle. We are maintaining and
retaining the provisions within that act for postal votes,
but we do not believe that it is a justifiable burden on
small businesses to pay the cost of a postal ballot.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — The government pays
it. The councils do not pay it.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — The state government
pays it. That has always been the case and will continue
to be the case.
There was also an issue raised — which I must admit
we misinterpreted at first but we now have it right — in
relation to lockouts not applying to hospitality staff who
may want to enjoy a drink after they finish a late shift;
that is how I understood the question. The lockouts
allow for conditions and they are done flexibly to meet
the needs and demands within those areas where the
lockout provisions apply. That would continue to be the
case, so that can be accounted for and dealt with within
those conditions for each of those areas, and it is
already the case in some locations.
In relation to the definition of intoxication, I want to
make it very clear that Victoria Police was consulted
and approved that definition. It was in agreement on
that. I think the reasons have been canvassed in the
debate, but there was some confusion between licensees
and the police about the definition of intoxication and a
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notion that there needed to be a modernisation of the
definition. We believe the guidelines that are being
produced to help licensees and police identify
intoxication will go a long way to taking away any
conflict over definitions. People will be able to more
readily identify and work with the new definition of
intoxication with the guidelines in place. There is a
great deal of consultation occurring over the
preparation of those guidelines.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
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In relation to the conditions relating to lockouts, all of
that can be addressed on a needs basis as we go through
that process. I am sure that in developing the conditions
the director of liquor licensing has the very clear intent
of ensuring that women are kept as safe as possible.
We all know the reason for having the provisions is to
stop the violence and bad behaviour that occurs outside
licensed premises, and I am sure, from every indication
that I have received from the director of liquor
licensing, it is to ensure greater safety and not to put
people at risk. I am sure they will be the circumstances
taken into account in developing conditions into the
future. It is certainly not an issue that has been raised as
being a problem in those areas where we already have
lockout provisions.

Clauses 1 to 8 agreed to.

Clause agreed to; clauses 10 to 12 agreed to.

Clause 9

Clause 13

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — During
the debate I raised, from an article entitled ‘Closing
time’, an issue about young women who leave a
venue — for example, they may go out to have a
cigarette and find themselves locked out. Unfortunately
overnight we heard of a rather unfortunate incident of
an athlete thinking their drink may have been spiked,
which started a whole debate in the media.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I flagged in
my second-reading contribution my need for some
reassurance on this clause and I note that the minister
has attempted to provide some of that. As I understand
it, this clause repeals section 37(b) of the Liquor
Control Reform (Underage Drinking and Enhanced
Enforcement) Act 2004. That section requires
applicants for new licences in dry areas to bear the costs
of conducting the poll. As I understand it, the section
had not been proclaimed, and the government has now
decided that it is not necessary or appropriate for the
applicant to bear that cost.

While watching the Today show this morning, I saw an
interview with a young woman who had had her drink
spiked at a nightclub in Sydney. They talked about the
type of drugs that are used to spike drinks. One of them
was GHB, or gamma hydroxybutyrate, which lifts the
level of your body temperature. She said that was her
symptom — that because of the increase in body
temperature she needed to get outside to get some fresh
air. Fortunately her friend went with her, and she was
fine. I just wonder if any provisions are to be put in
place for young women who may find themselves
outside a venue after 3.00 a.m. They may now find that
they are separated from their friends or their dedicated
driver, and it may put them in danger. Is there going to
be any thought given to provisions to protect young
women who might find themselves locked out of a
venue?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — In relation to the security of young women,
we are very conscious of the need to protect patrons as
best we can. Certainly in relation to the external
provision of security cameras at licensed premises,
looking at the visibility standards of those cameras
becomes crucially important.

I accept that that is the immediate situation. But my
question relates to the long-term issue. Certainly it has
been put to me by a number of liquor industry
consultants and others that the long-term arrangement
was that whilst the poll itself may have been paid for by
the government, the cost was recouped by the Liquor
Control Commission, which had the capacity to recover
the costs associated with the granting of a licence. I
want to put at rest what has been put to me by certain
constituents who have approached me on this matter
and be very clear that that is absolutely not the case.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — That certainly to my knowledge is not the
case. In fact in relation to this provision, as a previous
Minister for Small Business I asked for a costing of a
poll. I decided, after getting those costings, that it was
an unfair burden on a small business and asked that we
repeal it. The costs have considerably come down with
the move to a postal ballot away from a face-to-face
ballot, where you must turn up to vote. The costs will
drop, and so there will be less cost to government under
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a postal ballot system. But I felt, after talking to people
and getting the advice of the director of liquor licensing
and others, that the burden was best left with
government rather than with the individual, because it
would be a hefty cost for a small business and was
something that government could wear.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I thank the
minister for those comments and ask her if she can
outline some of the costs of the polls that have been
conducted recently.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — Can I say from the outset that there are very
few requests for licences in the dry areas. Probably,
smartly, they realise that they are in a dry area and
think, ‘Why bother?’. There are very few of them. Most
recently — this is before postal ballots — the cost was
roughly $15 000, but it does depend on the area that is
being considered for the vote and all those sorts of
things. We do see a considerable drop in those costs.
Clause agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In so doing I thank members for their contributions to
the debate.
Motion agreed to.
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ensure that evidence which may need to be used in a
trial is in fact preserved, so it is a bill about the
preservation of evidence. It has its genesis in the case of
Rolah McCabe, who took civil action against various
cigarette companies for the very severe lung cancer she
had. It was alleged as part of the trial that the cigarette
companies had tidied up their archives and in the
process had lost or destroyed various documents that
would have or may have been relevant to that particular
case.
In essence this bill seeks to make an offence the process
of getting rid of archival or stored material that may be
of relevance to a particular case. That is spelled out
under clause 1, the purpose of the bill, which states:
The purpose of this Act is to amend the Crimes Act 1958 to
create a new offence in relation to the destruction of a
document or other thing that is, or is reasonably likely to be,
required as evidence in a legal proceeding.

I must say it seems to me that it will not be particularly
easy to get a conviction for this particular offence,
because when is the destruction of archival documents
simply a question of good housekeeping and good
document control and when is it an attempt to remove
evidence for some future or hypothetical court action,
particularly in the ever-increasingly litigious world in
which we live? Where is the line between good
document housekeeping and the deliberate destruction
of evidence?
I will briefly touch on a few measures in what is a fairly
short bill. There are various definitions, and there is a
new definition, which is interesting — a definition for
so-called ‘corporate culture’, which is that it:
… means an attitude, policy, rule, course of conduct or
practice existing within the body corporate generally or in the
part of the body corporate —

Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

CRIMES (DOCUMENT DESTRUCTION)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. Madden (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — In rising to
speak on the Crimes (Document Destruction) Bill 2005
I would like to put on record that the opposition will be
supporting this particular bill. In essence it sets out to

et cetera. A new term ‘corporate culture’ has been
defined, but interestingly I cannot see where in the bill
there is any reference to corporate culture, a breach of
corporate culture or inappropriate corporate culture
being cause for an offence. Nevertheless it is obviously
intended by the draft that somehow that will come into
play.
The purpose of the bill states that the destruction of
such documents is an offence. The main provision in
the bill is proposed section 254 in clause 3, which states
in subclause (1)(b) that a person has committed an
offence who knowingly destroys a document:
… or conceals it or renders it illegible … or
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(ii) expressly, tacitly or impliedly authorises or permits
another person to destroy or conceal it or render it
illegible …

The offence carries a fairly reasonable fine: a level 6
imprisonment, which is a maximum of five years of
potential imprisonment for a person who deliberately
destroys such evidence.
Proposed section 255(3) contains some interesting
issues. It states in a proceeding against a body corporate
for an offence it is a defence to the charge if the body
corporate is able to prove that due diligence was carried
out in the process of records management and
destruction. In other words, it is up to a corporation to
establish that it exercised due diligence in the
destruction of a document or documents which may
have been of use in a case.
Furthermore, the bill has a very wide description of
what a document is: it can be a written document, a
computer document, music, pictures or almost anything
that can be reproduced. Under the Interpretation of
Legislation Act the ‘document’ can also be
photographs, labels, discs or other devices in which
sounds or other data are embodied so as to be capable
of being reproduced, films and so on. That contains a
very wide definition of ‘document’. In essence, that is
what the bill is about.
The bill seeks to make it an offence to deliberately
destroy documents which may be used in a case which
is afoot or can be prospective or may in fact happen.
This is where the problem with the bill will be — it will
be a matter of judgment by corporations and individuals
as to whether they should keep or destroy a particular
document. It is going to be a fine matter of judgment
whether that document may be used or will be capable
of being used as evidence in a particular case sometime
in the future. That is essentially what the bill is about.
It seems to me that this bill is a bit like much of this
government’s so-called justice legislation. It may well
prove to be counterproductive, because in essence
companies — inevitably such corporations will be risk
averse — will set in place practices which will ensure
they are never going to get caught. Companies will err
on the side of caution, and if in doubt, will shred.
They will set in place corporate procedures and
structures which will ensure that anything that could
possibly be used for future litigation will be well and
truly got rid of as soon as humanly possible because, as
I have said, such corporations and management would
inevitably be risk averse. They would be negligent to
their shareholders if they were not risk averse and did
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not ensure that they got rid of anything that may be a
problem in the future.
As part of that process of being risk averse and
removing all these historic documents, much corporate
history and information which may be used for research
and for lessons to be learnt will be lost because it will
be subject to the philosophy of ‘if in doubt, shred’
which I am sure will become the norm. It may be that
this bill will be counterproductive in its effect, but the
opposition believes all care should be taken to preserve
evidence that may be used. We will be supporting the
bill, and I urge the house to support it.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — This afternoon I
am pleased to indicate that The Nationals will be
supporting this legislation. As the Honourable Chris
Strong has just outlined, the bill is not a complicated
one. It has a fairly simple concept — it makes it illegal
to destroy documents which are or are reasonably likely
to be required as evidence in a court case. I do not think
there would be too many people in our communities
who would oppose that principle.
The background to the bill is given in the
second-reading speech, as the Honourable Chris Strong
mentioned. This issue was highlighted in the case of
McCabe v. British American Tobacco Australia
Services Ltd. I will not recount the particulars of the
case, but people would be well aware that British
American Tobacco was accused of destroying
important documentation that would have helped Rolah
McCabe in her case; everybody suggested it was
inappropriate for that company to do that.
Consequently, the house has before it a bill to establish
a new criminal offence governing the destruction of
documents in Victoria and which will come into place
with the passage of this bill. As I said, we are happy to
support that principle.
It is an important principle in our justice system. It is
illegal for anybody now to pervert the course of justice,
and one way of doing that is to destroy documents or
render them illegible.
The bill defines documents in its broadest possible
form. It is not only written documents but also
audio-visual documents. The new law will have
application to both individuals and corporations, which
is certainly appropriate. I agree with the comment made
by the Honourable Chris Strong that this will certainly
be of interest in future court cases, because it may be
difficult to prove that somebody is intending to destroy
documents for the purposes of getting rid of evidence.
Under the heading ‘Destruction of evidence’ proposed
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section 254, which is inserted by clause 3 of the bill,
states:
(1) A person who —
(a) knows that a document or other thing of any kind
is, or is reasonably likely to be, required in
evidence in a legal proceeding —

and it goes on. What is reasonably likely to be included
in legal proceedings is an unknown and something that
one would find difficult to anticipate. I am sure there
will be many legal battles over whether one should
have reasonably known that a document would be
important for a future court case. As a layperson I
believe that will be difficult to predict.
Subsection (2) of proposed section 254 states:
This section applies with respect to a legal proceeding,
whether the proceeding is one that is in progress or is to be, or
may be, commenced in the future.

Again we are applying the principle of anticipation. It
will be very difficult to anticipate whether a particular
document has any relevance to a potential future legal
proceeding, and in that regard the application of this
law in some instances will be difficult. However, the
lawyer in my party has convinced me that this is not a
bad measure and is something we should be supporting,
which we will be doing.
The Honourable Chris Strong mentioned the definition
of corporate culture. When I looked at the bill I found
that terminology new and interesting. I found a
reference to the words ‘corporate culture’ in proposed
section 255(1)(c)(iii), so there is a definition. My
layman’s interpretation of that provision is that if a
body corporate has a history or culture of hiding or
destroying documents, that may bring it within the
parameters of this legislation we are talking about this
afternoon. The Nationals are prepared to support the
legislation. It is a small bill that deals with a simple but
important concept, and we wish it well.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am pleased to make
a short contribution in support of the bill, and at the
outset I thank the opposition parties for supporting it.
Although it is a short bill, it is an important one, and I
am proud that the Bracks government is seeking to put
it in place.
This bill touches on the issue of fairness and the
importance of the rule of law in our justice system.
Members have already touched upon the basis for the
bill, which was the recent McCabe case. In that case
documents central to that case were alleged to have
been destroyed to prevent their use in court. Removing
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or destroying relevant evidence seriously undermines
the fairness of our system of criminal and civil justice,
and fairness and access have always been the central
themes of the Bracks government’s approach to the
system of justice since coming to office. This bill seeks
to make it a criminal offence to destroy or conceal
documents that would prevent their use in subsequent
legal cases. It impresses upon all of us the importance
of honesty and fairness in our justice system, and in
particular the importance of upholding the rule of law,
which is absolutely integral to a fair trial. Of course
corporations should not be above the rule of law —
they must also live not only by the letter of the law but
also by the spirit of the law. The behaviour of British
American Tobacco in this particular instance was
deplorable.
It became evident during the trial that the actions of
Clayton Utz and British American Tobacco, while not
technically unlawful, were definitely not fair or
equitable to the parties involved in that case. The
destruction of the documents in the McCabe case led to
Justice Eames, who presided over the case, saying in
his judgment:
British American Tobacco and its solicitors, Clayton Utz, had
‘subverted’ the process of discovery … with the deliberate
intention of denying a fair trial to the plaintiff’.

While Justice Eames’s judgment was subsequently
overturned by the Victorian Court of Appeal and a
retrial was ordered, the case and the findings of Justice
Eames made it apparent that changes were required to
the law as it currently stands, particularly given there
was technically no breach of the law. However, the
court of public opinion would say that the companies
acted in a deplorable way.
That brings us to the bill before the house and the
reforms that were supported not only by the
parliamentary Law Reform Committee but also by
Crown Counsel, Professor Sallmann, in a report he was
asked to undertake. They looked at these issues and
recommendations were made that a new law be
implemented to cover the issue of document destruction
or evidence concealment. This legislation will not only
hold individuals to account for their actions but also the
corporations or companies they may work for. The
seriousness with which the government treats these
offences is reflected in the penalties, such as $314 430
for corporations engaged in these practices and up to
five years imprisonment, or over $62 000 for
individuals. This legislation will also hold to account
corporations that not only direct such activities but
through their corporate culture encourage or condone
such activities. The passage of this bill will bring
Victoria into line with other jurisdictions that already
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possess similar document destruction laws. This is an
important bill, and I commend it to the house.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
wish to make a contribution to the debate on the Crimes
(Document Destruction) Bill. I do so with some level of
understanding of the issues surrounding matters of
perverting the course of justice by the destroying of
evidence. I was a member of the Law Reform
Committee when it reviewed the application of laws on
perverting the course of justice not only in Victoria but
throughout Australia. In particular the committee made
a number of recommendations to be consistent with the
federal Model Criminal Code Officers Committee
(MCCOC) model code on the administration of justice
offences. In Victoria most of those types of offences are
dealt with under common law, and there is no defined
statutory framework for them.
Following its deliberations the Law Reform Committee
made 31 recommendations. While I am pleased that the
bill has been introduced, and while I can say that the
Liberal Party supports it, I am disappointed that
although the report is mentioned in the second-reading
speech we have not gone further than to introduce a bill
that covers only one recommendation — that is,
recommendation 5. For those who wish to see
recommendation 5, it is listed on page 111 of the
administration of justice offences report. It is in the
chapter entitled ‘Specific offences relating to evidence
and witnesses’.
The committee looked at a range of particular codified
laws in New South Wales, Queensland and other parts
of Australia, including federal laws, and recommended
the creation of statutory offences in Victoria for the
misuse of evidence. I do not wish to take too much
time, but recommendation 5 states:
That statutory offences be created in Victoria for the misuse
of evidence, making it an offence to:
(a) fabricate or alter evidence;
(b) destroy, conceal or suppress evidence; and
(c) knowingly use fabricated or altered evidence.
where the intention is to:
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That the maximum sentence for this offence be seven years
imprisonment.

This is based on the MCCOC model. The MCCOC
model has provisions where it uses the words ‘making
or using false evidence’, whereas the committee in this
state recommended ‘fabricate or alter’. We did this for a
range of reasons which I will not go to in detail, but
they are outlined at pages 109 and 110. I bring that into
the debate because, whilst we still have this piece of
legislation before us, in all reality it barely deals with
‘fabrication’ or ‘alteration’. The model recommended
by the parliamentary Law Reform Committee, in my
view, has been not well looked at by the constructors of
this legislation. It is good that they have something
there, but again it is a reaction by this government to an
issue that has made significant press. We know that —
it has been outlined by previous speakers — but the
Labor government has failed to understand some of the
more complex issues that should have been brought
forward.
There are a lot of misgivings about and shortcomings in
the bill before the house. Those who would like to
compare the bill with what we have recommended,
including recommendation 5, which I have read out,
will quite clearly see that this government has again
failed to understand the shortcomings and has failed to
deliver fully its commitment to proper law and order in
this state. Having said that, the Liberal Party supports
the bill before the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GAMBLING REGULATION
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).

(a) prevent the bringing of judicial proceedings; or
(b) influence the outcome of current or future judicial
proceedings; or
(c) improperly use the judicial proceedings for the purpose
of impugning or vilifying the accused person or other
witnesses.

Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I look forward
to making my contribution by leading the debate on the
Gambling Regulation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill 2005. The main purpose of this bill is to amend the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003, the Gambling
Regulation (Further Amendment) Act 2004 and the
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Casino Control Act 1991 to enhance the regulatory role
of the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The gaming and gambling industry, as we in Victoria
know, is a very large industry which has an annual
turnover exceeding $4.25 billion and also generates
over $1.3 billion to our state revenue across the
27 000 machines that are employed both across the
metropolitan area and in regional Victoria. As we all
appreciate, those machines are distributed on an
80:20 basis across the metropolitan area and regional
Victoria.
The industry is extremely well run by the commission,
which was established in 2003. I might also add that
from gambling regulation, especially nationally in
Australia, the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation is recognised as the best performer — and I
might say with some envy — by other state agencies
and territories for the way it manages its business. In
saying this I think it is also important that we recognise
that there is a serious downside to our industry. That is
in the area of problem gambling which consumes,
unfortunately, something of the order of 15 per cent of
all participants who enjoy the activities and the
environment of gambling in our casino, and obviously
other venues. Although we recognise that that is not
part of the bill for discussion today, we would be remiss
not to recognise the problem gambling situation within
the state.
There is no doubt that the government has made little
endeavour to get in front of problem gambling. Quite
obviously it is tax driven and the government does not
want to lose the river of gold that it continues to enjoy
from these venues. When we speak of the downside of
problem gambling it is also important to note the
contribution to the debate on this bill by my colleague
Mr Cooper, the member for Mornington in the other
place. He referred to Productivity Commission reports
that stated that in Victoria poker machines have caused
550 suicide attempts annually, of which regrettably 9
resulted in death. It also causes some 300 divorces
annually, and about 400 or more people annually are
convicted of committing crimes to obtain money to
play poker machines.
I refer to the main provisions of the bill before us this
afternoon — and there are six or seven. It will allow the
commission to attach further conditions to venue
operators licences — for example, it will give the
commission the opportunity to vary the numbers of
machines under a licence and to vary the gaming
machine area under the same licence. Quite obviously
this may be done for reasons of venue viability or to
gain a better balance of machines in any one
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community. It may also give some communities greater
access to returns for various organisations within those
communities. It will also assist with the passage, as I
mentioned earlier, of correcting, where it is possible,
some of the concerns in relation to problem gambling.
Currently, from a viability point of view, we know that
the minimum number of machines to be held at any one
venue is 15, with our larger venues holding a maximum
of up to 105 machines. It is clearly recognised now that
venues struggle to be viable with anything less than
about 30 machines at those complexes.
These amendments will also allow the commission to
refuse applications for trade promotion lotteries where
they may be seen to be offensive or not in the public
interest. Although the provision seems only a small
matter, it is one of those things that, once the legislation
is passed, will give the commissioner the opportunity to
tie up one of those little loose ends that continue to
cause concern.
Winnings in excess of $2000 will be taken as a cheque,
to be paid to a player’s account. It is important that
players take something home from larger wins. We
should all recognise we should not encourage players to
play on and exhaust any large winnings they have been
able to accumulate on the one day. It is not unrealistic
to think that there are many wins at Crown Casino that
exceed $5000, $10 000 or $15 000. Although some of
those proceeds will be given back to the player in cash,
thereby allowing participants to play on with some of
their winnings, this provision offers the opportunity for
not negotiable cheques to be written and later placed in
a player’s account.
Another concern is with lesser amounts — of the order
of $3000 or $4000 — the legislation does not remove
the opportunity for someone to buy written cheques at a
discounted figure and allow the participants to play on.
I am sure the commission will take that into account
and continue to monitor that situation.
The bill also allows the commission to more closely
monitor and investigate community and charitable
organisations to ensure they are fair and reasonable in
the handling of their affairs and that the patrons of their
fundraising and raffle activities are not dudded. In other
words, it allows them to make sure in the monitoring
that what is being promoted by the charitable
organisations in fact does take place. We are aware that
on too many occasions in the past, regrettably some
promoters of charitable raffles have been fortunate
enough to win their own raffles. These provisions will
allow the commission to remove that ability from the
people who have gone down that track in the past.
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Although this is a small amending bill, it is important,
because it will ensure the gambling activities are
honest. I hope it will give the commissioners the
opportunity to confront and draft out the rogues and
cheats in some of the charitable organisations which
have been recognised as being guilty of involvement in
the promotion of their charities.
The bill also protects bingo centre operators by
allowing extra time for licence renewals where
applications have not been attended to prior to the
expiry date. Although this is a machinery issue and
relates to timing and principally process, it is important
that provision is being picked up, because on some
occasions the failure to renew has not always been the
fault of operators, and it then becomes very hard to
continue operations without undue interference and
interruption to business.
We recognise that that part of the legislation is a plus.
Any concession given to bingo centre operators in
respect of their licensing goes a fair way to support the
industry and the people who operate in it. The situation
with bingo centre operators licences is not unlike that of
commercial raffle organisation licences, which remain
in force while applications are being determined by the
commission. These amendments might seem small, but
recent history demonstrates the importance of allowing
such opportunities so there is minimum confusion in
the running of these events.
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Casino it is important that these changes in the bill are
put in place so that the already high standards of
gambling operations in this state are maintained.
There is absolutely no doubt that the conduct of
gambling activities in Victoria under the commission
are the envy of similar agencies across the country.
There is little doubt that we should recognise and
amend shortfalls in any legislation.
The Liberal Party has consulted with the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation, Crown Casino
and the bingo operators association. They all indicated
their support for the amendments in the bill. I hope
these amendments do not get hijacked as did the recent
amendments to the gaming and racing legislation, when
royal assent was withheld while the Tasmanian
government resolved the Betfair fiasco.
With those few words it is important to note the
opposition supports the amendments in the bill before
the house and wishes it a speedy passage through this
place.

The last area reflected in these amendments is the
streamlining of Crown Casino’s responsibility to
publish particulars of new games and new rules. It is
important players are given every opportunity to access
proposed rules of games that may be played not only at
the casino but at other venues. I am not a regular player
or attendee at the casino, and I am not sure how many
games are available or how often they change.
However, it stands to reason and is commonsense that
anyone interested in participating should be given the
opportunity to acquaint themselves with the rules prior
to their playing.

Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I take great
pleasure in rising to contribute to the debate on the
Gambling Regulation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill which is before the house at the moment. Certainly
the gambling industry is an important aspect of our
community and one that needs to be viewed with quite
a balanced mind. The expenditure by Victorians on
gambling is well over $4.2 billion per annum.
Victorians are prepared to wager an enormous amount
of money in one form or another. In total it is second in
Australia only to New South Wales, which has a
gambling expenditure of well over $6.5 billion.
Certainly Victorians are happy to partake of gaming
and we need to be very clear about the benefits that are
derived from the gaming industry. Gaming machines
make up a large portion of the total in Victoria — some
54 per cent or over $2.3 billion is spent on gaming.
Crown Casino makes up 23 per cent or just around the
$1 billion mark.

This is a commonsense position, and I think it should
be recognised that anyone should know the rules, what
the outcomes could be and the amount of prize money
involved before they play certain gambling games. This
is a recognition that no longer will players of those
games be denied the opportunity to learn the rules. For
this reason, the casino will have to display its games’
rules on its web site, making sure that participants have
access to any new games and rules.

The contribution the gaming industry makes to the
Victorian government’s general revenue is also quite
significant. It needs to be viewed in a positive light. We
know that the Victorian government has $35.6 billion
to spend this year, and that is nearly double the budget
of six years ago. Of that $35.6 billion, $1.3 billion
jumps into the Victorian government’s coffers by way
of gaming revenue and taxes. This government now has
an enormous amount of money at its disposal.

In the knowledge that some 40 000 people daily, or
nearly 50 million people annually, frequent Crown

As we all in this chamber know, the Bracks Labor
government is the highest taxing government this state
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has ever had. It is not just the total amount of money,
because that in itself is quite a lame claim. Every
subsequent government in all states and at the national
level will be taxing at a higher rate than the previous
government. It is as plain as day or as sure as the fact
that day follows night.

case under this legislation. People will have to have the
cheque made out to themselves. The cheque will have
to be deposited into a bank account, and the money will
be able to be withdrawn after a few days. That aspect
has the intention of trying to stop problem gamblers
blowing their winnings.

This government has introduced a whole range of new
taxes, and that is why it will be remembered as one of
the highest spending, highest taxing governments. It is
not because of the amount of tax but simply because of
the number of different taxes it has introduced. The
game plan very clearly is to tax hard, tax often, to hide
taxes whenever possible so that people do not realise
they are actually paying them, and to index taxes to
make sure they go up on an annual basis each and every
year.

This legislation also regulates lotteries and trade
promotions, which sometimes claim to be offering
prizes that are absolutely ludicrous. They can
effectively make themselves out to be seen to be
something they are not. The commission will have the
power to investigate those trade promotions and see if
they are the genuine article and are in fact offering what
appears in their advertising.

It is against that backdrop of huge incomes, high taxes
and high spending that we must look at what the Bracks
government is doing in relation to the gaming industry.
Its performance and how it is regulating, monitoring,
controlling and encouraging an industry that generates
hundreds of thousands of jobs within this state needs to
be viewed very carefully. I will talk a little bit about
problem gambling later in my contribution.
I refer to the powers in this bill that have been given to
the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation.
The commission is doing a fine job in this state at the
moment. Effectively the gambling industry operates in
a non-confrontational way; there are no headlines
associated with it. The industry operates well within its
regulatory bounds and it is non-contentious in nearly
every aspect. One aspect that is clear is that we are still
not doing nearly enough about the issue of problem
gambling right across the state in the gaming sector.
This new bill will in fact give more power to the
Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation. It will
have the power to refuse or accept licences and to
renew them. It will have the power to vary the number
of gaming machines that will be in the respective
venues across the state. It will use a set of criteria that is
yet to be announced or formulated to make those
decisions. The commission will make those decisions at
a later date.
This bill addresses another issue in relation to the
payment of cheques at respective agencies, whether it
be the TAB, the casino or large windfalls around the
gaming venues. Currently winners have been able to
receive a cheque for an amount of $2000 or more made
out to cash, which they have been able to cash at the
venues; then gamblers have been able to continue
gambling their winnings. That will no longer be the

An area of significance in the bill is the investigations
that can be undertaken into the various charitable
organisations that use the lottery system to raise highly
needed money for the respective charities around the
state. It is unfortunate that because of the rorting of the
system that goes on in this and other states we are
forced to investigate charities, but we will be giving the
Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation the
opportunity to go in and investigate the authenticity of
charitable organisations that are using the lottery system
to raise much-needed funds.
This bill will also make small amendments, restrictions
and regulations to the bingo industry. Even though
there is a whole range of other gaming facilities and
options now available in Victoria, bingo is nevertheless
very popular with a certain cross-section of the
community. A number of not-for-profit organisations
rely on income derived from bingo nights to deliver
community benefits through their respective
organisations. These changes will not affect the bingo
industry in any great way.
There are going to be some licence renewal provisions
that have to do with commercial organisations which
use raffles as more of a commercial venture. In order to
meet the rules they will also have to abide by the
provisions that are laid down by this legislation.
Another aspect of the legislation affects people who
partake of gaming at the casino. The rules of the
respective games will need to be more clearly defined
by the casino. I certainly hope the people who sit down
next to me at the blackjack tables learn how to read the
rules so they do not make ridiculous calls, because they
have a responsibility to make the right call for all the
people who are sitting at the table and not just for their
own card.
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In a nutshell they are the provisions that are laid down
in this legislation. We think they are positive steps for
the gaming industry. We support the bill. We do,
however, wish that the Victorian government would
start to honour many of the pledges it announced when
it was in opposition and make significant inroads into
problem gambling. The government is now receiving
more than $1.3 billion every year in gaming revenue,
yet in effect it is doing nothing for problem gamblers.
The Nationals have looked very closely at this group
and tried to identify who they are. It is very difficult for
the industry to label problem gamblers. Those people
go to the casino and to gaming venues, and they lose
enormous amounts of money, but many of them are
wealthy businesspeople who do not mind losing a bit
because they win a bit on the way back. There are other
groups which we know are out there, but it is much
harder to identify them.
We need to commend the Crown Casino group for the
work it is doing not only in identifying problem gaming
and in counselling problem gamblers but in leading the
world in addressing problem gaming. Crown staff at
Southbank took us through their program: they identify
the problem gamblers and then take them away; there
are counsellors on the floor during every shift at Crown
Casino. Whilst every other casino in the world has an
area where problem gamblers can go if they need help,
Crown has gone one step further.
Crown staff intervene in the gaming habits of its clients.
They identify and engage with people who seem to be
under stress or duress at the gaming tables and on the
machines. Counsellors engage them in conversation to
see if they are under control. If it is determined that they
would like to have a talk somewhere, then the
counsellors can take them to a separate area, away from
the gaming hall, and have a conversation with them.
Counsellors can put these people in touch with the
correct and appropriate authorities and services —
counsellors, financial advisers and the people who look
after respective addictions. There is now a very strong
network at Crown. If gamblers need help, then Crown
Casino staff are able to put them in touch with the
respective services, and they are achieving significant
outcomes. What is being done at Crown is being done
off its own back and without any prompting. Crown is
doing this simply because it believes that is its
responsibility, and I think the gaming industry can learn
a lot from Crown. The gaming industry needs to take a
leaf from what Crown is doing and continue to build on
it.
Problem gambling is an issue in society. Whenever you
go to gaming houses you can see people spending
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enormous sums of money. You have to make up your
own mind as to whether or not those individuals can
afford to lose their money. Certainly enormous amounts
of money are being spent at the gaming halls.
The gaming industry is strong. The Nationals also
understand that of the 27 500 machines across Victoria,
half are in social clubs while the other half are in hotels;
half are run by Tattersalls, the other half by Tabcorp.
There is an 80:20 split in machines between the city
and the country. We understand all of that, but what
needs to be identified is the fact that of all of the nearly
$140 million that is paid into the Community Support
Fund by communities right around Victoria, we are not
seeing anywhere near an appropriate portion of that
money being returned specifically to country Victoria.
Country Victorians in major centres like Geelong and
Bendigo but also in Shepparton and Wangaratta are
pouring enormous amounts of money into the
Community Support Fund. The question has to be
asked: why is that money not being returned to those
communities through the various Community Support
Fund programs that are available?
Whilst The Nationals support what is in the bill, the
government needs to be judged on what it is not doing
in relation to problem gambling. The government is not
returning funds to the respective communities that are
contributing to the Community Support Fund. We want
the government to get on its bike and start acting in the
way it said it would when it came to government some
six or seven years ago.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In so doing I thank honourable members for their
respective contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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ADJOURNMENT
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Glen Eira: swimming pool upgrades
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. I refer to an issue in East Bentleigh and
Caulfield, which are in my electorate. The Bentleigh
East and Caulfield swimming pools are both 40 years
old and are obviously tired. They have been integral
parts of our community for a significant time, but they
need to be upgraded, and the government needs to have
a much closer look at doing just that.
Some suggestions have been made about what to do
with these pools. I commend the City of Glen Eira, in
particular its mayor, Dave Feldman, for commissioning
a huge consultation process. They decided the best
thing to do was to ask members of the local community
what they think should happen to these facilities. They
embarked on a huge initiative which has turned out to
be the biggest public consultation process the council
has ever undertaken. The council is asking people what
they want. Numerous meetings are being held, notices
are being placed in local newspapers and the local area
has been letterboxed to ask members of the local
community how they would like to see these facilities
functioning in the 21st century.
The council has not said what it will do with the pools;
first and foremost it is simply asking people in the local
community for their opinions on the issue. Residents
will use the pools and facilities, and support council
actions, and the consultation process is actually
happening. The council is gathering the local
community’s opinions and ideas, and the fact that this is
happening shows an enormous amount of leadership.
The council has some concerns about the Better Pools
program and is interested to know whether that is the
only avenue for funding. They also want to know if
grants are limited to $2.5 million. The member for
Bentleigh in another place, Rob Hudson, has had a very
disappointing approach to this whole matter. He has
been in office for four years and has had plenty of
opportunity to have a local pool established, yet he has
failed to talk about it until now — during an election
year.
I ask the minister if he will fully fund the upgrade of the
East Bentleigh and Caulfield swimming pools with
funds from the 2006 Better Pools program.
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Mirboo North Golf Club: rent
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Environment in
another place, John Thwaites. The matter concerns the
land rental of the Mirboo North Golf Club, so the issue
will also be of interest to the Minister for Sport and
Recreation, who is at the table.
In 1970 the Mirboo North Golf Club leased 25 hectares
of Crown land to supplement land it already owned so
it could construct an 18-hole golf course, which the
club has done very successfully. In 1997 the club tried
to purchase the land, then valued at $70 000, but
because there was an unused government road and a
couple of issues associated with native vegetation the
club was prevented from purchasing it.
The club is very environmentally responsible. The
Minister for Sport and Recreation would remember that
in late 2005 he visited the club and launched a watering
system which uses wastewater from the local water
board. I am sure he would also verify the fact that a
great deal of native vegetation is being preserved
around the course — and I can assure members it is
easy to lose a golf ball on Mirboo North golf course!
The lease of the 25 hectares is causing the golf club
some problems. The leasing costs have increased
dramatically in recent years. In 1993 the club was
paying $3916 per annum. A recent rental review meant
that the 2006 rental is $11 000 per annum. I admit that
the Department of Sustainability and Environment has
allowed a three-year phased step-up to this amount, but
the club now has to plan for an annual rental in the
future of at least $11 000 per year. No doubt it will be
increased beyond that with the next rental review. The
golf club has only 220 members. It cannot afford
$11 000 per year in lease costs and may have to
relinquish its leased land and go back to a 9-hole golf
course. That would be particularly tragic and galling for
the members, because they have improved that land.
Their efforts to improve the land have led to an
increased valuation and therefore increased rent.
The club wants, and I seek from minister, either
assistance in purchasing the land outright or some
subsidy or rearrangement of the rental agreement. I
have written to the Minister for Environment twice on
this matter — on 12 December 2005 and again on
25 January of this year — but have had no response to
either of those letters nor even any acknowledgment
that I have written to the minister. I think that is pretty
appalling. Tonight I am raising this in the adjournment
debate as a matter of priority. I call for the urgent
intervention of the Minister for Environment to fix this
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important and pressing financial problem of the Mirboo
North Golf Club.

Domestic violence: prevention programs
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise a matter with the minister responsible for funding
domestic violence prevention programs. It might be
Ms Broad, but my problem is that responsibility for the
particular program concerned these programs is spread
across a number of ministers. The responsible minister
is probably the Minister for Community Services in
another place. My concern is with a funding round that
is designed to provide funding for family violence
programs. As I understand it, the closing date for that
round of funding was 24 March.
It has come to my attention that a very successful,
effective program run by the Mitcham community
house is in danger of losing its funding because of
criteria that the government has adopted. This is one of
the programs I spoke about when we discussed a
domestic violence bill on the last occasion that
Parliament sat. It simply does not seem to meet the
criteria that have been set by the government to deal
with domestic violence, yet the program has been very
successful. It has operated for about 14 years and has
delivered a very significant support program. It seems
that the government is intent on trying to develop
programs that have an integrated approach to domestic
violence issues and combine a range of separate
services in one, including support services, emergency
accommodation and so forth.
I can vouch for the Mitcham program, having had
extensive experience of it. I understand that it has
provided outstanding value for money for the
government in the past in the level of self-esteem it has
developed in the women who have gone through it and
the level of support they have received. I would hate to
think this program would not continue to be supported
by the government and would miss out on funding in
this round because of some strange approach to criteria
for grants.
I am most concerned about the way this funding is
described. As I understand it, the new funding
arrangement is target costed — in other words, $1404 is
allocated to each ‘target’. Given that we are talking
about domestic violence, I find the terminology adopted
by public servants in this matter to be almost obscene.
It is really ought to be addressed.
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Rosanna Road, Heidelberg: crash barrier
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I wish
to raise an issue with the Minister for Transport in the
other place, Peter Batchelor. I have been contacted by a
number of people concerning the construction of
bollards on Rosanna Road near the ABC child-care
centre. Local residents and parents of children at the
centre have grave concerns about the prospect of a
vehicle crashing through its front fence. The
correspondence that has come to me is supported by a
petition to the Banyule City Council signed by over
100 people requesting that the council install bollards.
The petition states:
Due to recent note of minor accidents in the area, it would be
advantageous to have bollards installed — as per the photo
above. This would create a safer entrance/exit area. The
proposed bollards will create a barrier between the traffic on
Rosanna Road and the child-care centre.

The road in question is a designated main road and
therefore is the responsibility of VicRoads. Julie Jenson
took this matter to VicRoads, but unfortunately the
response seems to be highly inadequate. It just says that
it is a low-ranking issue and therefore nothing will
happen. I suggest and request that the Minister for
Transport look again at this issue. I will quote from a
letter I have received from David and Lea Campbell
who, along with Ms Jensen and Frank Molinaro, have
contacted me specifically about this issue. They wrote:
I am writing to make you aware of a serious danger of cars
crashing into the local child-care centre …

The letter goes on to say that they are parents and have
signed the petition to urge VicRoads to protect the
child-care centre with a crash barrier to stop stray cars
running off Rosanna Road and into the playground.
They have urged me to raise this matter with the
Minister for Transport because they say a simple
installation can prevent a terrible tragedy. Their letter
says:
A single vehicle ran off the road when travelling north along
Rosanna Road (towards Greensborough) at around
5.00 p.m. —

on 23 February 2006 —
The four-wheel drive vehicle mounted the curb, missed traffic
lights and signal equipment, entered the front garden of the
house on the corner and had enough momentum to climb
halfway up a rock retaining wall before coming to a stop …
the vehicle in question was a Ford Territory, which weighs
over 2.2 tonnes.

The letter says that if the vehicle had been going in the
other direction, they would have been in real trouble. I
ask the Minister for Transport in the other place to have
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another look at this issue and to get these bollards
installed.
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Australia national competition to be held in Melbourne
from 5 to 7 May this year.

WorldSkills Australia: student travel

Willow trees: control

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I wish to
raise a matter with the Minister for Education and
Training in the other place regarding funding to enable
rural and regional students and apprentices to
participate in or attend the 2006 WorldSkills Australia
national competition.

Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I raise
an issue for the Minister for Environment in the other
place regarding the of removal of willows along rivers
in Victoria. As I have said before, it is not the principle
of removing the willows I am concerned about, it is the
rate of removal of large areas of them.

The WorldSkills Australia national competition is to be
held at the Melbourne Exhibition Centre from 5 to
7 May this year. WorldSkills Australia is a national
competition for students and apprentices in skill-based
careers. This year’s event will host more than
450 competitors, who will compete for national medals
in over 40 skill categories.

I now have new information, and I feel I must raise the
issue again in a slightly different context. The Weekly
Times ran an article, I think last week, by Steve Cooper,
headed ‘The good, bad and ugly’. It states:

WorldSkills Australia is a wonderful opportunity for
students, apprentices and trade-based youth to
showcase and build on their skills and to compete
against each other whilst adding to their knowledge
through networking opportunities. It also encourages
young people to achieve excellence in their chosen skill
or trade-based career.
Successful participants in the WorldSkills Australia
national competition will have the opportunity to
represent Australia overseas at the WorldSkills
international competition. During the WorldSkills
Australia national competition, Melbourne will also
host the WorldSkills general assembly and the
WorldSkills leaders forum, which will see more than
250 international delegates and training experts visiting
this year’s national competition.
For students and apprentices based in country Victoria,
this year’s WorldSkills competition provides an
opportunity to observe the best show of skills Australia
has to offer and also to benchmark their skills amongst
their peers. However, many students and apprentices
based in rural and regional Victoria will be unable to
participate in or attend the WorldSkills Australia
national competition due to the high cost of travel to
and from Melbourne and the need for accommodation.
Whilst I recognise that the state government is
contributing funding to the WorldSkills Australia
national competition, it should be ensuring that students
and apprentices based in rural and regional Victoria
have access to this important event.
I ask the minister to provide assistance to rural and
regional students, apprentices and trade-based youth, to
enable them to participate in or observe the WorldSkills

It never ceases to amaze me how one arm of government is
hell-bent on caring for our fisheries and the environment,
while other arms seem intent on destroying all the good work.
Worse still, recreational fishing licence money is funding
some of the desecration.

The article goes on to talk about the column he ran in
April about what is happening along the Mitta Mitta
River near Eskdale. It states:
Trees were being lopped and, in some stretches of river
banks, look like a tornado has gone through, leaving a line of
clean-cut stumps.

It goes on to say that the same thing is happening
around Eildon and the Delatite, Jamieson and Goulburn
rivers. He highlights the fish kills that have happened in
the Jamieson River. He quotes Mick Hall from the
Australian Trout Foundation (ATF) as saying that the
program affected not only trout but water rats, spiny
crayfish, birds and platypuses. He also points out that
more than $400 000 of the angling licence funds have
been used to subsidise the project.
The article states:
The state government spends millions of dollars promoting
trout fishing, and yet here we have catchment authorities
carrying out works that kill the fish.
…
We believe it is time someone from the government stepped
in and called a halt.

This is supported by a letter in yesterday’s Herald Sun
today from Mr Geoff Lacey of Tawonga, whom I
know. The letter states:
A conservation strategy to remove exotic trees along
Victorian rivers is actually ruining our waterways.

It talks about how the trees are removed — their roots
are poisoned. It says that young trees are supposed to
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replace them, but it does not happen and therefore the
banks are left bare. The letter goes on to say:
The upper Kiewa River was treated in this manner a few
years ago and we’re still suffering the consequences. This
summer the water was much warmer and flowed lower than
ever before and tourism … trout fishing was affected.
Also, before the trees were removed we didn’t have a
problem with mosquitoes, as bats that nestled in the trees
controlled them. That has all changed now the bats are gone.
One can only wonder how much water is being lost to
evaporation through these conservation operations.

Mick Hall from the ATF tells me that down on the
Barwon River there is a lot of ill-feeling because of the
willows being replaced. He also tells me that the
catchment authorities have been bringing large
machinery across paddocks without farmers’
permission. This is not good enough.
I pay tribute to the Liberal candidate for Seymour,
Mike Dalmau, who has been very involved in the issue
along the Goulburn River. Mike is very aware of the
anger this has caused among fishermen and
conservationists. It is a very important issue.
I ask the minister to ensure that catchment management
authorities obtain permission from farmers and slow
down the program, especially along key trout streams,
before the trout streams are ruined and the trout and
many native species are lost.

Duyfken: sponsorship
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for the Arts in the other place. The visit
to Victoria in June of the replica ship Duyfken is a great
coup, as it will commemorate the 400th anniversary of
contact between Australia and the Netherlands. The
voyage of the original Duyfken, captained by Willem
Janszoon, marks the first mapping of the Australian
coastline. The replica Duyfken will give Victorians a
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to experience a
16th century vessel and a re-enactment of the ship’s
adventure to Australian shores.
On its 12 000-kilometre voyage around Australia the
Duyfken will visit three ports in Victoria — Port Fairy,
Geelong and Melbourne. There is no doubt that this
voyage will capture the imagination of Victorians
interested in Australia’s culture and history, but in
particular it will capture the interest of
100 000 Victorians of Dutch descent.
The Bracks government needs to paly a part in the
sponsorship needed to ensure that this ship has a
smooth passage around Victoria. The Australian
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government is the major sponsor and has provided
$495 000 for the journey. The governments of Western
Australia, New South Wales and Tasmania have
respectively provided $100 000, $30 000 and $15 000.
Many other sponsors have also contributed.
The action and commitment I seek is for the Bracks
government to provide some sponsorship to enable the
three Victorian ports to commemorate this historic
voyage and stage the re-enactments. Most of the
festivities at the three ports in Victoria will be organised
by volunteers, who would be very grateful for any
support the Victorian government may give. Many
Victorians are looking forward to this visit with great
anticipation, as am I.

Mildura: horticultural sustainability
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
adjournment issue tonight is directed to the Premier.
The action I require from the Premier is to bring
together the relevant departments to address the issues
raised in a report entitled Economic Sustainability Study
of Mildura Horticultural Region. I congratulate the
Mildura Rural City Council (MRCC) and the
Wentworth shire for making this report possible in
responding to a real need to have someone coordinate
the tasks of, firstly, providing base data on the severe
downturn in the region’s horticultural industries, and
secondly, putting forward a plan to address the issues.
The end result of that process is a 7-point plan that
recommends a blueprint for immediate action driven by
a regional task force of industry leaders designed to get
our people through the immediate crisis and then to
provide medium and long-term security for their
industries. The seven points address leadership of the
crisis, property restructuring, future safeguards against
overproduction, how to develop and adopt technology,
opportunities for value adding, how to diversify, and
how to develop a coordinated regional supply chain and
improve trade and regulation. By its sheer nature, this
report takes a broad average look at horticulture, so
there will be a need to have some finetuning by the
various industries to achieve a more definitive picture
by industry.
It is estimated that there are 3000 growers in the region,
and I believe the view expressed in the report that
20 per cent or 600 are at high risk is most likely
conservative, particularly when the value of production
is estimated to be down by $117 million at least.
Individual industries, such as the wine grape industry,
will generate different results, and for some who have
no contract, income could be down by as much as
90 per cent. There is a raft of initiatives to be
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investigated and considered by the regional task force.
They include short-term financial assistance, with the
rural counselling service to be appropriately resourced
to work with horticultural industry groups to draw up
an assistance package specifically designed for
horticulture and based on the assistance given to the
sugar industry in its time of crisis.
The proposed initiatives will benefit all, including
smaller farms working together on how to develop
viable property options in a coordinated way and on
many other issues. There is a real and meaningful role
for all levels of government — commonwealth, state
and local. I call on the Premier to respond positively to
this initiative from the MRCC and the Wentworth shire
and appoint a senior person to draw the departments
together to ensure that the interface between the
commonwealth, state and local levels of government
are structured in a way that will ensure there is no
overlapping of responsibilities and that a coordinated
program is adhered to as we work our way through the
short, medium and long-term issues.

Responses
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — The Honourable Andrea Coote raised
the matter of the East Bentleigh and Caulfield pools and
a possible application by the City of Glen Eira to the
Better Pools program. I am always conscious of how
important pools are in local communities, and I
encourage Glen Eira to make an application to the
Better Pools program so that we can look at some way
of assisting in funding the pool program in that
community.
The Honourable Peter Hall raised a matter concerning
the Mirboo North Golf Club — and what a great club it
is! I met a number of representatives of the club some
time ago. They are wonderful people, and they have a
wonderful club. One of the great things about the club,
interestingly enough, is that in the lead-up to and some
years out from the Commonwealth Games, when I was
just discovering the background to the south-eastern
red-tailed black cockatoo, I found that it is the emblem
for the golf club. The club was very excited about the
prospect of the south-eastern red-tailed black cockatoo
being the mascot for the games.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — That is right. Maybe there
are some opportunities for some legacies to come out of
the games for the Mirboo North Golf Club.
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Hon. B. N. Atkinson — They want land; they don’t
want Karaks!
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Maybe you could use the
outfit as a hazard out there on one of the fairways.
I am happy to refer this to the Minister for Environment
in the other place to try to sort out some of the
complexities with the leasing arrangements.
The Honourable Bruce Atkinson raised a matter of
domestic violence services, particularly those
associated with the Mitcham community house. I am
happy to refer that to the Minister for Community
Services in the other place.
The Honourable Bill Forwood raised the matter of the
Rosanna ABC child-care centre and issues around
bollards and road safety. I am happy to refer that to the
Minister for Transport in the other place.
The Honourable Wendy Lovell raised the matter of the
WorldSkills Australia national competition. I will refer
that to the Minister for Education and Training in the
other place.
The Honourable Graeme Stoney raised the issue of the
removal of willows on river banks in Victoria. I am
happy to refer that to the Minister for Environment in
the other place.
The Honourable John Vogels raised the matter of the
replica ship Duyfken. I am sure the spelling will be
checked by Hansard. I am happy to refer that to the
Minister for the Arts in the other place.
The Honourable Barry Bishop raised the matter of
horticulture in general and wine grape growers and the
complexities associated with that industry. I am happy
to refer that to the Premier.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.56 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Ms CARBINES — I will withdraw this notice.
Further notices given.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation).

Commonwealth Games: achievements
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I rise to
congratulate especially the chairman of Melbourne
2006, Ron Walker, on the success of the
Commonwealth Games and on his efforts. I particularly
recognise the Lord Mayor of the City of Melbourne,
John So.
Honourable members interjecting.

PETITIONS
Schools: public education
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria requesting that any new
legislation dealing with the state public education
and training system — (1) be separate and distinct
from any legislation dealing with private schools; (2)
defines public education as free, secular and
universal; public in purpose, outcome, ownership
and accountability; and accessible to all children;
(3) gives primacy to public education in all areas;
and (4) includes proper, transparent, publicly
accessible accountability measures for expenditure
of all taxpayers’ money (426 signatures).
Laid on table.

Racial and religious tolerance: legislation
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001 be
repealed (19 signatures).
Laid on table.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Notices
Notices given.
Ms CARBINES having given notice:
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member already has a notice of intent to make a
statement on the notice paper. She will need to either
withdraw that notice or withdraw the current notice.

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I particularly
acknowledge the effort of the federal government in
ensuring the games were a success. I acknowledge the
government of Victoria for securing the games,
especially the Honourable Jeff Kennett, former
Premier, who was responsible for the success of the
Commonwealth Games 2006 simply because he made
the commitment that Victoria would leave no stone
unturned to secure the games. Then he engaged in
partnership with Ron Walker to advocate strongly for
the games being held in Melbourne. He ensured, in so
doing, that Victoria had a very well-based bid which
was eminently and effectively implemented by Ron
Walker within the parameters given to him by
successive governments.
The games have been well received by the Victorian
community, and all the volunteers who participated in
them should be congratulated.

Commonwealth Games: achievements
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am delighted to
congratulate the Premier, the Minister for
Commonwealth Games and the Minister for the Arts in
another place for their organisation of simply the best
Commonwealth Games ever held over the last two
weeks in Melbourne.
My family and I had the pleasure of attending the
opening ceremony, athletics at the Melbourne Cricket
Ground and the basketball in Geelong, and were so
impressed by the sporting and cultural displays on offer
to everyone. It was wonderful to see Melbourne come
alive and demonstrate to the world why it is ‘such a
vibrant and livable city. We really enjoyed joining tens
of thousands of Victorians and visitors cheering on
great sporting achievements, which were truly
inspirational. I acknowledge and thank the

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
972

COUNCIL

4500 athletes from across our commonwealth for
bringing such pleasure to us all.
Festival Melbourne 2006 was the icing on the cake —
so accessible, diverse and entertaining, and it ensured
that everyone could soak up the atmosphere and
immerse themselves in our arts at its best.
All involved in the organisation behind the events,
public transport and ensuring public safety deserve high
commendation indeed. But who will ever forget our
15 000 volunteers in their aqua and orange ensuring the
smooth running of all events in such a cheerful and
enthusiastic manner. They served all of us extremely
well and will leave a lasting impression of all that is
good about our community.
Victorians truly were united by the moment during the
Commonwealth Games. Their success will leave a
lasting legacy of sporting achievement, cultural
diversity, physical infrastructure and a high benchmark
for what we as a state can achieve.

Tourism Victoria: mountain cattlemen
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I
would like to quote from the Herald Sun of 22 March
2006 regarding the Eye segment headed ‘Go tell it on
the mountain’, which states:
More delights to behold at the media centre’s Tourism
Victoria booth, this time the giant pictures of the state’s most
beautiful vistas covering the walls.
Unfortunately, one particular image caught our attention —
the one of the high country, complete with the very same
mountain cattlemen the government kicked off the land last
year.
This charming trip down memory lane encourages visitors
with the slogan ‘Victoria’s high country is renowned for its
legendary mountains, cattlemen, wines and fresh alpine air’.
To paraphrase Meatloaf, three out of four ain’t bad.

The hypocrisy of this government knows no bounds.
The government has destroyed the cattlemen by taking
the high country from them. That land is synonymous
with the cattlemen and their legends, not to mention
their traditions and connection with the land. Now the
government is pretending the cattlemen are still there to
encourage tourism. It is no wonder the cattlemen are
angry and intend to keep protesting at their poor
treatment which is continuing to be handed out by the
government. I support the cattlemen.

Commonwealth Games: benefits
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I too would like to
congratulate the Minister for Commonwealth Games. I
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do not think I am the only one here today to applaud the
wonderful achievement that was the Commonwealth
Games. As was put by the head of the games,
Mr Fennell, it was simply the best!
Thanks to the great work of this government, Victorians
will have more than wonderful lasting memories of
sporting moments because the Commonwealth Games
has given a great boost to local sport. In my electorate
in particular you can see that these big sporting events
do indeed help local sporting bodies — for example,
Geelong’s arena. I was fortunate enough to attend the
Commonwealth Games basketball event held in my
electorate. I say ‘fortunate’, because if it were not for
this Labor government, this event would not have
occurred in Geelong, because it was this government
that saved the arena from being sold off. The
$1 million-plus funding from the Bracks Labor
government towards the arena has not only improved
this local facility but has also ensured that it stays in
public hands. For many years to come local Geelong
basketballers and netballers will be able to use a
first-class facility, and they can thank both the Bracks
Labor government and the Commonwealth Games.
Again, congratulations to one and all for a successful
Commonwealth Games, which was a great sporting
event in a great state with a great future.

Gunnamatta: sewage outfall
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I draw to the
attention of the house the environmental issues that
arise from the sewage outfall at Gunnamatta, and I
know Mr Bowden is aware of this issue. I have visited
the site a number of times, most recently in the last
couple of weeks. I know Mr Hilton is equally
concerned about this, but I urge him to put pressure on
the Minister for Environment in the other place to
resolve this issue. The government has been in power
for six and a half years now but has done nothing to
resolve the issue other than put any decision on hold for
another two years, which will take it out past the
coming state election. It is refusing to upgrade the
eastern treatment plant and continuing to pump millions
of litres of near raw sewage straight into the ocean.
I congratulate the Clean Ocean Foundation on the work
it has done in highlighting this issue. I particularly
congratulate it on its scientific approach to the
measurement of this problem. Its evidence, gained by
measuring clostridium concentrations at the ocean
outfall at Gunnamatta, shows that a particular diatom
was responsible for the recent plume and that the plume
was directly related to the outfall. Further, it was able to
trace closely the track of the sewage and its disgraceful
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impact on our environment. Premier Bracks should act
finally on this — —

up to Melbourne from the southern end of the Western
Port Highway using the Monash.

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

The intersection of Thompsons Road and the Western
Port Highway at Lyndhurst has to be seen to be
believed. The congestion there is dangerous and of
great concern, and an overpass is needed. Even
VicRoads understands consideration must be given to
building an overpass. A fatality is waiting to happen at
the traffic lights on Moreton Bay Drive at Lyndhurst.
The police at Frankston and Dandenong have told me
directly that those lights concern them and should be
removed. I want them removed, and I have asked
before for them to be removed. The congestion on the
Western Port Highway and the Monash Freeway is a
disgrace. We need more investment.

Moreland: 10th anniversary
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — On Monday
evening I was among a gathering of past and current
mayors, councillors, staff and residents of the City of
Moreland at the Coburg town hall to celebrate 10 years
of local democracy. It is 10 years since the first
democratically elected Moreland council took office,
following 2 years of administration by three
commissioners who had been appointed by and were
accountable to the Kennett government. While various
parties had been advocating council amalgamations
before 1994, the Kennett government’s sacking of
councils and its municipal restructure and
amalgamations were clearly driven by a desire to open
council services to the private sector and featured a total
disregard for local democracy and the will of
communities.
The first mayor of Moreland council, Mike Hill, made
these salient remarks at the 10-year celebration on
Monday:
I think of those ‘early’ Moreland days as the time when we
banned the term ‘customer’, subdued the dominance of the
market approach, replaced ‘competition’ with ‘collaboration’,
applied the blowtorch to ‘commercial in confidence’ and
‘compulsory competitive tendering’ and restored citizens,
citizenry, civic activity and gave new meaning to the term
‘good governance’.
In this sense the new Moreland council consciously set out to
make sure the amalgamations and the ‘reforms’ would work
to the benefit of the Moreland community.

Roads: South Eastern Province
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I would
like to resume a theme of the past and express my
concern about the lack of infrastructure investment by
the state government in the road system in the
south-eastern part of the city, particularly in South
Eastern Province, the electorate I serve.
The Monash Freeway is a disgrace. There has been no
real substantial investment in and I am not aware of any
plans to improve the capacity of the Monash. It is a
slow-moving car park in the morning and afternoon
peak times. Compounding that difficulty for thousands
of my constituents each day is the continuation of the
build-up of incursions onto the Western Port Highway.
This is a real concern as many of my constituents come

Commonwealth Games: achievements
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I also want to speak
today about the wonderful Commonwealth Games. I
did not have a ticket for the athletics, and the minister
had said, ‘Go on the first Sunday’. The accessibility of
these games was extraordinary. I bought a $30 ticket
online at 10 o’clock the night before, went along to the
first day of the athletics and found it one of the most
fantastic experiences I had ever had. Seeing Kerryn
McCann, a 38-year-old mother, come in and win that
marathon was absolutely magic. It reminded me of
1956, when Vladimir Kutz won the 10 000 metre race
and the whole stadium stood up and cheered his effort.
It was a fantastic Sunday. I enjoyed it thoroughly. and I
want to pay credit to the organising committee, to the
minister in particular for pulling together such an
amazing event and to the athletes who gave everything
they had to the games.
I saw the opening ceremony on television and I thought
having Michael Leunig’s duck in it was one of the very
nicest things that could have happened. I absolutely
love Michael Leunig’s duck and everything it
represents — seeing that duck was great!

Auditor-General: appointment
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
Victorians should be concerned by a press release
issued by the Premier on Thursday under cover of the
Commonwealth Games. It is entitled ‘Auditor-General
wins praise for seven-year term’. The press release
praises Wayne Cameron for his term as
Auditor-General and includes self-congratulation to the
government for enshrining the Auditor-General in the
constitution. It then notes:
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The new Auditor-General will be appointed on the
recommendation of PAEC, in agreement with the Premier
and Governor in Council.

It is clear from the statement that the government is
seeking to hijack the appointment of a new
Auditor-General for its own political purposes.
The Constitution Act could not be clearer. Section 94A
states:
(1) There is to be an Auditor-General for the State of
Victoria.
(2) The Auditor-General is to be appointed by the Governor
in Council on the recommendation of the Parliamentary
Committee.

That committee is the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee. In its report on independent officers of
Parliament the PAEC noted that appointments should
be made midway between elections and for eight-year
terms. The government’s discomfort with some of
Wayne Cameron’s findings drove its decision not to
reappoint him and now the government’s flawed
decision to enshrine the Auditor-General in the
constitution means that the PAEC must recommend a
new Auditor-General only two months before this
year’s election.
It is a corruption of the appointment process for the
Premier and government to try to insert themselves into
the selection procedure for a new Auditor-General,
which is appropriately and constitutionally the role of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.

Slovenian festival
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — On
Saturday, 4 March, I was pleased to represent the
Premier at the opening of the Slovenian festival in my
electorate. The theme of the festival was ‘Home is
where the heart is’ and certainly the festival showed the
big heart of the Slovenian community in Australia.
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organisers of the festival and welcome the efforts of the
Slovenian community in our dynamic cosmopolitan
society.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — I rise to
commend the federal government on the introduction of
its WorkChoices legislation, which signals the next
round of productivity growth for Australia — a
productivity growth which has enormous benefits to the
working people of Australia. They have never been
better off. In that context it is interesting to reflect on
the scare campaign the unions have been running.
There is interesting data in today’s newspapers. The
union movement has trumpeted with great pride that it
has had 70 000 new members join since it has been
running this scare campaign, but the Australian Bureau
of Statistics (ABS) data show that union membership
has fallen. Even though unions have 70 000 new
members:
… the proportion of employees who were trade union
members declined slightly from 22.7 per cent to 22.4 per cent
over the same period —

with the increases in the total work force subsuming
that amount. Remember that a 70 000 increase in a total
work force of 8.6 million is pretty puny.
The other interesting statistic that comes out of the ABS
data is that the increases in union membership have
been in the public service rather than in the private
sector. Private sector union membership has fallen from
17.4 per cent to 16.8 per cent. That clearly indicates that
employees are more worried about what Labor
governments will do to them under WorkChoices than
are — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! the member’s time has
expired.

Israel: election results
Visitors were treated to a wonderful two-day festival of
sporting events, cultural activities and magnificent food
including a cake competition. The joyful strains of the
Istrian Choir with music provided by the Red Blossom
Ensemble, the exhibition of the activities of various
Slovenian groups as well as a talent quest ensured that
all participants had a most delightful experience. The
Slovenian community showed great pride in its
culture’s rich traditions, and, in keeping with the theme
of the gathering, it extended an open invitation to
Victorians of all backgrounds to share in the Slovenian
experience. The vision and the energy of the Slovenian
community was a highlight for all. I commend the

Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I would like
to congratulate the Kadima Party on its apparent win in
the Israeli election. The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is
complex and longstanding and there will be no peace in
the Middle East until this conflict is resolved. It is also
my view that the worldwide war on terror will be
greatly assisted by a just settlement of the Palestinian
issue and the creation of a viable Palestinian state.
The policy of the Kadima Party and its likely coalition
partner, the Labor Party, is to withdraw from the
majority of the occupied territories and concentrate on
consolidating around the larger settlements. I do not

BIOFUEL: GOVERNMENT VEHICLES
Wednesday, 29 March 2006

COUNCIL

wish to discuss the appropriateness of establishing
settlements in the occupied land which was won by
Israel in the Six-Day War in the mid-1960s, especially
as United Nations Security Council resolution 242
requires Israel to withdraw from all land occupied in
that war. However, the Kadima policy is far less
extreme than the far right position of the Israel Beitenu
party, which proposes stripping Israel’s Arabs of their
sovereignty. It is worrying that that party is projected to
win 14 seats in the Knesset.

Loddon Murray Community Leadership
program
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I would like
to take this opportunity to congratulate and support the
Loddon Murray Community Leadership program
which starts this Friday night with a launch at the
St Arnaud sports club. Superintendent Peter Bull from
the Victoria Police Bendigo region will be the guest
speaker at that function and will take the group through
his approach to leadership. He has made enormous
strides in the community since taking over that position
only some few months ago. Participants in this year’s
Loddon Murray Community Leadership program will
come from areas around Swan Hill, Charlton, Moama,
Ultima, Romsey, Logan, Campbells Creek and the
Bendigo region. This year’s program is headed by the
executive officer, Kerry Anderson, who is doing a great
job, as is the chair of the committee, Ellen White.
Community leadership programs are extremely
important in the north-west part of the state. We have
many communities that thrive on the leadership
capabilities of community members. These programs
are something that all governments need to get behind,
to truly support the growing capabilities of the people
in the community to take on board and improve their
leadership. This leadership program certainly has the
runs on the board. I wish all participants the best and
hope that this year’s program is the best yet.

Rotary: overseas aid for children
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I
would like to like to thank those associated with
Reaching Overseas with Medical Aid for Children
(ROMAC), a program of the Rotary districts of
Australia and New Zealand which helps poor children
overseas. Last month the Vietnamese community
organised a dinner to raise money to help children in
Vietnam to come to Australia for medical treatment. It
was recognised that a lot of Rotary people at the dinner
came from different states to support the program.
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The chairman’s report states that it is hoped that the
program will fund 30 major surgical cases next year.
The processing of over 125 referrals is under way and
the people running the program need to raise about
$650 000 to do their work in Australia and New
Zealand. ROMAC has helped a lot of children in poor
countries around the world. With the Vietnamese
community — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

BIOFUEL: GOVERNMENT VEHICLES
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — This morning it
gives me great pleasure to move:
That this house acknowledges the environmental and health
benefits, and regional development opportunities of using
biofuels, and calls on the Victorian government to use
ethanol-blended fuel in its 8000-strong vehicle fleet.

There are many good reasons for and benefits to be
gained from using biofuels, including some
environmental benefits and some important public
health benefits. Significant regional development
opportunities can be opened up through the greater use
of biofuels, and their greater use provides us with an
opportunity to reduce Australia’s reliance on imported
fossil fuels. This morning I am going to expand on each
of those benefits. I will also spend some time talking
about the development of the biofuel industry in
Australia and give a little bit of the history of the use of
biofuels worldwide.
But more importantly what I wanted to achieve in
moving this resolution this morning was to get the
government of Victoria to commit to demonstrating a
real and practical commitment to the biofuel industry
here in Victoria by agreeing to run Victoria’s
8000-strong public vehicle fleet on ethanol-blended
fuels. I also encourage the government to consider ways
in which our public transport can switch to biofuel use.
There has been some interesting experience of that,
particularly in South Australia, and I will make mention
of it during my contribution this morning.
In opening this debate I want to make a couple of
general comments. First of all, I urge members to take
note of the form of this motion, which is different to the
form in which many of our Wednesday morning
general business motions are framed in that it does not
condemn or attack anybody or the government. I have
framed it purposely to try to generate a constructive
debate on this particularly important issue.
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I must say that I am encouraged by the initial response I
have had from a number of members from both sides of
the house. They are welcoming this debate in which we
will be able to talk constructively about a very
important topic, basically putting aside the politics of
the issue. I hope what evolves during the course of the
contributions from members today will be constructive.
I realise that at times we on the opposition benches
need to attack the government, but on this particular
occasion the motion on such an important topic has
been framed in a way that hopefully will be very
constructive.
Another general comment I want to make in setting the
scene for this debate is that this topic comes at a time
when the topic of global warming is of much public
interest. In terms of greenhouse gas emission the focus
has been and is predominantly on electricity production
using brown coal and the greater need to use renewable
energies. I would be the first to agree that renewable
energies need to be part of our total energy use mix, and
this motion is extremely consistent with that view.
However, what has surprised me is that in the greater
debate about climate change the definition of ‘energy’
seems not to include transport, yet transport involves
the burning of fossil fuels, particularly oil but also gas.
Like other forms of transport, public transport also
involves the burning of fossil fuels in the form of oil
and gas, and in Victoria the components of public
transport are reliant on electricity generated
predominantly by the burning of coal.
My point of view and the view of The Nationals is that
the whole issue of transport could and should be part of
the climate change debate. It is in Europe and it needs
to be in Australia. Last year I had the opportunity to
attend an international energy conference which was
held in Denmark and at which European countries were
strongly represented. A good part of the agenda of that
conference focused on transport, because it saw
transport as an equal component in terms of the total
energy-use debate that is happening in Europe. As I
said, I think that debate should be happening in
Australia.
The motion before the chamber should be supportable
by all parties, and I sincerely hope that the government
is prepared to support it. I am encouraged by the
government’s attitude towards bioenergy use in a joint
press release issued on 12 December last year by the
Minister for Environment and the Minister for State and
Regional Development in the other place under the
heading ‘Victoria encourages bioenergy’. If the
government’s views are consistent with those expressed
by those ministers last year, then I think the government
will support this resolution.
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A government press release of 12 December 2005 says:
Speaking at the bioenergy conference in Melbourne today,
Victorian environment minister John Thwaites said that
10 per cent ethanol could be blended easily into petrol
without any significant impact on vehicle performance.
‘Brazil, which is the largest producer and consumer of
ethanol, has had 26 per cent ethanol in its petrol for many
years.
…
Mr Thwaites said that the benefits of blending ethanol with
petrol were too great for the change not to be made, and that
the federal government should consider all avenues available
for accelerating the shift.

Indeed so it should — and I add, so should this state
government. It is the intent of this motion this morning
to encourage the state government to in a practical and
demonstrative way support the biofuel industry in
Victoria. Mr Thwaites also mentioned in his press
release that about 16 per cent of Victoria’s greenhouse
gas emissions come from transport. That is what I was
saying about the general climate change debate: we
cannot ignore the impact of transport use on our
environment.
The Minister for State and Regional Development in
the other place, John Brumby, said the Bracks
government had recently provided $100 000 for the
development of a biofuel road map and action plan
through its provincial statement Moving Forward. So it
has, and The Nationals welcome that commitment of
$100 000 to build that road map, but that in itself is not
going to go very far. In terms of the investment and
support this industry requires, that $100 000 to
determine what the government calls a biofuel road
map and action plan is important, but it is a very small
start. By this motion we are giving the government an
opportunity to demonstrate its commitment to biofuels
in a more tangible way by encouraging it to actually
start using biofuels in the government’s car vehicle
fleet. They were very good, positive comments the
government issued just last December, and if the
government is consistent with those views, then I
would welcome its support for this motion here this
morning.
I want to talk about some of the benefits of the use of
biofuels. To begin with I will talk about the
environmental and health benefits. To set the scene I
will refer the house to an article in the Age of 22 March
in the Eco section. It is about car emissions, different
alternative fuels and the impact of those fuels from an
environmental point of view. I quote:
It takes 20 modern cars to pump out the same amount of
smog-forming emissions as a single car of 25 years ago,
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according to the Federated Chamber of Automotive
Industries. Modern cars go further on a litre of fuel, too, and
have far more recyclable parts. And they’re a lot safer.

and also the residues from sugar cane operations — can
be used to produce ethanol.

For all of this, the CSIRO says they’re still Australia’s single
greatest source of atmospheric pollutants …

As it says in the article, transport is Australia’s biggest
single contributor to pollution. If we use an E10 ethanol
blend, my research has told me that the reductions in
carbon monoxide emissions would be 25 per cent. So,
for a 10 per cent ethanol-blended fuel you will reduce
the level of carbon monoxide emissions by a quarter.
That is quite significant. We all know that carbon
monoxide is a very poisonous gas that can cause death
if consumed in great quantities. Therefore a reduction
by a quarter in carbon monoxide on our streets and
roads would have significant health benefits.

It is true and I think we would all acknowledge that cars
today are far more efficient and cleaner than vehicles of
years past. The big initiative of moving from leaded to
unleaded fuels had a significant positive environmental
impact, but we can go further. The CSIRO said motor
vehicles themselves were still Australia’s greatest
source of atmospheric pollution. That emphasises the
point I made before, that transport needs to be included
in the broad debate we are having on climate change.
This article also mentions the types of fuels we use in
cars now, such as diesel and electricity, and some
hybrid vehicles. The government has some hybrid
vehicles that use a blend of both of petrol and electricity
generated through a battery. I have sat in one of those
vehicles and had a look at it. They are very innovative
and of the future. The article talks about hydrogen and
innovations with hydrogen as a fuel. There are real
prospects for positive environmental benefits from
using hydrogen. That is in its formative stages.
At the conference I mentioned before, which I attended
last year, I heard about Iceland, which is using
hydrogen fuel around the country for its public bus
fleet — with some very positive outcomes. That is the
way to the future, but we still have a fair bit of
developmental work to be done because of the cost
factor involved. Biofuels are here now and are
commonly used in overseas countries like Brazil,
America and some others. We are still at the fledgling
stages here in Australia, and no doubt this industry is
going to need support from both federal and state
governments.
This article says that ethanol:
can be used as an additive in gas and petrol, lowering
emissions and reducing costs. But turning farmland over to its
production could affect the cost of food.

It could affect the cost of food, but we in The Nationals
are strong supporters of primary production. There are
certainly some synergies there, and Australia has the
capability to produce primary products for not only
food use but also fuel use, particularly as a lot of biofuel
products — ethanol itself and some of the biodiesel —
are produced from waste products and are secondary
processors of the food industry. Food is the primary
product coming from agriculture but there is also the
waste from that product — the stubble from the grain

South Australia’s Royal Automobile Association has
suggested that carbon monoxide reductions can be as
high as 32 per cent by the use of E10 blends of petrol. It
also suggests that the hydrocarbons emitted from the
exhausts of motor vehicles would be reduced by 12 per
cent using E10 blends of fuel.
It is interesting, too, that as part of my research, I came
across some work done by The Nationals in New South
Wales, who actually introduced a private members bill
in respect of this. I read the comments made by Andrew
Stoner, the Leader of The Nationals in New South
Wales, when he presented that bill to the Parliament of
New South Wales. When talking about the use of
E10 blends he said in his second-reading speech:
Such health benefits include the reduction of harmful vehicle
gas emissions, known as polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons,
by 30 per cent. So a 10 per cent blend of ethanol in fuel will
reduce these cancer-causing particulates from the tailpipes,
and so on, of vehicles by 30 per cent.

He also quotes comments made by Sydney University’s
Professor Ray Kearney, an expert in infectious diseases
and immunology. The second-reading speech states:
… E10 — that is, a 10 per ethanol-blended fuel — has a
cleaner burn than conventional fuels as it adds oxygen to
combustion, reducing the emission of fine particulates by up
to 50 per cent.

As evidenced by some of those comments, researchers
in the industry are suggesting that we can get anywhere
between a 30 and 50 per cent reduction in some of the
harmful carcinogenic emissions by using E10 blended
fuel. There are some very positive health benefits from
using E10 fuel.
The Australian Medical Association (AMA) also shares
the view about the health benefits of using
ethanol-blended fuels. I refer to a media release from
the AMA, dated 27 July 2005, in which the president of
the AMA, Dr Mukesh Haikerwal, is quoted as having
said:
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‘We are equally passionate about the impact of vehicle
emissions on human health and we would encourage
governments to pursue responsible measures to reduce
emissions.
‘The AMA considers the use of biofuels such as ethanol in
petrol as a positive move.
‘In our opinion, there is incontrovertible evidence that the
addition of ethanol and biodiesel to diesel will reduce the
deaths and ill health associated with the emissions produced
by burning those fuels’ …

This is the view of the Australian Medical Association.
It supports my contention that there are significant
health benefits to be gained by using ethanol-blended
fuels.
As I said, there have also been some significant
environmental benefits. Last year the federal
government commissioned the Biofuels Taskforce to
report on matters concerning ethanol-blended fuels and
greenhouse gas emissions. That report states:
For E10, these reductions have typically been assessed in the
2 to 5 per cent range on a life cycle ‘well to wheel’ basis. The
life cycle reductions for biodiesel are much more substantial
on a per-litre basis ranging from 23 to 90 per cent compared
with straight diesel, depending critically on feedstock’.

That statement refers to the reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions. There is undeniable and strong evidence that
there are environmental benefits — less greenhouse gas
emissions — by using biofuels in the form of biodiesel
or ethanol-blended fuels. The Minister for Environment
in the other place is reported as saying in his press
release of 12 December 2005 that there were
undeniable greenhouse gas benefits by using
ethanol-blended fuel. The Age article which I have also
referred to mentions environmental benefits.
I have had discussions with other organisations about
this. The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria has a view
on ethanol-blended fuels. I spoke to Environment
Victoria about ethanol-blended fuels and sought its
views. At the very least the worst-case scenario is that
the use of ethanol-blended fuels is at least greenhouse
neutral. This means the use of them is not adding to the
greenhouse problem we have to consider as part of the
greater climate change debate. At the very least these
fuels are greenhouse neutral. As I have said, others
would claim there are some positive benefits in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
I want to talk about some regional and economic
benefits of using biofuels. It is interesting to learn that
Australia uses something like 20 billion litres of petrol
and 15 billion litres of diesel annually. In broad figures,
35 billion litres of fuel are used in Australia in any one
year. Biofuels currently only account for 0.3 per cent of
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that fuel use. Ethanol, which this resolution specifically
refers to, is currently produced from cereal grains and
molasses. Some of the different plants throughout
Australia where ethanol is produced are Manildra Mills
in Nowra in New South Wales, CSR Pty Ltd at Serena
and Rocky Point Sugar Mill and Distillery at
Woongoolba in Queensland. There now are a number
of additional plants on the drawing cards in both New
South Wales and Victoria. My colleague Mr Bishop
and I will mention one of them which is in his
electorate and which has just received approval to
proceed. This is a significant development.
It is interesting to look at the national trade deficit on
petroleum product imports. In 2001 our trade deficit on
petroleum products was $448 million. In 2005 our trade
deficit on petroleum product imports alone was
$6.3 billion. That deficit now represent 25 per cent of
Australia’s total trade deficit. This is a significant
economic issue for us to consider as a nation.
My point in quoting those figures is to stress that every
litre of replacement fuel we can generate in this country
is going to help address the significant trade deficit we
have in petroleum products. I would be the first to
admit that the cost of production is high. As with other
renewable energy, producing it is often a lot costlier
than using fossil fuels. However, from my research I
understand that Brazil has got it down to something like
US$25 a barrel, which compares favourably given
current world oil prices. The materials that are used to
produce ethanol are all renewable. Predominantly we
use grains like wheat, sorghum, corn, sugar and barley.
Even plantation timber can be used to produce ethanol.
But even better, we can use the residue of those crops,
because stubble, starch and even forest waste can be
used to produce ethanol.
Australia’s total annual ethanol production is at present
around 155 million litres per annum. Most members
who have done work on this debate would know that
the federal government has set a target of producing
350 million litres by 2010, and the Prime Minister’s
Biofuels Taskforce suggested that that target will be
reached sooner than that — probably in 2008 or 2009.
There is a great opportunity here for Australia’s
producers to grow the necessary feedstock and create
an additional market for their products. That would
certainly be welcomed by the agricultural industry in
Australia. There is also an opportunity for ethanol
production plants to be established in regional Victoria.
Those opportunities should not be ignored. Already
significant regional development opportunities have
been created by ethanol plants in regional areas of
Queensland and New South Wales.
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I want to talk very quickly — my colleague Mr Bishop
will probably elaborate on it — about the proposed
ethanol plant near Swan Hill in northern Victoria by a
Perth-based company called Australian Ethanol Ltd.
Recently the company finalised a financing deal for that
facility to proceed. In the Herald Sun on Friday,
17 March, of this year, the chairman and chief
executive of the company, Peter Anderton, mentioned
that this was going to be Australia’s first totally
grain-fed ethanol plant. He said the company plans to
convert up to 300 000 tonnes of Victorian grain, mostly
high-starch barley, into a fuel for blending with petrol.
He also said it intends to look at using corn, wheat and
sorghum as feedstock. He made the interesting
comment that it will be liaising with rice growers in
New South Wales and suggesting to them that they
could be growing corn instead of rice and using about
half the water they use for rice — and corn would be an
excellent feedstock for producing ethanol.
The plant will be built in stages, but in total it is
somewhere around a $50 million to $60 million project
that is being planned for an area in the Mallee. Initially
it will employ up to 130 people in full-time work in the
construction phase, and once the plant is completed
there will be at least 38 full-time direct employment
opportunities created. As those of us who represent
parts of rural Victoria would know, the multiplier
effects of a new industry are very significant, so to have
a $50 million to $60 million investment in the Swan
Hill region will provide a great impetus for other
businesses to capitalise on and an incentive for others to
show confidence in expanding their own businesses.
I understand that this would be Victoria’s first ethanol
producing facility — certainly its first major one. We
welcome that investment by Australian Ethanol. We
wish the company well. We hope the Victorian
government gets behind it and supports it in any way it
can in getting this plant up and running. That is an
excellent opportunity already, and I think there are
other similar opportunities that could be gained by
looking at the greater use of biofuels.
I move on to talk about the industry background.
Ethanol is a well-established industry already. I made
mention before that in the United States of America and
South American countries, particularly in Brazil, the
industry is well established and the use of ethanol is
very common. I quote from an article on page 23 of the
Weekly Times of 9 November of last year:
Brazil decided to develop an alternative fuels program after
the 1973 oil crisis.
It now produces 15.2 billion litres of ethanol from sugar.
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Brazil’s commitment has paid off, with oil imports reduced
by about 70 per cent from 1979 to 1992.
It has a mandated minimum level of 23 per cent ethanol in
petrol blends.
Brazil now has 4.3 million vehicles using hydrated ethanol
fuel (95.5 per cent ethanol by volume) and another 17 million
cars using ethanol blends.

I think this is significant:
Australia’s Holden exports cars to Brazil capable of using
hydrated ethanol.

Those products contain 95.5 per cent ethanol.
I have talked to some of the people who have
researched this industry pretty well. One of those I give
credit to is Jerome Carslake from the Victorian Farmers
Federation. I have had some chats with him. He has
done extensive research into the use of ethanol and its
potential use in Australia. His work is commendable.
He informs me that in America it is common to use
90 per cent ethanol blends. This article says that in
Brazil they use 95.5 per cent ethanol blends. You need
a certain component of petroleum to get ignition when
the fuel is combusted, so although you cannot use
100 per cent pure ethanol in vehicles you can use pretty
close to it. In my discussions with him, Jerome
Carslake suggested to me that Australian-made cars
could equally well use ethanol blend fuels up to a level
of 90 per cent. You would probably need a
$200 microchip to automatically tune the engine to the
90 per cent ethanol blend, but there really is no problem
with modern cars using E10 blends, and I will talk
about that in a minute.
The article in the Weekly Times also mentions that
mandated ethanol blends are beginning to emerge in
some states in the United States of America. Hawaii
and Minnesota have already introduced minimum
levels, while some cities with severe pollution problems
have set limits as well. I know from talking to other
members in the chamber this morning that that is so,
because they are aware that some USA cities have
mandated that certain levels of ethanol be used in fuels
to address pollution problems in those cities. The use of
ethanol is well-established in America and South
America.
In Australia there is a pretty sound basis for the start of
a viable industry. In Queensland the industry is already
very strong, and E10 blends are widely available,
particularly through BP Australia. BP has also
distributed the fuel fairly significantly in the Australian
Capital Territory. New South Wales has a viable
ethanol-blended-fuel industry, but it is not as strong as
in Queensland. In Victoria we can buy ethanol-blended
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fuels at a number of service stations, but there are some
distribution issues which need to be addressed, and I
will talk about those again in a minute.
Members will be well aware that about four or five
years ago there was a great debate about
ethanol-blended fuel. That debate concerned the
negative impact that ethanol-blended fuels may have on
particular car engines. All of that has largely been
dispelled now. You can go to the Federated Chamber of
Automotive Industries web site and find a list of all the
vehicles that are suitable to run on E10 blended fuel.
That is supported by the manufacturers, who have
given endorsement for those vehicles to be included.
Predominantly all vehicles manufactured after 1986 are
suitable for ethanol-blended fuels. The exception is
those that have mechanically fuel-injected engines, and
there are not too many of those. Virtually all vehicles
manufactured from the mid-1990s onwards and most
manufactured post-1986 are suitable for running on
ethanol-blended fuels. I am assured that through its
leasing arrangements, the longest a government fleet
vehicle is held is three years, so I think E10 blended
fuel could be eminently suitable for use in every vehicle
produced in the last three years. Anyone using ethanol
in a car would be well advised to look at the web site of
the Federal Chamber of Automotive Industries.
I want to talk about the availability of E10 blended fuel,
because it is not always readily available throughout
Victoria. I mentioned before that BP make an E10
blended fuel which they distribute extensively in
Queensland and Canberra, but to my knowledge is not
widely available in other states. Members of Parliament
are provided with Shell cards as part of the
arrangements for using the cars given to us, and I have
noticed as I have pulled into Shell service stations
throughout Victoria that Shell has a product called Shell
Optimax Extreme which contains a blend of ethanol. I
am not aware of the chemical make-up of that product,
but we do not purchase it with our Shell cards because
that fuel is 20 cents a litre dearer than normal unleaded
fuel. I am not suggesting we should use it, but I simply
remind the house that Shell distributes an unleaded fuel
called Optimax Extreme.
The largest distributor of ethanol based fuel in Victoria
is United Petroleum. It has a number of outlets in
metropolitan Melbourne and in some of the regional
centres of Victoria; they sell an E10 blended fuel.
United Petroleum is based in South Australia and has
an even bigger network in that state of an E10 blended
fuel.
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I want to mention the cost factor involved in these
ethanol-blended products, because I think it is
important for Parliament to know that today you can
buy an E10 blended fuel for 4 cents a litre less than
normal unleaded petrol at United Petroleum depots
throughout Victoria; in other states it is sold at the
standard rate. Ethanol-blended fuel is not only better for
the environment and for public health but it is also
cheaper. Anyone who can get a reduction of 4 cents a
litre on their petrol purchases would be keen to do so.
Earlier I said that this motion has generated comments
by other members of the chamber. I talked to
Ms Hadden about it yesterday, but unfortunately she
will not be present this morning. She mentioned that in
her private motor vehicle she uses an E10 blended fuel
purchased from a United Petroleum outlet in
Ballarat — and she swears by that fuel. She says that
not only is it cheaper but she believes her car runs
extremely well on it; she has no hesitation in continuing
to use ethanol-blended fuel.
As I said earlier, United Petroleum already distributes
throughout Victoria. I looked through the list of United
Petroleum depots in my country electorate, and I think
there were one or two at best, so obviously we need to
improve the distribution of this fuel. The industry needs
a kick-start, which is where the government can help —
by encouraging the expansion of a distribution system
and by providing a government vehicle fleet customer
base for ethanol-blended fuels. I acknowledge that
distribution factors may have some bearing on the
government’s decisions, but I encourage it to move
towards that. You can use shandy mixes; you do not
always have to use E10 blended fuels in your vehicle,
but its use in government vehicles would be a great
incentive for the industry to improve its distribution
systems.
I want to mention some history of other governments
around Australia and what they are doing with
ethanol-blended fuels. I mentioned before that the
federal government’s Prime Minister’s Biofuels
Taskforce was established on 30 May last year. It came
up with conclusions that there were significantly greater
air quality and health benefits from ethanol fuel use
than previously thought. It’s report mentioned some of
the inhibiting factors in developing a biofuel industry.
I also mention and make very clear that I am not going
to hide from the debate this morning the fact that the
excise applied by the federal government to biofuels is
significantly less than the excise applied to other fossil
fuels. The excise applied to biofuels is only 50 per cent
of that applied to fossil fuels, and the lifting of the
excise to the same level as for fossil fuels would
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probably make biofuels much dearer than some of the
fossil fuels. That being said, we would all appreciate
that if there are significant environmental and health
benefits to be gained, as a nation we should be prepared
to support that fledgling industry.
I also mentioned before that in volume, Brazil has been
able to get the cost down significantly so that it is more
than comparable to the cost of fossil fuels; if we used
this fuel in quantity, we could also reduce the cost. The
federal government has gone a long way in promoting
the industry. It has a 50 per cent excise concession on
biofuels and a $37.6 million capital fund to support new
biofuel capacity; it provides some $41.2 million in
production grants to ethanol fuel producers. That is a
significant contribution by the federal government
towards getting the industry off the ground.
The Victorian Labor government should be encouraged
to use ethanol fuels, because the Queensland Labor
government requires government departments and
agencies, where possible, to use E10 blended fuel
across its entire government fleet. The same occurs in
New South Wales, which has a government vehicle
fleet of some 24 500 vehicles. After some pressure
from the Leader of The Nationals in New South Wales,
Andrew Stoner, through his introduction last June of a
private member’s bill, the New South Wales Premier,
Morris Iemma, announced in a media release last
November that all government vehicles in NSW would
be required to use biofuels when they were available.
The New South Wales government is prepared to
support the sort of initiative that I am suggesting today,
as is the Queensland government, which already
requires the use of biofuels in its government fleet.
I want to mention the use of ethanol in public transport.
The South Australian government announced in
February 2005 that all metro trains and diesel buses
would operate using 5 per cent biodiesel, with the
figure to be progressively increased to 20 per cent by
March 2005. That means 535 diesel buses and all 95 of
South Australia’s rail cars will be converted to use
biodiesel. They are positive initiatives by the
governments of South Australia, Queensland and New
South Wales; now I use my motion to call on the
Victorian government to do likewise.
I want to wind up my contribution so that some of my
colleagues can join in the debate. I welcome to date the
Victorian government’s positive comments to date
about ethanol-blended fuels, and earlier I referred to the
ministerial press release of December last year. I
desperately want the government to take the next step
and to show the way in committing to a biofuel
industry, which it can do in a very tangible way by
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requiring the government vehicle fleet to convert its
vehicles so that an ethanol-blended fuel can be used.
That is the easy way to do it.
I admit that some distribution problems will need to be
addressed, but I am sure it can be done. The
government has set a precedent in trying to support
renewable energies. The Victorian government already
has a requirement that 10 per cent of the electricity used
by government departments be purchased as green
energy and has also shown the way by facilitating the
installation of 1000 megawatts of wind power by 2006.
I know that will not be achieved, following the
minister’s answer yesterday, but that is the
government’s history and record in trying to support
renewable energies. Here is another way of showing
that support, which it can do very easily by simply
requiring the government vehicle fleet to use
ethanol-blended fuels.
The biofuel industry in Australia has the real potential
to deliver not only environmental and health benefits
for all Victorians but also to produce significant
regional and economic development benefits. But to
boost consumer confidence it needs to have political
support, and that is what we are calling for today. It has
that political support from The Nationals, and I am sure
it will get it from the Liberal Party as well. I call on the
Victorian Labor government to support this motion to
support a biofuel industry in Victoria because of the
significant environmental, health and regional
economic development benefits that it would brings.
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — At the outset I advise the
house that the government will not be opposing the
motion. I wish to clarify a couple of points about the
motion. My first point is the moving of the motion in
the first place. It seems that the Honourable Peter Hall
has turned green all of a sudden. One has to wonder
about this because there is nothing like the smell of an
election in the morning, and that last spot in the Eastern
Victoria Region will probably be fought out between
The Nationals and the Greens. It is interesting that
suddenly we have a green agenda from The Nationals
today, but it is an inconsistent green agenda. On the one
hand we have Mr Hall advocating for biofuels today,
but on the other hand we have heard him admonishing
the government over wind power.
It would be good if The Nationals got on board the
green agenda and in particular the issue of greenhouse
gas reductions. It would be great if The Nationals in
Victoria, in getting on board those things, got in touch
with their colleagues in Canberra and told them to sign
up to Kyoto, to get real and serious about carbon
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trading and about the mandatory renewable energy
target (MRET).
We will not oppose the motion. I accept the principle of
what Mr Hall said and acknowledge the research he has
done, but if this is a new-found interest in greenhouse
gas issues from The Nationals, which as I has said is
inconsistent, then I would like to see The Nationals be
serious about it across the board and to get on board the
issue of reduction in greenhouse gases.
In relation to the specifics of the motion, it is important
to put on the record that the use of ethanol-blended
fuels in the government vehicle fleet is not prevented at
the moment. There are perhaps two or three issues that
make it difficult, some of which have been touched on
by Mr Hall. The first, of course, is the distribution of
ethanol-blended fuels; so therefore it is availability. My
notes say that there are only six service stations in
Victoria that provide it, but I suspect my notes may be a
little out of date. Mr Hall has identified a few, and I
suspect there may be more than that now, but certainly
there is a distribution problem in relation to
ethanol-blended fuel.
The second issue is that the government is happy to
support the use of ethanol-blended fuel for appropriate
vehicles in the vehicle fleet.
The third issue that we should not dismiss out of hand
is that generally ethanol-blended fuel is 20 to 30 cents a
litre more expensive than unleaded fuel. My
understanding is that there could be a cost to
government in relation to this.
Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Mr VINEY — I will take Mr Hall’s advice that it is
cheaper. Three issues need to be taken into account in
the implementation of that as a policy. The first is
availability; the second is that it be used in appropriate
vehicles; and the third is the cost to government and to
taxpayers essentially.
Greenhouse gas emissions are a serious issue that all
governments need to be tackling. We know that since
1998 we have had five of the hottest planetary years in
the recorded history of the Earth, and that 2005 is, as I
understand it, likely to be the hottest on record. There is
no doubt there is a climate impact as a result of
greenhouse gas emissions. It is essential that all
governments and all communities do everything they
can to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and their
impact on climate change. That includes not only the
initiatives that the government has taken in relation to
biofuels but also renewable energy, such as wind
power. As I said, it would be nice if The Nationals were
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more consistent on that matter and supported the
government’s initiatives in some of those areas, and
then perhaps the battle between Mr Hall and the Greens
in eastern Victoria might be a little more honourable.
Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Hall says that he wants to
contrast himself with the Greens, but he is certainly
running hard on a Greens ticket right at the moment.
Maybe there are some negotiations between The
Nationals and the Greens.
Hon. P. R. Hall — The practical Greens!
Mr VINEY — They are practical Greens. As I said
earlier, there is nothing like the smell of an election to
focus people’s minds on the big policy issues. This
government has been engaged significantly in a range
of areas to reduce greenhouse gases, and it would be
great if members of The Nationals were prepared to get
behind this in telling their colleagues in Canberra to
sign up to Kyoto and a few of the other initiatives that I
mentioned earlier.
I will not take up much of the time of the house because
I want to allow other members to contribute to this
debate as they see fit. We put on the record that, while
we will not oppose the motion, there are a couple of
practical issues, such as the government vehicle fleet
use of ethanol-blended fuel, distribution, cost to
taxpayers and the appropriateness of it in particular
vehicles. With those few remarks I will conclude my
comments and allow other members to contribute to
this debate. I indicate again that the government will
not be opposing the motion.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise to
fully support the motion moved by the Honourable
Peter Hall. I think it is a very practical motion, and it
certainly puts forward very good ideas for how we
could promote the use of ethanol and biodiesel fuels,
particularly in the development of regional areas. I fully
support the motion. It is a fitting motion, and the timing
is about right, because Australian Ethanol Ltd (AEL)
has just made an announcement that it will proceed
with a $60 million ethanol plant at Woorineen, which is
quite close to Swan Hill. That plant will be built in
three stages, and the company is looking towards
having it producing in 2007. This is a huge investment
for the region around Swan Hill.
I congratulate AEL, particularly its chairman and chief
executive officer, Peter Anderton. He had some
frustrating times, but he stuck to the task. The member
for Swan Hill in the other place, Peter Walsh, the
federal member for Mallee, John Forrest, and I have

BIOFUEL: GOVERNMENT VEHICLES
Wednesday, 29 March 2006

COUNCIL

met with Peter a number of times and have given him
full support in that project. He has been absolutely
committed to it, and I really do congratulate him and
his company. We give them our full support and urge
the state government to also support them. That
development highlights the fact that it is good we are
having this debate today. Let us get the issues out there;
let us remove some of the mystique there seems to be
with debates about ethanol and biodiesel. The Swan
Hill project is a good example. The availability of
alternative fuels will not only benefit the environment
but will also extend the sustainability of our fuel
reserves. I am sure it will also apply some competitive
pressure and lower fuel prices.
There are a couple of other important points I want to
bring up today. The project will create employment
opportunities across regional and country Victoria.
There will be at least 130 jobs in the construction phase
of the new plant, and from the discussions we have had
with Peter and the notes I have seen, about
40 technicians will operate the plant when it is up and
running. I have noticed the good work done by the
Swan Hill Rural City Council’s economic development
officer, Garry Tepper. He has also done a lot of work
on this issue and deserves congratulations. Garry has
been saying — and I am sure he is right — that in fact
50 jobs in other associated industries, such as the
transport and service industries, will flow from this
project.
The project will have a target of producing around
100 million litres of ethanol. To do that, as Peter Hall
has said, about 300 000 tonnes of corn, barley, wheat
and sorghum, and perhaps some other products as well,
will be needed. It is interesting to note the joint effort
that has gone on in the area to get AEL interested and
then get it over the line. Other organisations have also
done work. It has been reported that Swan Hill
Chemicals, a leading supplier of farm inputs and
agronomic advice, got together contracts to supply
around 30 per cent of the required tonnage of grain.
Everyone is involved in this particular project. When
we talk about inputs to ethanol, we know AEL will
have to be competitive, but it will provide another
option for producers in the area.
More benefits than that will flow from the process.
Once the ethanol has been extracted from the grains
there will be a by-product that is sought after by the
stockfeed industry. A number of wins will result from
the project, which will be great across a number of
areas but particularly in regional development. I do not
know how many wins that is in relation to that project,
but it is a fair few. It is interesting to note that AEL is
also committed to other alternative fuels, such as
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biodiesel. Recently it acquired a Nebraska-based
company that intends to convert 190 million litres of
soya oil into biodiesel. That is good news too. You
might say, ‘That is over in the States’, but that research
will come back into Australia, and it is technology we
really need and will be able to fully utilise when it gets
up and running. I hope that is soon.
In my research I came across a paper written by Steven
Hobbs, a farmer from Kaniva. The paper flowed out of
an invitation from the Australian Society of Agronomy
to deliver a paper at a conference. It is a great paper. It
is a good read. I will be happy to supply a copy for
those who are interested in perusing it, and I urge them
to look at it. I will not have the time to do it justice, but
I will have a go. One of the comments Steven made
was an absolute beauty. He said:
At an outward glance, farming and fuel production seem to be
totally opposed to each other, but I believe the two are more
closely associated than what people realise. It was less than
100 years ago that a significant portion of crop was grown
every year by farmers to run their ‘organic tractors’ … the
team of horses! The concept of growing fuel is not new, it is
just what we are feeding!

I think that is an excellent comment. The paper goes on
in that vein, as it makes the following points. It says
that fuel from vegetable oil has a number of advantages
over fossil fuels. It is renewable, and it has positive
environmental effects. The technology to extract and
process biodiesel exists around the world, and it will get
better. There is no need to move away from existing
internal combustion engine technology and
infrastructure, and no changes are really needed in our
infrastructure to store fuel. We have talked about
changes needing to be made to widen distribution, but
all the facilities are there. The paper also indicates that
the rapid developments in the production of oil-seed
crops, perhaps including genetic enhancement, will see
greater advances that may not be achievable with
conventional techniques.
Steven made a couple of other points in the paper,
which I will briefly mention in the limited time I have
available. In what I think is a great humanitarian
statement, he said:
With a vegetable oil based energy economy, all of a sudden,
the whole energy market is decentralised. Every nation either
has the capacity to grow vegetable oil, fats and tallows or
access them. The few multinationals who have control over
exploration, extraction, refining and distribution of the
world’s energy lose their power. All of a sudden, it is possible
even for the world’s poorest countries to be able to grow and
produce their own energy demands and reduce their
ever-growing national debt. Wealth has a more equitable
distribution, and with that comes new opportunities.
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I think that is a tremendous comment. It is something
this government should take on board as it works
towards improving and assisting the ethanol and
biodiesel plants that I am sure we will see spring up
more and more around Australia.
Steven made the point, which I will go to quickly, that
while everyone supports the introduction of
low-sulphur diesel fuel to help our environment, it
presents some motor lubricating challenges. However,
the addition of biodiesel reduces wear, even if the
amount added is as low as 2 per cent, so biodiesel can
be used in any ratio at all.
In his paper Steven also provided some very practical
statistics on how his farm ute and header perform much
better with the addition of biodiesel. It is a great paper,
and I urge everyone to avail themselves of it. It is
written in a very practical but pointed way in
supporting the production of biodiesel and explaining
how much better it can make our environment and how
much more effective and efficient it would make our
farming.
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but particularly about our health and the health of the
environment.
Notwithstanding that there is merit in the motion before
the house — and certainly by no means will the Liberal
Party oppose it — there are some concerns that need to
be raised on assumptions made about jumping into a
policy regime without fully testing what the
consequence may be. I should say that the Liberal Party
simply believes in choice. I am delighted to see the lead
speaker for the government return to the chamber after
he kept what was, I am sure, an important appointment.
Mr Viney — I did not hear your opening remarks. I
apologise.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The Liberal Party firmly
believes in choice for consumers; a move to the use of
biofuels must maintain a policy stance that affords
consumers the greatest choice, and that can only be
achieved by having them informed and educated. That
means the adoption of proper product description and
labelling.

I wish I had the time to further relate to his paper. There
is a heap of reasons we should all support ethanol and
biodiesel fuels. I am sure that together we can create
those links in the chain in the future — in fact, all those
links are already there. It is great that the house is
having this debate today, and I urge the government to
take as much action as it can to support the thrust of the
motion. I urge every member of this house to fully
support the motion moved by the Leader of The
Nationals, the Honourable Peter Hall.

We need to acknowledge that the moves to a biofuel
future will involve clearly providing, as is already the
case in respect of ethanol, a significant price advantage
because of excise exemptions; that in itself will be or
indeed is problematic. Where you have an exemption
for a component of a blended fuel, inevitably there will
be the temptation for unscrupulous people to rort the
benefit that is ascribed to that exemption — that is,
through the notion of mixing a higher proportion of
ethanol in with fuel than would otherwise be the case.

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — It is a
pleasure to be in this place debating a motion during the
period allowed for opposition business that apparently
does not involve a controversial issue. It is interesting to
note that the lead speaker for the government clearly
made the point that the government sees no difficulty
with the proposition before the house in the form of the
motion moved by the Honourable Peter Hall:

The big challenge of course for developing an
alternative fuel industry will be its availability.
Members who predominantly spend the majority of
their travelling time on country roads know that just
accessing fuel in the more remote parts of the state is
problematic in itself. Certainly people like me, who
have previously chosen to operate their private vehicles
on autogas — that is, liquid petroleum gas for
LPG-powered vehicles — know there are real
limitations even in accessing LPG in country regions.
Therefore the proposition before the house needs to be
understood as a proposal in principle rather than
something that can be readily put into immediate effect.

That this house acknowledges the environmental and health
benefits, and regional development opportunities of using
biofuels, and calls on the Victorian government to use
ethanol-blended fuel in its 8000 strong vehicle fleet.

I have to say it took some of us by surprise that the
government’s lead speaker, because he was only able to
make a contribution of less than 10 minutes, had not
much more to say than what would be regarded
generally as a very abridged contribution to a very
serious debate. This is a serious debate about the future
of our regional economies and of industry development

I would not want to see our many public servants in this
state arrive at a country location to find that they could
not return home without the aid of a tow truck to drag
their vehicle — which was empty of fuel because of
where they were located — if the development of the
biofuel industry and ethanol followed the same pattern

BIOFUEL: GOVERNMENT VEHICLES
Wednesday, 29 March 2006

COUNCIL

985

as has occurred in Australia and in particular in Victoria
with respect to accessing autogas.

I extract that simply for the purpose of saying that that
sums up what this debate is really all about.

If we understand or accept that it is important to
maintain choice, then we also need to understand what
the consequences of moving to biofuels may be.
Biofuel is not new. I was interested in undertaking my
own research to note that biodiesel was first developed
from vegetable oil as early as 1853. Rudolf Diesel’s
prime model, a single 10-foot or 3-metre iron cylinder
with a flywheel at its base, ran on its own power for the
first time in Germany on 10 August 1893. Rudolf
Diesel, in a speech in 1912, said:

As I said, a good deal has been written in very recent
times. Importantly, that debate has generated a policy
aspiration of the federal government to find
mechanisms to develop this important area of emerging
technology, so in August 2005 the report to the Prime
Minister of the Biofuels Taskforce was released. I note
that in part it states, in relation to environmental and
health costs and benefits, that:

… the use of vegetable oils for engine fuels may seem
insignificant today, but such oils may become in the course of
time as important as petroleum and the coal-tar products of
the present time.

One hundred years on and we have not made huge
progress — perhaps more progress than had been made
by 1912 — but certainly a great deal more thinking has
been occurring at government level, amongst
researchers and vehicle manufacturers than in 1912, but
the availability of these fuels is still very limited.
I was interested to note that in the 1920s diesel engine
manufacturers altered their engines to utilise the lower
viscosity of fossil fuel rather than use vegetable oil.
Unfortunately that brought a bit of a halt to the
developing biodiesel fuel industry at that time. The
industry was very much revived in the 1980s and
Europe has certainly taken to the development of
biodiesel in a number of countries, including the Czech
Republic, France, Germany and Sweden.
I want to move on very quickly. A number of my
colleagues want to make a contribution, and I will
ensure that I do not take more time than I need. I make
the point that in very recent years there has been a great
deal of debate about fuel ethanol. One of the key
concerns has been about stakeholders in the motor
vehicle industry having stated that with the use of
blends with above 10 per cent of ethanol warranties on
motor vehicles and pump dispensing equipment could
be at risk. A useful reference is the commonwealth
parliamentary library information and research service
briefing paper no. 12 of 2002–03, which provides a
good deal of background. I quote a section from that
paper:
Whilst the recent controversy has been dominated by the use
of high-ethanol-content fuel, the main arguments that have
long been advanced in favour of fuel ethanol include
environmental benefits, the development of regional
industries, and supplementation of the national fuel supply.

The task force considers that a properly designed Australian
in-service vehicle emission (tailpipe and evaporative) study,
combined with an air quality monitoring program and
including health risk assessment, would be required to assess
the air quality impacts of biofuels more effectively.
Results from recent UK and US studies indicate that the
assumption of negligible impact of E10 on particulate matter
(PM) tailpipe emissions in the 2003 350 ml target report
needs to be revisited. An indicative value of 40 per cent
reduction in PM tailpipe emissions over petrol has been
adopted for life-cycle and health calculations in this report.
However, the task force does not assert that 40 per cent is a
scientifically accepted value.

The task force report repeatedly leads to questions
about the acceptance of statements made by advocates
for this industry. What I am saying in effect is that it is
clear that we have a long way to go in the public debate
because, as the task force says in its report:
… extensive experimental work should be carried out to
evaluate the impact of E10 and E5 on PM emissions from
petrol vehicles under Australian conditions.

That goes back to a substantive issue that has been
raised in the debate so far — that is, warranty. I
understand that in the United States of America (USA)
there is a general acceptance of biofuels because of the
longer history of ethanol and biofuel use, that a
significant number of vehicles sold are designed to use
biofuels — more than 5 million vehicles designed
specifically to utilise biofuel have been sold — and that
quite a number of states mandate some usage of biofuel
in the fuel mix.
Among the interesting things I found out about the
USA in my research is that in California there is a high
utilisation of electric power for motor vehicles, and that
more than 400 outlets specifically service
electric-powered vehicles. In Texas — which members
know is a state with a large oil industry, and liquefied
petroleum gas (LPG) is produced as part of the fuel
stream of oil and gas production process — there are of
the order of 670 LPG outlets, whereas there are very
few outlets in other states.
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Those facts reinforce my earlier point that the success
of an emerging fuel sector will depend on the
distribution system. A simple mandating, for example,
of the use in the state government fleet of a fuel mix
which may not be readily available will be problematic.
So the policy settings that government adopts will need
to be much broader than, as is inferred in the motion
before the house, simply trying to be prescriptive about
a sector. It will need to encourage the uptake of
alternative fuels on a commercial scale, underpinning,
if you like, the development of an industry. It is very
difficult to say to operators of vehicles, ‘You must use a
particular fuel’, if that fuel is not readily available. It is
a horse-and-cart type of debate because if there is a
demand for a fuel then obviously fuel outlets will
readily pick up that opportunity.
Conscious as I am of the time, given that there is quite a
number of other speakers, I want to say that this debate
should not focus on simply the industry development
opportunity, and nor should it focus narrowly on
presuming, if you like, that there is an automatic
environmental benefit from translating to the use of
biofuel. Some of the questions about the total fuel cycle
and how much benefit there actually is remain
unanswered, given the investment required to produce
and process the crop needed to create the biofuel.
Members need to understand that this will be a
successful industry only if it becomes price competitive
and if consumers, given the choice, elect — as they do,
in many cases — to use alternative fuels. In the
Victorian experience LPG is the best guide to the
development of an industry. I consider it fair to say that
the growth in the use of autogas has been exceedingly
slow mostly because of the difference in attitude to the
choice of fuel in Australia compared with that in the
United States. As consumers we have been much more
conservative about seeking those alternatives. The
United States has encouraged and has a culture of using
a range of different fuels, such as liquefied petroleum
gas, or LPG, and biofuel, including 85 per cent ethanol
fuel. Given that we do not have that experience here, it
is a long path.
I congratulate the Leader of The Nationals on the
motion but suggest that in reality this is very much the
starting point of the debate that I am sure we will revisit
on a number of occasions.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I
would like to join the debate about the use of ethanol in
government vehicles, which is an important issue
because of its environmental and health benefit. There
are also opportunities for regional development. The
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Nationals have raised their concerns and the
government would like to respond to those concerns.
On 12 December last year the Minister for
Environment and the Minister for State and Regional
Development in the other place issued a press release
under the heading ‘Victoria encourages bioenergy’. The
issue of blending 10 per cent ethanol with petrol was
the topic of a speech delivered at a bioenergy
conference in Melbourne on that day. Mr Thwaites said
that ethanol could be blended easily into petrol without
any significant impact on vehicle performance. This is
done in other countries — for example, Brazil is the
largest producer and consumer of ethanol and has had
26 per cent ethanol in its petrol for many years. That is
an example of how another country has done it, and the
Bracks government wants to encourage that to happen
in Australia. Mr Thwaites also said that the federal
government should consider all avenues available for
accelerating the shift. Around 16 per cent of Victorian
greenhouse gas emissions come from transport, so the
use of ethanol would reduce our greenhouse gas
emissions.
The federal government should get involved with state
governments and take a national approach to the issue.
That has not been done so far. So far no commitment
has been made by the federal government and by state
governments to tackle the issue.
At the conference the Minister for State and Regional
Development in the other place, John Brumby, outlined
how the Bracks government has provided $100 000 to
the development of a biofuel road map and action plan
through its Moving Forward strategy for provincial
Victoria. Mr Thwaites said the use of biofuels would
have a great impact on regional Victoria. He said:
Biofuels are a renewable source of energy, including alcohols,
ethers, esters and other chemicals made from biomass such as
animal and vegetable material, and a large portion of
municipal solid and industrial waste.

We are already using recycled materials, especially
industrial waste, and the Bracks government has asked
the federal government to get involved — for example,
consumers have become more aware of issues
surrounding ethanol labelling and the introduction of
strong penalties for those who break the law. Petrol
stations caught selling fuel without displaying labels
revealing ethanol levels will face hefty fines of up to
$60 000 and individuals face fines of up to $24 000
under the Fair Trading Act. The government will
continue conducting random spot checks and respond
to complaints to ensure compliance.
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The Bracks government is committed to encouraging
the greater use of ethanol-blended fuel in Victoria.
Biofuel is especially beneficial to the environment as
well as the economy. The biofuel industry can provide
jobs in provincial Victoria.
We need to educate the community about the use of
ethanol. I do not think that many people in the
community are aware of the use of ethanol. They need
to learn about its benefits, especially its long-term
environmental benefits. We should care for the
environment into the future.
To assist the commonwealth to meet its biofuels
production target of 350 megalitres by 2010 the Prime
Minister announced in late 2005 a number of measures
to promote the use of biofuels and to restore consumer
confidence in the industry. Consumers need to better
understand and feel more confident about the uses of
biofuels. As Australia, unlike Europe, does not have a
history of modifying vehicles for use with ethanol, it is
likely that the proposed changes will create uncertainty
and disadvantage Victorian motorists.
In May 2003 Victoria became the first state to introduce
mandatory ethanol labelling. It was done to assist
motorists to make informed decisions about the
suitability of the fuel they buy. The labelling scheme
was developed following evidence that ethanol affects
performance and damages engine components in
certain vehicles and equipment, therefore exposing
motorists to costs, especially where warranties are
voided.
The commonwealth introduced a national ethanol
labelling scheme in March 2004. The commonwealth
scheme is very similar to the Victorian scheme, with
both requiring the display of a label on a pump if petrol
contains up to 10 per cent ethanol and the listing of
those vehicles and equipment in which the use of
ethanol-blended petrol is not suitable. These are things
that members of the wider community need to be aware
of.
The state government is committed to tackling the issue
and has raised many concerns, especially about the
environment and the economy of Victoria. It sees the
biofuel industry as a way of providing more jobs in
provincial Victoria. Victoria was the first state in
Australia to implement mandatory ethanol labelling for
petrol. I support the motion.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — Firstly,
The Nationals should be commended for bringing this
important matter to the attention of the Parliament.
They have every right to be part of the community that
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is concerned to develop a variety of safe, available and
cost-effective fuels. We are fortunate in this great state
and our wonderful country to have an economy which
is clearly in the First World, and we depend on efficient
communications and efficient transportation for the
maintenance and the progress of our economy.
Anything of a wide, distributed nature, such as the fuels
we use and the vehicles that we commonly have access
to, is extremely important. Therefore the matter before
us today is worthy of balanced consideration and
balanced thought.
For a long time in Australia, and in Victoria as part of
that national program, we have been able to enjoy an
automotive industry and a transport system based on
the domestic manufacture of vehicles which are suitable
for our geography and our usage patterns. We have also
had the benefit of being able to purchase and use
imported vehicles which offer variety and the chance to
apply specific vehicles to specific tasks. Therefore the
selection of fuels is extremely important to the total
consideration of what vehicles are used for what
purpose, where and when.
Ethanol is not new. My first exposure to the possibility
of using ethanol came in an unusual way. In 1970 I was
sitting on an aeroplane flying from Sydney to Fiji on
my way to the United States of America on a business
trip. The gentleman seated next to me said in
conversation that he was associated with a company
that was doing work for the advancement of ethanol. I
asked him what ethanol was, and he explained it to me.
It sounded pretty good. I thought it would be a great
idea if fuel that was derived using biotechnology and
was made from vegetable oils and cereals could be used
farming community. I was able to listen to him for a
long time and enjoy the discussion.
A lot of time has gone by since 1970. There has been an
enormous increase in the use of liquefied petroleum gas
(LPG) and liquefied natural gas (LNG) in our vehicle
fleet as well as much greater use of diesel engines in
Australia for commercial, industrial and ordinary
domestic transportation. We have seen significant
changes in fuel patterns in the last two decades — in
particular, the introduction of unleaded fuels. In
Australia today we use principally unleaded fuels and
some advanced fuels that are a little different in their
octane rating and composition. We use a significant
amount of dieseline and we have LPG. There has been
a change over time. Two decades ago that was certainly
not the case to the extent it is today.
Looking at biofuels, I think there are opportunities for
the constructive consideration of the importance of
these fuels. They offer the potential for regional parts of
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Australia to enjoy improved employment opportunities
and have an economic use for the land and crops that
can be processed into ethanol. That is good. There is
nothing wrong with that. It is exciting in a way because
anything we can do to strengthen regional Australia and
regional Victoria through the potential to produce this
material is a good thing.
Some considerations should lead us to temper our rush
towards this change. In Australia we have seen that a
lot of the newer technologies for engines, be they diesel
or petrol engines, are coming from Europe, the United
States and Japan. Progressively over the next few years
there will be an introduction of ceramic components in
the high pressure, high temperature parts of engines. I
am not qualified to comment on that, but the little
information I have seen so far indicates that this is a
good and exciting prospect because engines will be
cleaner, smaller and lighter, and their efficiency rating
is expected to rise. The ceramic content of future
engines offers prospects of advancement in many ways.
There has been some debate about the level of ethanol
that is desirable for use at present in engines in
Australia and Victoria. From the available
documentation it seems that 10 per cent is the cap at the
moment and that there may be some doubts as to
reliability if it were increased beyond 10 per cent. I am
not qualified to say whether that is correct. I just pass
that on for the consideration of honourable members
and refer them to documentation that is in the public
domain.
The current generation of engines seems to be able to
handle 10 per cent or less of ethanol, and such blends
would seem to be a good thing. The use of ethanol does
require extra thought. It is accepted that the Victorian
government vehicle fleet is at around the 8000 unit
level, which is a significant number of vehicles. I do not
know what the total Australian national fleet is, but it
would be several million vehicles. Being a member of
Parliament with a large rural electorate, I know that the
availability of fuel for the long distances required to
travel is a factor I have to consider, particularly when I
am out very late at night and a long way from the
metropolitan area. The availability of reliable,
high-quality fuel is another consideration in respect of
both safety and reliability. On both technical
engineering and supply availability criteria I urge
caution in racing out to embrace a high level of ethanol
in fuel, but in principle the use of ethanol seems to be a
good thing. It is just that we want to be sure it is
available in the right mix for the types of vehicles used
and that its availability is widespread.
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Vehicle warranties are another factor to consider. We
do not want to see manufacturers turning to consumers
and saying, ‘Look, you have used ethanol in this
engine. We really do not support that. You don’t have a
warranty’. We would like to see clearly documented
warranty provisions. The production and distribution
costs and the storage and blending situations also need
to be fully covered.
We support and encourage the growing of cereal crops
and other rural activities that support ethanol
production. It is a proposition that would be good for
regional Victoria, good for Victoria in general and good
for the national economy.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I
congratulate the Leader of The Nationals, the
Honourable Peter Hall, for bringing this motion to
Parliament. It is an outstanding piece of commonsense,
and he needs to be congratulated on that. We also thank
the opposition and the government for their support,
because they clearly believe this has a great deal of
commonsense to it. The lead has already been taken by
other states, and it is time this state got on board in the
ethanol debate. The last time that we were debating
ethanol in this chamber, there was a great deal of
uncertainty about where we stood as consumers and a
lot of damage was done to consumer confidence in
relation to ethanol blends. There were reports coming
from northern Victoria that certain wholesalers were
mixing up to 23 per cent of ethanol into their fuel
blends. Certainly that created a great deal of uncertainty
in the marketplace because of the potential damage that
could be caused to cars.
Given the great deal of negative press at that time and
the loss in confidence of motorists, I think it is even
more important now for the government to not only
support this motion but also put some actions in place
to lead from the front regarding the 8000 vehicles that
make up its fleet. Only by taking this motion on board,
by putting in place the respective protocols and by
translating the motion into actions will we see the
number of distribution outlets — there are already more
than 50 around the state — double, triple and
quadruple. Distributors will jump through all sorts of
hoops to try to get their piece of the government pie.
That initiative needs to be taken.
I am a member of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee, which continually hears expert
witnesses give evidence as to the damage that is caused
by exhaust emissions — the damage to the atmosphere
caused by the greenhouse gas emissions that occur on a
daily basis. One only has to go to China to realise the
damage that has been caused there by the burning of
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fossil fuels. If there is an opportunity to have a positive
impact on those emissions, then surely the government
can take action, especially when such action will lead to
a more economically sustainable option. We are going
to have the opportunity here to create a whole new
industry — a fledgling industry — that will create a
whole range of jobs and give the regions a
much-needed boost.
I take exception to the tone used by Mr Viney in his
contribution this morning. Whilst Mr Viney is happy to
do research when he wants to oppose a motion moved
by The Nationals or the Liberals in this chamber, today
he was clearly ambivalent about the whole issue. He
was totally underprepared. In fact he was armed with
some of the most ridiculous statistics and facts he has
ever mumbled in this chamber. He said this motion was
some whimsical last-minute thought. He suggested that
all of a sudden The Nationals were trying to stake some
green claim. The Nationals have driven this debate in
this country and state for as long as I have been in
Parliament, which has only been three and a
half years — —
Hon. P. R. Hall — Longer!
Hon. D. K. DRUM — As Mr Hall says, it has
obviously been for longer than that. Senator Boswell,
the Leader of The Nationals in the Senate, has been a
leader in the national government and has pushed for
the introduction and the growing of the ethanol industry
more than any other politician. In this state, Peter
Walsh, the member for Swan Hill in the other place,
has been doing more work than any other Victorian
politician when trying to encourage ethanol distillers
and plants into his region of this state. Behind the
scenes he has been working tirelessly without fanfare
and media. Time and again he has met with people who
can possibly deliver the ethanol industry to his region,
in the knowledge that this is a win-win issue for
consumers, growers and environmental concerns.
It is interesting to note, as Mr Hall pointed out in his
contribution, that the New South Wales government
has already taken the lead by instructing its fleet to use
ethanol blends whenever possible. This move has been
put in place in the last six months. The Queensland
government has gone another step and has instituted
this move over a period of years, instructing its fleet to
use ethanol blends. The South Australian government
has taken a strong lead and used more biofuels than any
other government, because it has implemented biofuels
into its public transport system. It needs to be
congratulated.
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The environment will be a winner from the use of these
fuels. As I have said, we have the opportunity to
encourage a fledging industry. We have the opportunity
to create a range of jobs in regional Victoria. We have
the opportunity to support farmers, as farmers are
supporting this issue. A very prestigious conference
which is about to be held in Brisbane is supported by
Agforce Queensland, the Australian Cane Farmers
Association, the Victorian Farmers Federation,
GrainCorp and Commerce Queensland. All of these
groups are getting together early in May to support a
conference on ethanol, because they understand this is
going to create a whole range of positive outcomes not
only for Queensland but also for the rest of Australia.
Other countries have jumped to the lead in relation to
ethanol use, and of all of the Australian states, Victoria
seems to be lagging and is the worst performer.
Members of the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee continually hear that we need to do a lot of
work to reduce the emissions that emanate from
exhausts on a daily basis, whether from trucks or cars.
We have taken enormous steps to try and get people to
walk or ride their bikes to work. The committee is
going through a whole range of processes designed to
try to educate and regulate Victorians to make it more
difficult for them to get into their cars so that we can cut
down on the greenhouse gas emissions from vehicle
exhausts. This use of biofuels is not a complete
solution, but it is a positive move. It is a step in the right
direction. It is based on commonsense and needs to be
supported by all members of the chamber — —
Hon. P. R. Hall — And enthusiastically supported.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — And enthusiastically
supported. Members should not say, ‘We are not going
to oppose this thing’, because if the government simply
does not oppose this motion, its members will let the
debate run its course and will act unenthusiastically,
and the government will do nothing about it. This issue
has to be picked up by the government. The
government needs a couple of champions on its side of
the chamber who are going to pick the issue up, run
with it and not let it go until the government passes the
directive that all of the 8000-strong fleet of government
cars in this state are using ethanol blends whenever
possible. Only then will we see the return in the
Victorian community of the confidence that has been
damaged. It will return when the general motoring
public in Victoria see that all government vehicles are
using these blends. Only then will we see this industry
kick off in this state and the provision of jobs, the
economic growth, the savings from cheaper blends and
a better outcome for the environment that will come
with it.
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I hope the government picks up its enthusiasm on this
issue. I hope it really starts to attack the problem and
make it the win-win situation that it obviously is. I
again congratulate Mr Hall, who is leading the charge
in this chamber to try and get this issue at the top of the
government’s agenda so that the government will do
something for the environment, the economy and
regional Victoria.
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I too would
like to acknowledge and congratulate Mr Hall for the
very wise and prudent motion he has moved today. It is
also a pleasure to see The Nationals advocating
something like the use of ethanol, which is good for
both the environment and the economy. It is something
that the Bracks government should be considering for
the future.
The point that has been made about the 8000-strong
Victorian vehicle fleet not using ethanol-blended fuel is
a good one, especially in the context of its use in New
South Wales, Queensland and South Australia. Those
states are taking concrete steps down that path. This
issue is an issue on which we need to take some strong
steps as a state and as a government. That having been
said, this government has been talking about ethanol
since 2003. I have press releases from 2003 onwards
which deal with ethanol regulation. I will not deal with
all of the press releases, but they were certainly about
leading the charge on ethanol.
As Mr Hall pointed out, one of the reasons the
Victorian fleet has not been able to use ethanol blends
is because of distribution issues.
I have figures which contradict the figures Mr Hall has
put up; nevertheless, using both sets of figures, the
distribution outlets would not be sufficient. However,
as Mr Drum has pointed out, 8000 vehicles coming on
board would encourage other outlets to pick it up as
well, so that is a point well worth making — and was a
good point made by Mr Drum.
I will give members a bit of history on the subject.
Labelling has become very important to this issue, and
the commonwealth government’s proposal to amend
the national labelling requirements for petrol containing
ethanol is, we believe, likely to reduce transparency,
certainly for motorists. To assist the commonwealth
meet its biofuel production target of 350 megalitres by
2010, the Prime Minister announced in late 2005 a
number of measures to promote the use of biofuels and
to restore consumer confidence in the industry.
Amongst these measures was a proposal to simplify the
current national label for petrol with a maximum of
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10 per cent ethanol and to allow petrol with up to 5 per
cent ethanol to be sold without a label.
Victoria was the first state to introduce mandatory
ethanol labelling back in May 2003 to assist motorists
to make informed decisions about the suitability of the
fuel they purchased. The labelling scheme was
developed following evidence that ethanol affects
performance and damages engine components in
certain vehicles and equipment, and therefore exposes
motorists to costs, especially where warranties are
voided.
The commonwealth followed Victoria’s example and
introduced a national ethanol labelling scheme in
March 2004. The commonwealth scheme is very
similar to the Victorian scheme, with both requiring the
display of a label on a pump if petrol contains up to
10 per cent ethanol and the listing of these vehicles and
equipment in which the use of ethanol-blended petrol is
not suitable.
Even if there is compelling evidence that ethanol at
these concentrations does not cause damage to motor
vehicles and other equipment, motorists have the right
to be informed that ethanol is contained in the petrol
they are purchasing. Therefore the steps taken by both
the federal government and the state government with
respect to labelling have been very positive. On that
note, I end my contribution.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — Usually
when we rise to speak on a motion we congratulate its
mover, so I congratulate The Nationals for bringing this
issue before the house.
In researching this topic, like the Leader of The
Nationals I too discovered that not only had this issue
been the subject of a private members bill in the New
South Wales Parliament last year but also a bit earlier
than that, on 2 March last year, Andrew Stoner, the
member for Oxley in the New South Wales Parliament,
introduced it as a matter of public importance. In other
words, early last year the New South Wales Parliament
had a number of debates similar to what this Parliament
is having today.
This matter comes before the Parliament for debate
because worldwide there is an acknowledgment that
governments need to be looking at renewable energy
sources. We acknowledge not only that fossil fuels are
finite resources but that fossil fuels and their burning is
contributing to global warming, and therefore it is
important that we look at alternative fuel sources,
particularly those that will have improved
environmental and health benefits.
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Biofuels, which are produced from renewable organic
sources, have the potential to achieve those objectives.
Two biofuels that have been identified as commercially
viable in Australia are ethanol and biodiesel. The
Australian government has published a fact sheet on
these two products; it tells us that ethanol can be
produced industrially or from the fermentation of
biomass feedstock and that biodiesel fuel can be made
from new or used vegetable oils and animal fats. It tells
us that the potential environmental benefits of ethanol
are that under certain circumstances ethanol can
achieve environmental benefits, that the use of E10 or a
10 per cent blend of ethanol with petrol in place of neat
or unblended petrol reduces the emission of certain
pollutants from the exhaust.
It also tells us that ethanol as a transport fuel may
realise a greenhouse benefit when it is produced from a
waste product like low-grade molasses or wood waste,
or the energy source used in its production is relatively
clean as in co-generation. It also tells us that the
addition of ethanol to petrol can enhance octane and
reduce some tailpipe emissions and that biodiesel as a
transport fuel can also achieve environmental benefits
under certain circumstances; that the use of B20, or
20 per cent blend of biodiesel with petrol in place of a
neat or unblended petrol reduces the emission of certain
pollutants from the exhaust. These two biofuels —
ethanol and biodiesel — have the potential to provide
an economic benefit for rural Victoria as almost all
proposed biofuel plants are located close to feedstock
supplies in regional areas across Australia.
The successful development of fully commercial
biofuel refineries may produce regional benefits,
including additional employment, broadening of
economic activity and increased sustainability of some
agricultural activities. An example of that is a proposal
by Australian Ethanol Ltd to establish a
90-million-litre-capacity ethanol plant at Swan Hill in
the new Northern Victoria region that I will represent,
and we look forward to seeing that established. That
plant proposes to use up to 250 000 tonnes of corn,
wheat and barley annually. This will increase the value
of crops in the region and also provide diversification
for farmers in their choice of crops within that region.
However, speaking of all the good things, we have to
acknowledge that we still have a long way to go in
raising public acceptance of blended fuels and also in
increasing the availability of blended fuels before the
government could, I believe, adopt The Nationals’
motion in full. Whilst I support the intentions behind
the motion, I acknowledge that there is a need for a lot
of further debate before this motion could become a
reality.

991

Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I also support
the motion:
That this house acknowledges the environmental and health
benefits, and regional development opportunities of using
biofuels, and calls on the Victorian government to use
ethanol-blended fuel in its 8000 strong vehicle fleet.

We all recognise that fuel prices will remain above
US $50 a barrel and that this price could even double or
maybe treble in the future. We have to start thinking
what this would do to the world economy. I was
listening to the radio not long ago and I heard an
analyst — and I assume he is right; I did not check this
out — saying that the average US citizen uses about
28 barrels of oil per year, while the average Australian
uses about 18 barrels of oil per year. That is a lot of oil.
But then he went on to say that the average Chinese
person uses 2 barrels of oil a year, and I assume a
similar figure would apply in India.
To extrapolate that, if they started using even three or
four barrels per person per year, the world’s oil
consumption would not match what the world economy
requires to survive. We are all in this together. We all
rely on fuel, and we have to look at alternatives. I
believe ethanol and biofuels are good examples of
where we should be going.
The National Farmers Federation has called on the
federal government to introduce incentives for biofuel
production and use in Australia. Last Christmas the
federal government announced a grant of $37.6 million
to get people to start up the production of biofuels.
People need incentives when looking at renewable
energy such as biofuels and ethanol. It is interesting to
note that we are prepared to have our energy users
provide an enormous subsidy for wind farms — an
enormous subsidy goes into wind farms and renewable
energy sources. It stands to reason we should subsidise
people who want to develop renewable fuel sources
such as ethanol and biofuels.
Brazil has gone down this track. It has 4.3 million
vehicles using hydrated ethanol fuel and 17 million cars
use ethanol-blended fuels. That is an enormous amount
of ethanol. Brazil worked out a long time ago that oil
resources would not meet its demands, so it has gone
down this track and is encouraging farmers to grow
grain, wheat, barley, beetroot and sugar cane for use in
ethanol production.
A important by-product of ethanol is that the grain that
is left is very rich in protein. The protein that was
originally in the grain is retained and is an excellent
feed for animals. If you are going to have plants
producing ethanol you should site them close to the
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dairy industry, such as in south-west Victoria. A lot of
the feed or grain could then be fed to the dairy cows or
piggeries. Once the grain has been distilled and the fuel
has been produced, it has a shelf life of only four or five
days. I assume that is right, because many farmers have
been feeding their cows brewers grain, which is the
barley left over after beer is made. Brewers grain is
distributed around country Victoria to be fed to cows. It
is a very good feed supplement. That is why you would
site ethanol plants close to where the by-products could
be successfully used to add value to the dairy industry.
Hon. B. W. Bishop interjected.
Hon. J. A. VOGELS — If it is good for the dairy
industry, it is good for Victoria. We know that the dairy
industry is the largest exporter out of the port of
Melbourne.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — It might even pay more for
the grain!
Hon. J. A. VOGELS — I will not enter into that
argument at the moment. Everyone supports the
motion. The Nationals moved the motion, and this is
the first time since I have been here that the government
has supported a general business motion. It is great to
see; it should do it more often. We always have great
general business items. Even if we know they are right,
the government still votes against them. I find that
amazing. I suppose that is the way governments and
oppositions work. I support the motion and look
forward to its passing this house.
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — In rising to
support The Nationals motion on the use of ethanol I
must say that this is a wise and timely motion. The use
of ethanol fuel will have benefits in so many different
areas. In my contribution to the debate I will run
through some of those areas where it will have a
benefit.
As we all know, Victorians are the worst greenhouse
polluters in the world. No-one in the world per head of
population produces more greenhouse gases than we do
in Victoria. Surely we have an obligation to do
something about that. What is amazing to me is that the
government, in its normal way, is forever talking about
what it will do to abate greenhouse gas emissions. It
talks about this in its spin mode, but if you look at what
it has actually done to abate greenhouse gas emissions,
you see it has done very little.
The reason Victorians are the worst greenhouse gas
emitters in the world is because of our heavy
dependence on brown coal-generated electricity, which
is the worst greenhouse emitter. What has the
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government done in this area to try to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions? We all know that recently it
extended the life of Hazelwood power station which
will pour millions and millions of extra tonnes of
carbon dioxide into the atmosphere — something it did
against the advice of environmentalists and many
people who were concerned in that area. In that regard
the government’s actions do not live up to its spin.
Yesterday, in response to a dorothy dixer the Minister
for Energy Industries, Mr Theophanous, in talking
about the energy issue highlighted how the price of
electricity was militating against the take-up of wind
energy, how the wind energy generators were finding it
extremely difficult to sell the energy from their
windmills because the price was too high. The minister
said that he and other Labor ministers from other states
were looking at trying to provide a subsidy — read
tax — on other electricity consumers to subsidise wind
energy in an attempt to militate greenhouse gas
emissions.
Ethanol will have a very significant effect on
greenhouse emissions. The cost of producing ethanol
means there would be no extra increase in the fuel
price, so we have a product that would have an impact
on greenhouse gas emissions and would not require any
subsidy from the government or the community
because it is economically viable to do it now. Yet the
government has done little in this regard. All
honourable members will remember that approximately
12 months ago the government was running a scare
campaign on ethanol in a fairly shallow and vain
attempt to beat up on the federal government on the
question of labelling. It was just another one of its
tawdry efforts to compromise Victorians in its attempt
to beat up on the federal government. It ran a significant
scare campaign on the whole issue of ethanol. I must
say I am glad it has seen the light and is not opposing
this motion, because it will have an enormous benefit in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
The transport sector, after the electricity generating
sector, is the biggest sector in terms of carbon dioxide
emissions. Anything we can do in the transport sector
to reduce those emissions would be very helpful. If we
are able to produce ethanol — which we are now
doing — in significant volumes, it will reduce our
dependency on imported fuels. That would have a
positive impact on the balance of payments for
Australia, which would be a positive, as well as
reducing carbon dioxide emissions. It would also create
a significant industry based in rural areas, which are
coming under significant stress wherever we go, as
members would appreciate.
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Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — As Mr Smith interjects,
the sugar cane industry is under significant stress. As
we know, sugar cane is one of the major sources of
ethanol production. One of the interesting statistics I
read recently was that sugar cane production in Brazil is
rapidly increasing but the proportion of the production
which goes into sugar has fallen away to basically
nothing because most of it goes into the production of
ethanol; Brazil is a major user of ethanol fuel.
The sugar cane farmers in Australia who are under
stress have a potentially significant new market. That
product would help rural producers. The product would
go on to the fuel market at a rate which requires no
subsidy from consumers. It is a product that would
reduce our dependency on imports, thereby helping
Australia’s balance of payments. It is a product that
would help reduce our greenhouse emissions. It is a
win-win product in all ways.
Members from all sides of the house have spoken about
the potential difficulty of getting a distribution system
for ethanol fuel, but all members should pause and not
put the cart before the horse. One of the wonderful
attributes of the private sector system is that it will meet
the market; if there are vehicles out there using ethanol
fuel and ethanol-blended fuel, that market will be met
by the petrol companies and other suppliers. There is no
question that that market will be met.
If the government were to pick up on the proposition
and ensure its vehicle fleet were using ethanol-blended
fuels, that would put out into the market a very large
number of cars using that fuel and create a significant
segment of the market; then the supply would be met
by the private sector. There is no question about that. I
believe this would be a win-win for everybody.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — I know Mr Smith, who is
interjecting, loves to beat up on farmers. Being a good
unionist, he thinks free enterprise farmers should be put
out of business and maybe there should be collective
farms.
Mr Smith — Why should they be subsidised?
Hon. C. A. STRONG — Mr Smith asks why they
should be subsidised. The bottom line is that ethanol
production does not need a subsidy as distinct from
wind energy, which those opposite are putting in place
and which needs a significant subsidy. That is why
ethanol is a win-win situation.
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I urge the house to support the motion and congratulate
The Nationals for moving the motion. I hope the
government’s position on this is a little more than
rhetoric and spin and that it proceeds to go down the
track of ensuring that its vehicle fleet uses a high
proportion of ethanol.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I thank the
Liberal Party for its support of the motion and
acknowledge that the Labor Party is not opposing the
motion. But I must say I am disappointed that
government members have been reluctant to support
the motion; I would have thought they could have
enthusiastically supported it.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Indeed. The Treasurer and the
Minister for Environment enthusiastically supported the
use of ethanol products in their press release of
12 December last year, yet today we have a
half-hearted response from the government — it does
not oppose the motion but is still reluctant to support it
in any tangible way. That is disappointing. I would
have thought, as I said when I moved this motion, that
given the topic, the government that likes to claim it has
green credentials would have overwhelmingly
supported it.
The other thing I was disappointed in was the
enthusiasm with which members of the government
failed to speak on the motion. What we know is that
debates in this chamber are allocated between the three
parties: this morning the Labor Party had 60 minutes to
speak on this motion but only three members chose to
speak on it — that is, Mr Viney, the Honourable
Sang Nguyen and Mr Somyurek — and collectively
they spoke for 25 minutes. Some 35 minutes was
available for Labor Party members to express their
views on this topic. I would have thought that if they
claim to have any green credentials — —
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — I get ethanol and methane
mixed up. I do not have the knowledge to speak on this.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Ms Hirsh says she is not able
or does not know enough to speak on the motion. This
is an important environmental subject, and if the Labor
Party claims to have any green credentials, members
would have been bursting to jump to their feet and talk
about it.
Mr Smith — There are better alternatives. It is not
viable.
Hon. P. R. HALL — By way of interjection,
Mr Smith is now making a contribution to this debate.
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His interjection suggests that he opposes the motion. I
say through you, Mr Acting President, to Mr Smith that
the Labor Party could have spent another 35 minutes on
the debate; he could have jumped up and expressed his
opinion. He chose not to, which demonstrates his level
of enthusiasm for this particular subject — that is, zero.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — When this motion is put to the
vote I will welcome his opposition to it. He should put
his money where his mouth is and show people what he
really thinks — he should oppose the motion.
I want to address some of the issues raised during the
course of debate, the first being the distribution and cost
of ethanol-blended fuels in Victoria. Certainly
government speakers were not provided with accurate
information as to the state of both distribution and the
cost of ethanol-blended fuels.
Since I made my contribution earlier today I have been
to the web site of United Petroleum, which is the
biggest distributor of ethanol-blended fuels in South
Australia and Victoria. I can convey to the house that
United Petroleum runs 56 retail outlets of
ethanol-blended products throughout the state. It could
be said that 56 service stations is not a lot, and it does
not provide broad coverage across the state, but
contrary to advice given to Labor Party members — I
think they said Victoria distributes ethanol-blended fuel
through only 5 outlets — United Petroleum alone has
56 outlets. Also, Shell distributes an ethanol-blended
product at sites in Victoria, although I am not sure of
the number.
Mr Viney suggested that it would be a cost to
government if we ran the government car vehicle fleet
on ethanol-blended products and that the cost of
ethanol-blended fuels was of the order of 20 cents a
litre higher. That is not so. I had somebody on The
Nationals staff ring two retail outlets this morning, and
I can advise the house that at Bentleigh, in the
metropolitan area, the price for an E10 ethanol-blended
fuel product from United Petroleum was 112.1 cents a
litre and that the cost of the unleaded petrol product at
the same service station was 116.1 cents a litre —
4 cents cheaper.
The research staff of The Nationals also rang the United
Petroleum outlet in Sale in regional Victoria. The cost
of the E10 ethanol-blended product was 118.7 cents, as
opposed to the unleaded petrol price of 122.7 cents. At
both of those outlets — one metropolitan and one
regional — the cost of the ethanol-blended product was
4 cents a litre cheaper. That should put the lie to the
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comment made by Mr Viney and perhaps change the
perception held by others that E10 blends are dearer.
They are not; they are consistently 4 to 5 cents a litre
cheaper in both metropolitan and regional areas of
Victoria. By adopting this motion and putting it into
practice the government would actually be saving
Victorian taxpayers money rather than costing them
money, as was claimed by some government members.
I want to talk further about the distribution issue
highlighted by other members and raised by me in this
debate. I acknowledge that the distribution network as it
stands for ethanol-blended fuels is not satisfactory to
cover what we would expect as a normal range of
coverage across the state. The Honourable Philip Davis,
the Leader of the Opposition, suggested that one of the
practical distribution problems may result in a public
servant being stranded in a metropolitan or country area
not close to a point where ethanol-blended fuel was
available.
To my knowledge — and I stand to be corrected —
there is no harm in mixing and matching
ethanol-blended fuel and unleaded petrol. The fact is
that you can buy ethanol-blended fuel at one point and
if at some later point in time you wish to top up your
tank and no ethanol-blended fuel is available, there are
no negative or adverse effects on the car’s engine if you
top up with straight unleaded petrol. It makes no
difference. To my knowledge there is no adverse
impact whatsoever from blending ethanol-blended
products with normal unleaded products, so I do not
think people would become stranded. It would just be
better environmentally and health wise if there were a
greater distribution network so that people could use
ethanol-blended products more frequently.
Some members also made the point — Mr Drum made
it very well — that if the government’s vehicle fleet
was mandated to use ethanol-blended products, some
smart operators in places such as Bendigo, Traralgon
and other regional centres would soon jump on the
bandwagon and make sure they became a distribution
point for an ethanol-blended product, because that
would be a market share they could win over. I am sure
we would see a greater expansion of the distribution
network of ethanol-blended fuels if government
vehicles were required to utilise it.
In his comments Mr Viney also made his usual cracks
at The Nationals, saying that we have turned a shade of
green today for political reasons. I want to point out to
Mr Viney that The Nationals across Australia have
been leading the biofuel debate. Our colleague Ron
Boswell, a senator from Queensland, has been a
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long-term champion of ethanol-blended products and
his efforts are substantially on the record.
Mr Smith — Looking after his mates.
Hon. P. R. HALL — ‘Looking after his mates’, said
Mr Smith. Again snide remarks are coming out of
Mr Smith’s mouth. If he had any guts he would have
stood up during the course of this debate and made
clear the points he wanted to make, rather than slipping
in snide remarks. He failed to take the opportunity to do
so. The Leader of The Nationals in Queensland,
Andrew Stoner, has been consistently promoting this.
Hon. D. K. Drum — In New South Wales.
Hon. P. R. HALL — In New South Wales, I beg
your pardon. He has been consistent on this. Last year
he introduced a private members bill on this particular
issue. I thank the Honourable Wendy Lovell for
pointing out to me that prior to that he moved a motion
similar to this one. I did not know that he had moved a
motion; I had looked up and read the debate on his
private members bill last year. Consistently The
Nationals have been leading the debate on biofuel use,
and we are not Johnny-come-latelys on this particular
issue. As a party, across Australia we have been
pushing for the greater use of biofuels.
Mr Viney also made the comment that we are
opportunistic and somewhat hypocritical in raising this,
given our stance on some other green issues. I again
claim that that is far from the truth. We have been
consistent in our approach to bringing about practical
improvements in environmental measures in this state,
whether it be planting trees, managing land or
managing forests. Ours have been very practical as
opposed to ideological views about achieving
environmental outcomes. We in The Nationals do not
have a lock-up-and-leave-it mentality. We believe that
good environmental outcomes are best brought about if
we manage our land and resources correctly. That has
consistently been and will remain our view as a party.
A comment was made, I think by the Honourable
Wendy Lovell, and it is a sentiment that was echoed by
others in this debate, that this is a starting point and we
have a long way to go before it becomes a reality. I do
not think that is the case. I think we could do it
tomorrow if the government had the will to do it. If it
were to issue fuel cards for United Petroleum,
BP Australia and Shell Australia and put them on
notice that its preferred fuel for use in its vehicles was
an ethanol-blended product, I am certain that members
of government departments and we, as members of
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Parliament, would readily use an ethanol-blended
product.
I made the point that Ms Hadden informed me
yesterday that for her private vehicle she uses an E10,
ethanol-blended product, which I notice is now
available at two outlets in Ballarat. She has ready
access to and swears by it. Moreover, by using it you
save money and improve the environment. We would
all do that if the opportunity were available to us — and
I say that we could do it tomorrow. There are
limitations on its distribution, but we could start using it
tomorrow. From time to time we would have to mix it
with normal unleaded petrol where ethanol was not
available, but we could do it tomorrow.
The New South Wales government now requires its
vehicle fleet to use ethanol-blended fuels, and for
sometime, as I and other people have said during the
course of the debate, the Queensland government has
required ethanol-blended fuels in all of its vehicles.
There is absolutely no reason why this Victorian Labor
government could not tomorrow make the decision to
allow ethanol-blended products to be used in the
government vehicle fleet and issue fuel cards
accordingly. It could happen. If the market took off, at
the moment potentially we would have a problem with
sufficient ethanol product being supplied. But
developments like the ethanol plant coming online near
Swan Hill, which already has planning approval, will
increase significantly the production of ethanol in this
country.
In summing up I will go to the last point. I conclude by
making, as others have done, further reference to the
international experience, particularly in Brazil. I said,
and it is a fact, that Australian-made Holdens being
exported to Brazil are using a 26 per cent ethanol blend
without any problems whatsoever. It is only when the
ethanol blend gets up to 40 per cent that there can be
some mechanical problems with the operation of a car
without modifications. Certainly with a 10 per cent
ethanol blend there are no issues whatsoever. Car
manufacturers now support that and give that
guarantee. As I said in my contribution in the
second-reading debate, an Australian Automobile
Association web site identifies all cars in which it is
suitable to use ethanol-blended products.
The use of biofuels, as has been said before, has
important environmental benefits. It has most
significant health benefits — E10 blends reduce carbon
monoxide by 25 per cent. If we could reduce those
poisonous emissions from Victoria’s 3.5 million cars by
25 per cent, that would significantly improve the health
of all Victorians. The use of those fuels also provides
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regional economic development opportunities. For
environmental, health, regional development and
economic opportunity reasons I call on the Victorian
government to demonstrate practical and tangible
support for the biofuel industry by immediately
requiring its 8000 vehicle fleet to run on
ethanol-blended fuels.
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fact that when the Legislation Committee was actually
formed, The Nationals opposed it for the reasons I
outlined at the time. Principally they were in relation to
the priority of work, the workload and how we were
concerned about the possibility of the Legislation
Committee sitting concurrently with the chamber. They
remain concerns of ours, and I would like to put that on
the record again today.

Motion agreed to.

OUTER SUBURBAN/INTERFACE
SERVICES AND DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Membership
For Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance),
Mr Gavin Jennings (Minister for Aged Care) — I
move:
That Ms Carolyn Hirsh be a member of the Outer
Suburban/Interface Services and Development Committee.

Motion agreed to.

LEGISLATION COMMITTEE
Membership
For Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance),
Mr Gavin Jennings (Minister for Aged Care) — I
move:
That the Honourables Philip Davis, Damian Drum and Bill
Forwood, Ms Carolyn Hirsh, Ms Jenny Mikakos and Mr Matt
Viney be members of the Legislation Committee.

However, it is, as I said at that time, the practice and
intent of The Nationals to participate fully in the
operations of Parliament. We do that willingly; even
though we are small in number we contribute
significantly to the operations of this Parliament.
Certainly on a proportional basis we probably
participate far more than others. This morning’s debate
was an example of that.
Nevertheless, The Nationals nominee to the Legislation
Committee is our deputy leader, the Honourable
Damian Drum. I thank him for accepting that position. I
can also inform the house that we intend to use the
substitute mechanisms from time to time to ensure that
all members of The Nationals have the opportunity to
participate in the Legislation Committee when its
business is appropriate to the portfolios in which they
have an interest.
Motion agreed to.

RAIL SAFETY BILL and TRANSPORT
LEGISLATION (SAFETY
INVESTIGATIONS) BILL
Second reading

In so doing, I would like to say the government is very
enthusiastic about the creation of this committee for the
first time. It will provide a clear demonstration of the
government’s intention about the new standing orders
and sessional arrangements that apply to the Legislative
Council from this time forward particularly in relation
to the next Parliament that will operate as an effective
house of review.

Debate resumed from 28 March; motions of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).

The government is committed to piloting the
arrangements which have led to the creation of the
Legislation Committee to provide opportunities for this
house to function in new and creative ways and to
apply the appropriate degree of scrutiny to the
legislation that comes before the Parliament.

The opposition does not have any quarrels with
practical, sensible and timely moves to increase rail
safety or to improve the investigatory capability of the
authorities in preventing and investigating accidents,
and in taking proactive measures to prevent future
accidents and incidents on our public transport, marine
and other associated systems. But there are certain
aspects of these bills that are not acceptable.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — While I do not
oppose the appointment of those members to the
Legislation Committee I want to again emphasise the

Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I rise to
indicate that the opposition opposes these bills, now the
subject of a cognate debate. The Rail Safety Bill and
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill are
both strongly opposed by the opposition.

In the other place on 1 March the shadow Minister for
Transport provided an opportunity for the government
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to take a reasoned, sensible and coolheaded approach to
this unseemly hasty situation in which these bills have
unnecessarily been brought forward for debate and
adoption. On that day the shadow Minister for
Transport moved two reasoned amendments. They
were documented and recorded on 1 March, but in its
unseemly haste and unwillingness to accept good
advice, the government rejected those reasoned
amendments.
That was a shame because there are aspects of the
Victorian legislation which are not at this point of time
compatible with the current work being done by the
National Transport Commission. It is an unfortunate
circumstance where the unnecessary speed with which
the Victorian government is bringing forward this
legislation is at odds with the timetabling and
commitment the Victorian government made at a
Council of Australian Governments meeting some time
ago — that is, that the Victorian government would
work in concert with other states and the National
Transport Commission in developing the expected and
forthcoming national legislation that will be relevant to
these very same matters.
Therefore the opposition was extremely disappointed at
the inability and unwillingness of the state government
to accept the reasonable proposal that was put forward
on 1 March in the other place that the legislation be
deferred until the national legislation is concluded. I
might add that Victoria continues to be a party to those
national negotiations and is encouraged to continue to
be so. It was disappointing that the government could
not be accommodating. The unseemly haste and certain
aspects surrounding the introduction of this legislation
give rise to our concerns, so the opposition does not
support either of these bills as they are before the house
today.
The Rail Safety Bill establishes several aspects related
to rail safety and establishes the office of director,
public transport safety. It also moves and documents
procedures to emphasise the rail safety system and
those associated with it to identify hazards. It is an
interesting feature of the bill that nearly every party,
individual or professional role in the chain of work and
responsibility is required to be covered in relation to rail
safety as it is defined in the detail of the bill.
One aspect that is quite a highlight of the bill as it is
read is that it has a strong emphasis on the
documentation of risk assessment. In itself it is not a
bad thing to have a strong emphasis on documentation,
procedures and methods of assessing what is required.
The documentation approach is also extremely strong
on the recording of risk control.
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An interesting feature of the bill is that it provides that
the office of the director, public transport safety,
must — I emphasise ‘must’ — consult with the
Minister for Transport, who in turn will consult with the
Premier and the Treasurer on safety recommendations
that have implications for expenditure. A reading of
that particular part of the bill will give rise to thinking,
‘Well, that’s fine. It is sensible to require that the
director do that. Of course the Minister for Transport
has the right to consult with whomever he or she
pleases’. The inference that the Minister for Transport
will consult with the Premier and the Treasurer on
safety recommendations that have implications for
expenditure is not unreasonable.
But one of the problems that will inevitably arise is
what we have seen under the Bracks government over
recent years — underinvestment, an unwillingness to
consider investment in infrastructure and a very poor
record of performance. It may be that in the future, as
the bill requires, the office of the director, public
transport safety, consults with the Minister for
Transport and the minister goes off to the Premier and
Treasurer of the day and says, ‘I need more money for
this public transport matter or that public transport
matter for safety reasons — I need money for
infrastructure and it is safety related’, and the Premier
of the day and/or the Treasurer of the day says, ‘Go
away. I want to spend that sort of money on some other
aspect of government administration’, and so safety
takes a second place.
Whilst on the one hand the compulsory element in the
bill, which requires consultation with the Minister for
Transport by the director, public transport safety, is a
good thing, I have feelings of apprehension that in the
future the then Minister for Transport may have
difficulty in convincing the then Premier and/or
Treasurer about the priorities of providing funding to be
applied to those necessary safety recommendations. On
that point the legislation has a strong weakness.
The Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill
establishes the office of chief investigator, transport and
marine safety investigations. At present major
investigations into public transport are carried out, by
invitation, by competent people and professional staff
of the National Transport Commission, and minor
incidents or problems are investigated by the service
providers, which, in an orderly manner that was
determined long ago and has been in place, report to the
minister and provide them with documented evidence
on the outcome of those investigations. The bill will
establish a new office of chief investigator, who is
intended to be independent but will report to the
minister of the day. Therefore the state of Victoria will
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be investigating and providing a report to the state, and
the minister will be able to decide the outcomes of
those investigations.
The big disappointment about the two bills is that at
present a national effort is being made and advanced
work is being done to complete national legislation, as
was agreed to at a relatively recent Council of
Australian Governments meeting. Even the Prime
Minister has given a commitment through the COAG
process to support the development of this necessary
and desirable rail safety legislation and the protections
that a national approach will bring. Here we have the
state of Victoria proceeding independently. In fairness,
the state has made a commitment that it will adjust and
amend the Victorian legislation and align it with the
federal legislation when it is presented for
consideration.
The opposition maintains that at present it is
unnecessary for Victoria to stampede and be hasty in
getting ahead of the federal model, when it is
reasonably believed that in legislative timetabling that
is not so far off — the federal model should be
presented in this calendar year. So there is
disappointment from the rail industry, whose members
were hoping that a single regulatory authority, funded
by the states and with national uniform regulations and
standards, would be available, that there would not be
the need to introduce legislation in the Victorian
Parliament and that not only in practical terms but
generally the state would be seen to be a team player in
the national approach to this most important
consideration of rail and transportation safety matters.
As recently as 22 February the National Transport
Commission wrote to the Secretary of the Department
of Infrastructure, pointing out the hope and desire that
the department and the commission project teams will
continue working closely together on the rail safety
regulations and that there will be a minimised need for
any later efforts to align the final versions of the bills. It
is clear from that correspondence that the National
Transport Commission is not terribly enthusiastic to see
Victoria go ahead alone when there is no need for it to
do so.
That proposition and sensible proposal to hold back and
wait just a bit longer that the opposition put forward in
the other place was rejected by the government, which
seems overenthusiastic to apply Victorian legislation.
That is a disappointment and sends a warning signal to
other states and the commonwealth that, if Victoria
gives a commitment at COAG on other matters where
there is broad agreement and cooperation is definitely
intended, Victoria might still break ranks and go it

Wednesday, 29 March 2006

alone. This is a very poor performance in the evaluation
of the likelihood of Victoria not being a team player.
Of course it is important for everyone to do their utmost
to ensure that our public transport system networks are
as safe as we can possibly make them. That is a given
and beyond question. What we are concerned about is
that Victoria is breaking its undertaking to meet the
timetabling of the national legislation. We are
concerned that the government is breaking — for
reasons we do not know and cannot find out — the
agreement that it made to work with the National
Transport Commission and the other states, which is
being done on a consultative and cooperative basis.
However, opposition members do not understand and
still cannot find out why this legislation is before us. It
is unnecessary. The national legislation ultimately will
be presented to us for adoption. In terms of timing, that
legislation is not such a long way away.
A considered opinion flowing from a reading of these
bills is that they are strong on documentation and
regulation. However, one of the inescapable
conclusions that one can make in examining the bills is
that there is no real mention of investment. I looked at
page after page of the legislation and I got the feeling
that a bureaucratic attitude has been taken. It is as
though government members are saying, ‘We will put
in more controls. We will define more things. We will
make more people responsible and detail more things
that have to be done. We will require accreditation. We
will do all these things’. All of those things are in the
legislation, but when it comes to safety — and these
bills are all about safety — I could not find any great
attitude of encouragement or enthusiasm for
investment.
Basically we are talking about the use and the
protection of the quality of infrastructure. I find it
amazing that here we have two pieces of legislation,
which in themselves are very sensible and desirable in
their intent, but I cannot find any real measure of
commitment or understanding of the need to provide
and build infrastructure.
When we think about the Victorian rail system and
transport infrastructure, some very interesting thoughts
flow. It could be said that the present state government
now has a record of three strikes and should be out,
because there have been three major failures. Members
of the opposition and many people in the community
can see them in this state government at this time.
From a taxpayers point of view there has been the
awful experience of the farce rail — that is, f-a-r-c-e. It
was supposed to be an $80 million exercise to improve
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the quality and the speed of regional rail services to
Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo, and it has been a
monumental failure. The word ‘farce’ is probably
highly appropriate. There are well-documented
situations where that service has unfortunately not
provided the expected level of service intended. The
cost of the project is now approaching $1 billion —
$1000 million! — and the savings in time for
commuters have not been realised. That could be
considered to be strike 1 — a failure.
If we talk about Spencer Street station we are talking
about strike 2. No longer to be called Spencer Street
station, it is now Southern Cross station. As I asked
several months ago when, as a Parliament, we left the
city for a sitting in rural and regional Victoria, why are
we changing the name of Spencer Street station to
Southern Cross station? No explanation was given
other than that it seemed to be a good idea. That
seemed to be the feeling during that debate.
The interesting thing about what I will call Spencer
Street station is that I do not know whether many
people know that it has been sold. Spencer Street
station no longer belongs to the people of Victoria. It
was sold by this government and leased back, but that
information has not been forthcoming. It was
mentioned in the Legislative Assembly. I think the
public of Victoria may not be terribly impressed. Some
of us know about the unsavoury suggestions that came
as a result of a sale and lease-back of a building in
Canberra, which was done under a federal Labor
government. Do we have another smelly Canberra
thing on our hands?
I want to know what the real costs are of the sale of
Spencer Street station and why its sale to a union
superannuation fund has been hushed up by the state
government. I suggest to honourable members that very
few people out there in the electorates know that this
state government has flogged off Spencer Street station.
It may very well be that the reason the state government
changed the name from Spencer Street station to
Southern Cross station was that its members were
embarrassed about it and did not want the people to
know that the Bracks government had flogged off and
has to pay money to lease back — we understand the
figure is $10 million a year — a station they used to
own.
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$10 million a year each year over I think 30 years, then
I would like to know a lot more about that, because that
is a real indictment on the sharp practices of this
government. It is reminiscent of some of the
unfortunate and regrettable things that were done to the
taxpayers of Victoria in the 1980s through the
disgraceful performance of the previous Labor
government. That is strike 2.
I think strike 3 is equally bad and of equal concern. I
refer to rail standardisation. I understand that not
1 kilometre of new standardised rail has been provided.
Time after time representatives of the government have
come in here and talked about rail standardisation,
saying wonderful things about transport and all the
good things they are going to do, but they have done
nothing. It is a shame. As a matter of fact the line from
Mildura to Portland has not been built and that
standardisation program has not been done. There has
been no extra standardisation provided or built in the
important section of rail to bypass Wodonga to speed
up rail services and improve safety in the that area.
Amazingly enough, even such a small expenditure as is
needed on the rail standardisation connection to the
wharves of Geelong has not been done. I believe that is
only a length of 2 kilometres, but this government is so
tardy and so unable to recognise its responsibilities that
it has not connected the national linkage of standardised
rail to the port of Geelong. Government members talk
about it, but they do not do it. I would look at the
government’s lack of performance in rail
standardisation as being strike 3.
In business shareholders will view one strike and not be
happy, and with two strikes they usually change the
board. However, in relation to practical performances
and sheer provision of value for money, this
government is in a strike-3 failure situation. When the
constituents and taxpayers of Victoria find out that
Spencer Street station — Southern Cross station — has
been flogged off and that they have to pay $10 million a
year just for the privilege of using something they used
to own, they will think the matter worthy of further
investigation. Taxpayers and constituents of this state
will be very angry indeed at the secret way in which
this government is hiding the Spencer Street station
situation.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

This smells of the strange things surrounding the sale of
trams to the Japanese many years ago. It suggests that
we have another scandal on our hands of Canberra
proportions. If the government has sold off Spencer
Street station to a union superannuation fund and is
now requiring the taxpayers of Victoria to pay
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member opposite — although I am not sure that he
would be interested, given his past performance.

Energy: renewable sources
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Energy
Industries. I refer to the government’s policy target of
10 per cent of electricity consumption from renewable
sources by 2010. Given that less than 4 per cent of
electricity consumption is currently from renewables,
two-thirds of which is from hydro-electric sources, and
that there is limited scope for expansion, how will the
government achieve its 10 per cent target by 2010?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I want in the first instance to congratulate
the Leader of the Opposition and opposition
spokesperson on energy and resources for at last
coming into the house and asking me a question. It has
taken him 98 days to come up with a question to his
counterpart. That is how well the opposition is
travelling. He is performing so well that he has not yet
put out one press release on energy issues this year —
not one! He is not doing the hard work in relation to his
shadow portfolio. He is not on top of his portfolio areas.
He must be the laziest energy spokesperson ever on the
other side of the house. All I can say is bring back Bill!
At least he knew something about the energy sector.
I am happy to respond to the member. It is no wonder
he has not asked a question before. He obviously went
off and thought he had come up with something
exciting — that somehow or other he was going to
catch the government out because it had this target of
achieving 10 per cent renewables by 2010. But he was
not listening even yesterday to an answer I gave to a
question from The Nationals. At least the spokesperson
for The Nationals has some idea of the energy sector
and has asked a series of questions. If Mr Davis had
been listening yesterday, he would have heard that were
we in Victoria able to achieve our wind target of
1000 megawatts, that would almost equate to 10 per
cent of power from renewables.
As I said yesterday, we are actively pursuing renewable
energy. We have been constrained by the destructive
attitude of the federal government in relation to its
nobbling of the mandatory renewable energy target
scheme, but we are still looking at it. The Premier has
said we are looking at other ways of activating
renewable energy, including wind. We are currently
looking at those proposals. When the government is
ready to make an announcement in relation to the
consultations it has been having on a possible
Victorian-based renewable energy scheme, I will be
very happy to provide a briefing to the honourable

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for his response. I note that this is the eighth
sitting day this year upon which a question could be
directed to the minister, who would know that I have in
fact been taking briefings from his relevant
departmental officers on a range of issues — or perhaps
he does not know what his departmental officers are
doing! In any event, I thank his advisers for arranging
that. My supplementary question is: is it a fact that the
government’s policy on wind farming will include
another new tax on consumers to subsidise this form of
renewable energy production?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thought about taking a point of order as
the honourable member was being argumentative, but
he has so little credibility with his questions these days.
Again he shows the stupidity of his question. He knows
that the mandatory renewable energy scheme was set
up by the federal government. He never referred to that
as a tax. He has never said in this house that the
mandatory renewable energy scheme was a tax.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member has
asked his question and his supplementary question.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — If he knew
anything about what the current government is looking
at, he would know we are looking at a scheme that
would mirror the mandatory renewable energy scheme.
If that is the case and if he has the courage, he ought to
get up and say that the federal government scheme is a
tax and that the state government is doing exactly the
same in Victoria, but he is not prepared to do that
because the federal government scheme is not a tax, nor
will the Victorian scheme be one either.

Commonwealth Games: floating fish
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — My question is to
the Minister for Commonwealth Games, the
Honourable Justin Madden. The fish that featured
during the course of the Commonwealth Games on the
Yarra River have been an outstanding success. As
members will be aware, the fish have been a major
attraction for the many thousands of people who came
every evening to see the magnificent sound-and-light
show on the Yarra. Now that the fish floats have been
dismantled, can the minister advise the house of what
will be done with the much-loved fish?
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Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — On a point of order,
President, the rules do not allow questions to ask for
information that is publicly available in documents.
This is a matter of a press release that was issued earlier
today. I submit that this information is readily available.
I draw your attention, President, to rule 1.03(d).
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister
Theophanous! With respect to the point of order raised
by the member, which referred to whether a question
should be asked of a minister regarding information
which is readily available in accessible documents, I am
not aware of what information the member claims is
readily available in documents. Since that is the case, I
do not uphold the point of order. I allow the minister to
answer the question.
Honourable members interjecting
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have no other option.
Members should not argue. There is no document
before the house which contains the information the
minister was asked for.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome Ms Romanes’s
question in relation to the fish, because the fish have
been an enormous success, haven’t they, President! Of
the 72 fish probably only the European carp was not
terribly popular, but it is a native of one of those
countries which participated in the Commonwealth
Games. As I look across the chamber, whilst there are
not 72 fish on the other side, some of the faces look
very familiar — and I do not mean in a parliamentary
sense. A number of opposition members could have
easily been on the pontoons and presented themselves
as fish in the festival. I will not allocate a fish to each
one of those faces, but can I just say — —
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
the minister is being argumentative and is berating the
opposition parties. I am concerned that he is the second
minister in succession to do so. Is there something in
the water today? If so, can the President deal with it?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order. I ask the minister to continue.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I can appreciate the
member’s sensitivity, because the difference between
these faces and the fish is that the fish were very
popular. The fish were an absolute success. There were
100 000-plus people lining the banks of the Yarra River
on the night of the opening ceremony to see the
extravaganza which was the river festival. Every night
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during the course of the games there were 10-minute
displays on the hour, featuring music from the opening
ceremony. Anybody who was on the banks during the
evening throughout the course of the games would have
appreciated that not only was it a great event to be at
but there was a fantastic feelgood atmosphere. As well,
I am delighted to be able advise the house that councils
across Victoria will have the chance to net one of the
aquatic sculptures that formed the centrepiece of the
Commonwealth Games celebrations on the river over
the past two weeks.
The Premier and the Lord Mayor of Melbourne, John
So, who has now achieved rock star status, announced
today that 60 of the 72 installations would be offered to
councils through an expression-of-interest process. The
remaining 12 will be set aside for other games legacy
initiatives, such as temporary displays at Museum
Victoria and future use at other festivals. We are in
discussion with the Melbourne City Council to retain
the Australian short-finned eel specifically for the city
of Melbourne. The fish will become a souvenir and a
tangible keepsake from the biggest event ever held in
Victoria.
The 12 days of the games were an enormous success,
and we have always stressed the importance of their
ongoing economic, environmental and particularly
social legacy. This is one way of reminding us of many
of those benefits. The festival attracted in the order
200 000-plus people on the banks of the river each day
over the course of the games. To sum it up in one line,
there is no doubt that those fish were simply the best.

Seal Rocks Sea Life Centre: safety
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for WorkCover
and the TAC. I refer the minister to the Seal Rocks
building report commissioned by the government,
which has exposed the Seal Rocks complex as being in
a dangerous condition and as a disaster waiting to
happen. As this information has been in the possession
of the government for two years, why has the minister
done nothing to protect the health and safety of the staff
at Seal Rocks as well as that of the public?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I find the hyperbole from the Leader of the
Opposition extraordinary.
Hon. Philip Davis — Hyperbole?
Mr LENDERS — The hyperbole is extraordinary.
From listening to the people opposite, I can say that
they have opposed every single piece of legislation we
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have bought into this place to empower our
occupational health authority regime to inspect
premises to look after the interests of workers and the
public. Mr Atkinson is not here today, but he talks
about the armies of inspectors infringing on the civil
liberties of people trying to run businesses. Whenever
we do anything with the Victorian WorkCover
Authority, we have here a group whose members are
like a laughing clown that you see at the circus — its
head goes one way and it says, ‘Too much interruption,
too much big business and too much big government’
and then it goes the other way and says, ‘Why haven’t
you got bigger government and why aren’t you
helping?’. I would first and foremost say to the Leader
of the Opposition that I welcome his new-found interest
in the occupational health and safety of the work force.
I urge him to support this government and WorkSafe to
actually make our workplaces safer. Regarding the
specific issue he raised of the Seal Rocks site at Phillip
Island, I will take that issue on notice and be happy to
report back to him.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for looking into why he has not done anything
to date. Could he now advise the house in relation to the
grave safety problems at Seal Rocks? What is the
minister going to do about this with respect to the
WorkCover act?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — In response to the Leader of the Opposition’s
question about what we have not done, I remind him
that under this administration we have seen the lowest
number of deaths in workplaces in the history of this
state, we have seen a reduction of serious injuries in
workplaces of the order of 4 per cent or more despite a
growing work force, and we have an occupational
health and safety inspector out there making
workplaces safer despite the interference of the federal
government, which is playing politics in these areas and
frankly does not know whether it is coming or going
unless it is making an ideological statement.
We are working with industry and unions to make our
workplaces safer. That is what we are doing in this
state. I am sure that the independent regulator will be
looking into this and dealing with it, as it does and as it
has done in bringing down workplace injuries. I will
take on notice the member’s question so I can get for
him a detailed statement of the particular case he raises.
I again urge him to get on board with the Victoria’s
employers and employees to make our workplaces safer
and not snipe from the sidelines.
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Commonwealth Games: benefits
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I ask the Minister for
Commonwealth Games, the Honourable Justin
Madden, to detail for the house the economic benefits
generated for Victorian businesses as a result of the
Bracks government’s hosting of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — As many people in this
chamber would appreciate, the Commonwealth Games
was the biggest event ever held in Victoria. It was much
bigger than the 1956 Olympics. We sold almost
1.6 million tickets, and that in itself is a Commonwealth
Games record. We had estimated that we would have
90 000 visitors, and we will report on that as figures
come to hand.
One of the huge success stories of the Commonwealth
Games was the Melbourne 2006 Games
Commonwealth Business Club. This was a huge
success that will no doubt deliver long-term economic
benefits. We had over 6000 members, 40 per cent of
whom were from overseas countries such as Scotland,
England, Wales, India, New Zealand and Canada.
Interestingly, 100 people from China, which is not even
part of the commonwealth but is our largest trading
partner, joined in as well. Over 30 business club events
were hosted across the state, including regional areas.
As well we had 320 international observers from
31 different organisations focusing on major events.
They were representing events such as the London
Olympics in 2012, the Delhi Commonwealth Games in
2010 and the Beijing Olympics in 2008. They were
observing our event management, which we
showcased. It was proven to be a world leader over the
last fortnight. This leverages off the fact that we have a
$1 billion international major events calendar.
In addition, some international organisations were here
observing and looking for export opportunities from the
games — for example, Traditional Foods has entered
into discussions to break into the Canadian market.
Victoria’s expertise will also be transferred to the Doha
games following the signing of a memorandum of
understanding between the Victorian government and
the Doha Asian Games organisers, with the staff from
Melbourne 2006 and the Office of Commonwealth
Games Coordination being able to transfer their
information or much of their knowledge to assist the
games in Doha.
Three Victorian companies have already won contracts
for work at the Doha Asian Games later this year. It is
worth appreciating too that the Doha Asian Games will
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be substantially bigger than the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games. The three organisations are the
Holmesglen Institute of TAFE, which is providing
training services for the 35 000 people involved in the
event in Doha, CleanEvent from South Melbourne has
won major games cleaning contracts, and HG Turf of
Moonee Ponds, which provided the turf for the
Melbourne Cricket Ground, will be doing the same for
the Doha stadium.
In terms of tourism, we believe there will be direct
expenditure into the economy from the tourism
numbers — the 90 000 visitors — of somewhere of the
order of $270 million.
The Hotel Motel and Accommodation Association has
said that the games have been an outstanding success.
We understand that we have had the highest room
take-up on record for this particular period of the year.
But that has not just been across Melbourne. It has been
across the state and out in regional areas. This proves
once again what I have been saying for many years
about the Commonwealth Games, that the Bracks
government has delivered on its commitment to not
only deliver the biggest and best Commonwealth
Games ever but to generate long-term benefits to make
Victoria an even better place to live.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
question without notice is directed to Minister for
Major Projects, Mr Lenders. As he is well aware, the
environment effects statement (EES) process to test the
government’s proposal to place a toxic waste dump at
Hattah-Nowingi completed its public exhibition on
16 December 2005. Since then we have had an
avalanche of complex supplementary reports — some
14 or 15 reports, I believe — from Major Projects
Victoria dropped on our community right in the busy
harvest period, giving the locals little or no chance to
research them. The community sees these reports as
crucial to the EES process and, given their importance,
believes they have now become a supplementary EES
in their own right, so I ask: will the minister now agree
to treat these supplementary reports as a supplementary
EES process in their own right, and therefore place
them on exhibition?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
certainly appreciate Mr Bishop’s interest in this issue. I
have contrasted before that his views change a bit from
Werribee to Nowingi, but I appreciate his interest in a
project within his electorate, just like the member for
Mildura in the other place, Mr Savage.
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I will seek in this house at all times to be of assistance
to Mr Bishop and to provide information. I contrast that
with the absolute lack of interest from the Liberal Party
which could not even be bothered putting in a
submission to the environment effects statement (EES).
process
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I take up Ms Lovell’s comment.
She goes to Mildura and at every possible moment
parades in front of the Sunraysia Daily for photo
opportunities, but it would be nice if she actually put
pen to paper and expressed some of those views as part
of the process and that she would bother, on an issue of
such importance, to at least show the courtesy to the
Sunraysia community of putting a submission in if she
has a strong view — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is impossible for
Hansard to take down the minister’s response. I ask
members on my left to stop interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — In the spirit of Mr Bishop asking
for information, I take his question far more seriously,
because he has put in a submission and been consistent
on this, unlike the Liberal Party, which could not be
bothered and just milked it.
The issue of the timing of the process at this stage is in
the hands of Planning Panels Victoria. It has had its
directions hearing on the future timing of this process,
and if there is any ministerial control over that, that is in
the hands of the Minister for Planning in the other
place. I cannot offer Mr Bishop any assistance in that
area, because it is an issue for the Minister for Planning.
But I remind him — and it is a serious issue here as to
how we address this — that the Sunraysia community
has for a period of time been seeking further
information.
I got two messages out of my visit to Mildura, and the
Mildura community was a tad strident about its views
when I was up there. They were not treating me like the
Lord Mayor of Melbourne, John So, and calling out my
name. It was not quite as friendly when I went up there.
But the two messages coming out of Mildura were, one,
they wanted information and they wanted us to provide
information, to commission work and present it; and
two, they wanted certainty and they wanted a quick
decision. This is the balance in the end that Planning
Panels Victoria undoubtedly will have to address from
the submissions made to it in a directions hearing and
ongoing. Mr Bishop’s issue about those supplementary
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reports and whether they be treated as a supplementary
EES is an issue outside my ministerial portfolio.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — It is tough
getting an answer out of the minister. He is elusive, and
I suspect, in football parlance, he would have been a
very good half-forward flanker. I remind the minister
that he is the minister responsible for Major Projects
Victoria, and it did drop these reports on the
community after the exhibition. Given his answer, I ask
a supplementary question in an effort to get a result:
will the Minister for Major Projects request the Minister
for Planning in the other place to place these late-arrival
reports on exhibition to ensure our community gets a
fair go during the EES process?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — It
is an interesting issue — getting information out to the
Sunraysia community. I know when this government
was trying to get information made available at the
municipal offices in Sunraysia, the Mildura City
Council refused to have our reports available because it
was seen in some way as an endorsement of the
process. I will certainly continue to endeavour to get as
much information out as possible into the Sunraysia
community. But I remind Mr Bishop, and I guess his
own city council, that at times, like when we tried to get
our reports in the council office or in the library so that
members of this community could see them, the council
said, ‘No. Find them a government office’. I will
continue to talk to the Minister for Planning in the other
place, Mr Hulls, and anyone I can about the importance
of getting information out there so that the community
can receive it and digest it as much as possible.
We need also to be aware that there is a review in
Mildura. We want a decision as soon as possible and
we are trying to do both, so — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Commonwealth Games: public transport
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — My question is to the
Minister for Commonwealth Games. I ask the minister
to outline to the house the initiatives that were
implemented to ensure safe and efficient travel on
public transport during the 2006 Commonwealth
Games for spectators, visitors to the city and general
daily commuters?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I thank Mr Scheffer for his
interest in all things relating to the 2006

Wednesday, 29 March 2006

Commonwealth Games. The state is known for its
world-class performances, and we put in a world-class
performance in coping with the massive increase in
demand for public transport over the 12 days of the
Commonwealth Games.
On average, 75 per cent of spectators travelled by
public transport, which is more than for any other major
event in Victoria. Around 1.8 million people travelled
to and from games events on top of the normal
commuter load. In total, there were an additional
4 million trips on our buses, trams and trains. I
understand V/Line sold about 100 000 tickets at $10
each to spectators and volunteers travelling to
Melbourne for the games.
Travel was free on public transport within the Met
system for ticket-holders on the day of the event. Public
transport timetables during the games period were
designed to meet the specific demands of catering for
events during the day and into the evening, specifically
focusing around a third wave or peak in the evening to
get people to and from late events.
It is worth appreciating that with most of the games
events you could have test events — that is, you could
test the transport system for one day with maybe the
grand final or on New Year’s Day — but it is hard to
test the ability of the transport system to deliver for
12 days continuously. It was with great relief but also
appreciation that we saw the transport system deliver so
well across those 12 days of the Commonwealth
Games.
More than 30 000 additional public transport services
were delivered. Connex and Yarra Trams both
extended services until about 12.30 a.m. on each day of
the games and until 1.30 a.m. on the opening and
closing ceremony days. V/Line operated extra services
including some late evening services.
The Metlink survey showed that 90 per cent of people
taking public transport to events rated the service as
good or excellent. Everyone involved should be
congratulated for their tremendous performance. I
especially thank the many drivers and workers who
worked extra hours and put aside their annual leave for
the games period. For many people using the public
transport system during the games, this was their first
experience of the system. We hope the games
experience has been so positive that it encourages more
people to use public transport regularly and to think
about alternatives to using their cars.
One of the lessons learnt from the games is that there
are benefits in planning ahead and being patient in big
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crowds. With more fantastic events coming up we
would expect and encourage commuters to keep these
golden rules in mind: plan ahead and be patient when
travelling around the city so we can all make not just
Melbourne but Victoria an even better place to live.

Housing: funding
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I direct my
question to the Minister for Housing. The Victorian
budget fact sheet ‘Expanding the supply of affordable
housing’ says there will be a commitment of additional
resources to the Office of Housing of $89.6 million
between 2004 and 2006. Is it a fact that there has been
no net increase in public housing in Victoria between
those years?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — In response
to the member I advise her that since the Bracks
government was elected the amount of housing funded
by this government is more than 10 000 housing units.
This government has committed $363 million in extra
funding to public and social housing because it believes
all Victorians deserve to live in decent housing. This
has been achieved by the Bracks government despite
ongoing cuts by the federal government to the
commonwealth-state housing agreement. As a
consequence, the fact is that some 5000 Victorian
families who could be housed today are not housed
solely because of the cuts by the federal government to
funding through that agreement.
The Bracks government is continuing to make an
investment in social and public housing in Victoria. As
a result of these cuts and also because we think this
direction offers better possibilities in the future, this
government has adopted our policy on housing
associations. Under that policy we are committing extra
state government funding to the creation of housing
associations as part of our growth strategy for
delivering more social housing in this state to families
who need it.
As a consequence, we are seeing growth concentrated
in those areas where we are able to leverage state
government funding through contributions from local
councils, contributions from community housing
organisations and through private sector partnerships. It
is very important in assessing the Bracks government’s
achievements in delivering affordable housing to
Victorians who need it to look at what we have
delivered in both public and social housing.
The opposition, to the extent that it cares to examine
any of these matters, will see that the Bracks
government is making its major contribution through
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the social housing route, because that gives it a greater
capacity to deliver more housing than it can through
public housing, which cannot be leveraged.
Supplementary question
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I ask the
minister whether the properties listed in the
Government Gazette of 6 February 2006 are just a
sleight of hand to make it appear there are now
23 additional properties listed.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I do not
have the Government Gazette in front of me. I do not
bring it with me to question time each day. I reiterate
that under this government, more than
10 000 additional housing properties have been
delivered. That is a proud record. We will continue to
deliver a growth strategy for public and social housing
in Victoria because it is a priority for this government,
unlike the opposition’s colleagues in Canberra.

Commonwealth Games: major projects
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — My
question is to the Minister for Major Projects,
Mr Lenders. We have heard the Minister for
Commonwealth Games talk about the marvellous
Melbourne Cricket Ground that played host to the
spectacular opening and closing ceremonies, and to the
athletics competition. Will the minister inform the
house of Victoria’s other major projects that were a part
of the games and a part of showcasing Victoria to the
world?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
thank Mr Hilton for his question and passion for the
Commonwealth Games and major projects in Victoria.
I am in the shadow of my colleague the Minister for
Commonwealth Games in every way in the delivery of
projects. I take my hat off to him for his work over the
past six years in leading a fantastic team to have
construction completed and in getting the
Commonwealth Games up and in place.
In addition to the Melbourne Cricket Ground that
Mr Madden and Mr Hilton have talked about, I wish to
advise the house of a number of other major
construction projects involving the games and which
played such a good role in the games. I have previously
referred the house to the removal of that blight on the
landscape of Melbourne, the Flinders Street overpass.
Not only did its removal allow the athletes to avoid one
more hump in the marathon course but it has added an
enormous amenity to that part of the central business
district and has allowed the aquarium to spread right up
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to the edge of Flinders Street. I have taken great delight
in that.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr LENDERS — As my friend Mr Smith said, you
could have looked at the fish from there if you took an
unimpeded tram ride down past the aquarium.
The removal of the Flinders Street overpass was
completed on time and on budget. We do not hear the
new Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party in the other
place or her spokesperson in this place, Mr Philip
Davis, talking much about the projects that are on time
and on budget. I welcome the parliamentary Liberal
Party having a good look at the Flinders Street overpass
as an example.
Perhaps on his way home Mr Philip Davis could go
down the Hallam bypass to see another project that was
not only on time and on budget but ahead of time and
$10 million under budget. Tragically the Hallam bypass
was not one of the features of the Commonwealth
Games, so it is not relevant to Mr Hilton’s question, and
I had better return to that question.
I refer to Docklands as another great Victorian icon. At
the risk of being accused of hyperbole, I venture to say
it is probably one of the largest public-private
partnership projects on this planet. It is certainly one of
the largest in the southern hemisphere and the largest in
Victoria. Docklands was one of the great showcases of
the Commonwealth Games. It was not only the live
events being viewed on the giant screen, the waterfront
carnival, Festival Melbourne 2006 and the excitement
of the Rugby 7s at the Telstra Dome, but it was also
where the Australian walkers took a clean sweep of the
20 kilometre races and the gold and bronze in the men’s
50 kilometres. I am sure that dual gold medallist,
Nathan Deakes, appreciated the Docklands scenery as
he did his 35 laps of the course.
The games were a great opportunity to refresh our
infrastructure above and beyond the Melbourne Cricket
Ground, our great icon, along with other parts of our
sporting and general urban infrastructure. The logistics
of these games were fantastic, as my colleague the
Minister for Commonwealth Games said. People from
around the world marvelled at central Melbourne and at
our sports institutions and our great complexes, which
were linked together, accessible to the centre of the city
and public transport, and very user-friendly. It was a
great games, and it is fair to say we were certainly
united by the moment in appreciating the refreshed
infrastructure of the Bracks government.

Wednesday, 29 March 2006

WorkCover: verbal opinions
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I direct
my question without notice to the Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC. I refer to the Victorian
WorkCover Authority’s (VWA) ingrained practice of
seeking verbal opinions on injured workers from
treating psychologists, and in particular to the letter
dated 27 March, two days ago, from Nicole Ryan,
manager of the clinical panel, concerning two named
workers, which says in part that a member of the
clinical panel will contact the letter’s addressee:
… to discuss and review the treatment you are providing.

And further:
… the VWA may require you to provide written or verbal
information.

Why is the VWA writing letters to psychologists which
contradict instructions in the claims manual, and how
can this behaviour be in the best interests of injured
workers?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — Clearly I missed the full implications of the
Liberal frontbench reshuffle yesterday. Clearly not only
was the member for Brighton in the other place elected
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, but Mr Atkinson,
after 98 days of silence in this chamber, was replaced
by Mr Forwood, who is back in his old job of asking
questions about WorkCover. I am looking forward to
the new sheet listing the Legislative Council
spokespeople, but I was not aware that after 98 silent
days from Mr Atkinson that he has now been replaced
by Mr Forwood.
On any particular issue of an individual case about
WorkCover I will follow the practice of my good friend
Mr Hallam and take it on notice so I can get a detailed
response back to the member who asks the question.
What I will say to Mr Forwood, and I believe he is
being mischievous in his approach to this, is that this
government is absolutely committed to a regime of
occupational health and safety and workplace insurance
which deals with the important needs of injured
workers, which is workable and which means our
workplaces are safe.
We need a system with a vigorous occupational health
and safety inspectorate to make our workplaces safe.
We will continue to have an insurance scheme with
claims management which is rigorous but which is also
compassionate in dealing with injured workers — a fair
system that can both deal with the legitimate needs of
injured workers and provide reasonable premiums for
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employers in this state. They will remain the goals of
the Bracks government in dealing with WorkCover. We
have a scheme that we have turned around from one
that was the pariah of the country to one that is looked
at with envy for its financial viability and how it deals
with injured workers and their return to work.
Like former Minister Hallam, I will take on notice the
specific details of individual cases in fairness to them,
but I welcome a general discussion with Mr Forwood at
any time.
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
assure the minister that I am not being mischievous.
Who has primacy in the treatment of injured
workers — the worker’s chosen treating psychologist
or the VWA’s treatment review panel?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I am absolutely gobsmacked to get that
question from Mr Forwood, because I believe
Mr Forwood is being mischievous. If Mr Forwood is
proposing that we remove the independent medical
panels — and I am not trying to put words into his
mouth — and the surety that the system has in place in
claims management, then not only would Mr Roger
Hallam be blushing and distancing himself from his
former colleague in government, but also Mr Stockdale
would be distancing himself at a speed faster than the
fastest Commonwealth Games 100-metre sprinter. I
believe Mr Forwood is being mischievous if he is
questioning that basic underpinning of our WorkCover
regime, which is that we have independent medical
panels. I will treat it as a mischievous question, and I
look forward to his next question.

Commonwealth Games: information and
communications technology
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) —
My question is to the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology. As well as the athletes,
many other parts of the community contributed
world-class performances during the Melbourne
Commonwealth Games. Can the minister provide the
house with details of the contribution made by
Victoria’s information and communications technology
industry during the Commonwealth Games?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
member for her question. Like everyone in the
chamber, I was excited and proud to be a Victorian
during the Commonwealth Games. We certainly did
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put Melbourne’s best face and foot forward, and we
demonstrated that we can put on the best possible
performances for over a billion people around the world
to watch.
I am pleased that the Victorian information technology
(IT) industry was a part of that great performance. In
fact, local software company Readify contributed to the
development of the Melbourne 2006 web site.
Australian Project and Consulting Services provided
the games data network, which was the largest single
temporary data network constructed in Australia since
the Sydney Olympics. Sportal delivered the vital news
services for the Commonwealth Games.
Dandenong-based company Bytecraft provided video
screens and lighting for all venues during the
Commonwealth Games.
Software development company Senetas developed and
provided the budget systems for the games and BCA IT
was the official IT distributor for the games.
Melbourne-based company CSIRO Publishing teamed
with Deakin University to develop a Commonwealth
Games education program for primary schools,
comprising two CD-ROMs, Let the Games Begin and
United through the Games.
Compliance software developer iComply provided
incident management software to Victoria Police which
enabled police to keep a real-time log of incidents,
which was critically important for the Commonwealth
Games. Students at Footscray Secondary College have
also played a role in the games with the production of
the official Melbourne 2006 podcasts. I was pleased to
be able to present certificates to those who helped
produce the podcasts for the Commonwealth Games,
and they were excited at the role they played in the
Commonwealth Games.
iCrystal, one of Australia’s leading firms in the
development of RFID — radio frequency
identification — technology, teamed with Victoria
Machine Vision and Box Hill TAFE to develop
world-first radio tracking technology for cyclists to
train with. The Australian team used that for training in
preparation for the Commonwealth Games.
In another world first, local companies Geomatic
Technologies and Readify developed a wireless,
hand-held application. It was a world-first application
that enabled volunteers to provide visitors to Melbourne
with directions to Melbourne’s fantastic venues and
attractions through a printed map the size of a shopping
docket or by short message service or multimedia
message service. I reiterate that it was world-first
technology. I have often spoken about the world-class
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performances of the information and communications
technology industry. It is great that these great
companies had the opportunity to be part of the
world-class performance that was the Melbourne
Commonwealth Games.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 5321,
5324–29, 5371, 5543–52, 5587–91, 5601, 5655, 5726,
5748, 5749, 5762, 5814–18, 5828, 5882, 6440, 6530–34,
6544, 6606, 6654, 6694, 6837, 6867, 7044.

RAIL SAFETY BILL and TRANSPORT
LEGISLATION (SAFETY
INVESTIGATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — Just prior
to the luncheon break I was detailing the principle of
three strikes and you are out that applies to the state
government in its performance in trying but failing to
meet the rail quality standards that we expect in this
state. I spoke about the farce rail, the regional program,
which has outrageous cost implications, the story of the
secret sale and lease back of the Spencer Street
Southern Cross railway station, which I think we will
hear a lot more of in coming weeks, and the failure of
the government on the rail standardisation program. As
a matter of fact you cannot call it a program — the
government has delivered nothing in rail
standardisation. It has not even linked up the wharves at
the port of Geelong to the nearby standardised national
system.
I want to make some other points about this legislation
which are of concern, but of prime concern to the
opposition are two core worries. Victoria is a willing
and agreed partner to the national approach in
developing national legislation on rail safety
management with the National Transport Commission
and the other states in our great nation. At the same
time as working with those other states and the National
Transport Commission, the state of Victoria is racing
ahead — not necessarily better, but racing ahead — and
not complying with the timetable that has been agreed
through the Council of Australian Governments
process. I think that is terrible, and, as I said earlier, we
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fully regret and strongly object to the inability of the
government to understand the importance of the
amendments that we put forward in the other place on
1 March that were voted down by this insensitive state
government.
On the rail safety situation, many decades ago — I
think it was in the 1930s — the New South Wales
government made a decision that it would work
towards eliminating level crossings in the Sydney
metropolitan area. To my knowledge that has been
accomplished. It took many decades, and I do not
believe that this state government even understands or
has begun to understand — and VicRoads could do
with a lesson on this — the importance of working
towards a systematic elimination of high-risk level
crossings. We have far too many in this city, and we
have all sorts of regrettable incidents.
It is just appalling that neither the state government,
VicRoads or the Department of Infrastructure appear to
be serious about working towards eliminating level
crossings. Tragedies occur on a regrettably regular basis
in country areas, where it could be said that it is not so
easy to provide alternatives on either a cost or
engineering basis, but in the metropolitan area there is
nothing whatsoever to stop an orderly, long-term
program being put in place to eliminate level crossings.
That level of negligence is absolutely amazing.
The commuter capacity of Melbourne versus Sydney is
very interesting. We have not seen any great investment
in rail infrastructure during recent years — as a matter
of fact, in recent decades — and that is not good. The
last major piece of infrastructure that was put into
Melbourne was the underground rail loop. That was
excellent, but there has been nothing of any great
consequence since then.
It is about time we looked at timetabling and the use of
infrastructure to help the public use public transport.
We should look at adding extra rail lines and
connections and look closely at the integration of
timetables. I am told reliably that it now takes almost
the same time to go from Frankston to Melbourne as it
did 50 years ago. There has been no improvement in
the timetables. The steam trains took about the same
time as it takes electric trains on most of the services to
go from Frankston to Melbourne or vice versa. That is
totally unacceptable and this government should be
aware of that.
If we are to encourage people to use public transport to
make effective use of the state and national investment
it represents, it is time we looked at adding extra rail
lines, at timetabling and at using modern technology to
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speed up the capability of the rail services. That applies
to the rural services as well as to those in the
metropolitan area. Every time I look at the Stony Point
line on the Mornington Peninsula I can see a horrible
tragedy waiting to happen. If you look along the line —
and there are many places where you can get at almost
eye level to the rails — you can see that the rails are
bumpy, are not secure and are dangerous. The
50-year-old locomotive and similar vintage carriages
are a disgrace, the service is a disgrace and the lack of
government action on the Stony Point service is a
disgrace.
I do not want to dwell on it, but I was a passenger in the
second car of the Granville train involved in the
Granville accident and was one of the injured. There
were 84 people killed and more than 200 injured at
Granville. The subsequent inquiry into the accident
found out that the rail infrastructure was
undermaintained and that the heavy weight of a freight
locomotive on a fragile rail set-up caused that accident.
The train ripped out the bridge, and the bridge fell on it.
I was there.
The difficulty I have about the Stony Point line in
particular is that here we have a heavy freight
locomotive on a fragile line situation. I am very, very
concerned about it. I have mentioned it in the chamber
before, and it is my underlying concern. It is a rotten
service, the equipment is too old, and it is about time
the government woke up to itself before we have a
multiple tragedy there.
I also believe that the quality and design and the
frequency of services on our metropolitan rail links are
totally unacceptable and that as a state we could benefit
from opening our minds and forcing our bureaucrats to
look at competing cities in our nation. There does not
seem to be future planning for capacity, either in
frequency of services or the design of the trains. It may
be that there are physical limitations on using
double-decker trains, but I don’t think so. Experimental
trains of a double-decker design have operated on the
system in the past. There may be one or two lines
where adjustments could be required, but it is about
time that the Department of Infrastructure, the railways
authorities and the Minister for Transport took a very
good look at the situation and started to do something
sensible. I recommend timetabling as an important
aspect for consideration.
Marine safety is covered by one of these bills.
International and interstate accidents of a marine nature
are covered by appropriate federal legislation. It is good
that people are scheduled to come into the public
service who are able to investigate and support marine
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safety situations. There is a lot I would like to say about
marine safety, but I regret time does not make that
possible.
The idea of a no-blame investigation is a good one
although one of the core considerations that could be
said is a negative about the legislation is that the
investigation process and the bureaucracy that will exist
in the minister’s area will actually report back to the
minister, so we could have the government
investigating itself. I know there are repeated mentions
about the independent nature of that position, but
ultimately the implementation of effective redress to an
incident under the investigatory process is with the
government: the government investigates itself. From
an effective action point of view, that is too close for
comfort.
There will be 52 staff in the office of the rail safety
regulator and another 10 in the office of the newly
created chief investigator, public transport and marine
safety investigations. This will give the state of Victoria
the opportunity to bypass the independence of the
Australian Transport Safety Bureau. That is a problem,
because a significant marine or public transport incident
could very well that occur, and we would have the
possibility of differing situations and recommendations
between those two organisations.
We do not understand why this incomplete bill is being
rushed through the house when it is not needed. It is not
too long away when we will have problems because
there will be a need for amending legislation. We think
that is regrettable; we are concerned about it and we see
no reason why the state of Victoria is galloping ahead
of the national model. We think it is difficult for the
development of effective, cooperative national
legislation when our state is moving ahead of the
others.
One of the things that is of real concern is the heavy
reliance on bureaucracy and proactive detailed
documentation. I could argue that is a good thing, and
in a way it is. But on the other hand there is no mention
of concern for cost, and these provisions will put very
heavy cost obligations on the transport providers. An
enormous amount of expenditure will be involved in
the documentation and processes that go with that.
Throughout both bills there is no consistent apparent
understanding of the need to invest in infrastructure.
That is the core weakness of these two bills. There is a
recognition of more bureaucracy, control, regulations
and accreditation, which in themselves as separate
items can be argued to be desirable — —
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Hon. B. N. Atkinson — The government’s interest
is two members here.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — But the government is
interested in more bureaucracy and more public
servants, but the government members of this chamber
are not terribly interested because I can see only the
minister at the table and one other member, Mr Smith.
Mr Smith — Because you’re so boring, Ron.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — They do not want to hear
the genuine concerns of the opposition, Mr Smith. You
are not willing to sit and listen to the genuine concerns
of the opposition.
It is also a concern that the $40 million train protection
warning system currently fitted — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order!
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — Thank you, Acting
President. It could be said that the government is
concerned that the discredited purchase of the
$40 million train protection warning system, which has
already been described in inquiries as a B-grade system,
could fail. We received a letter from a serving
metropolitan train driver who said something very
interesting:
… did you realise that driver-only suburban trains are going
to have three safety systems: pilot valves, dead man’s train
stops and vigilance control —

and yet the government thinks that it is okay —
for driver-only V/Line trains to operate over the same tracks
with just a 60 seconds vigilance control?

In other words there are two safety standards for the
travelling public with two types of trains on the same
tracks in the metropolitan area. That is not acceptable.
We are concerned that that is not good, and we would
like a further explanation from the government in due
course of why that could possibly be acceptable.
I also believe there is a lack of understanding of the
need to provide an improvement to our rail
infrastructure and level crossings in particular. I think
everyone is familiar with the crossing at Springvale
Road near Whitehorse Road. That crossing is a disgrace
and should be fixed. In the Moorabbin area along the
line towards Frankston many crossings should be
systematically targeted for replacement or be fixed.
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We are not going to have an acceptable, safe and
enduring capability for an efficient public transport
system no matter how much documentation and
planning and no matter how many bureaucrats we have
in the organisation unless there is a commitment to
more infrastructure, more lines, better maintenance and
an elimination of level crossings particularly in the
metropolitan area. I mentioned earlier that in the 1930s,
the New South Wales government made that decision,
and it has only just achieved that goal in recent years.
It is a disgrace to need to allow more than 30 or
45 minutes to travel by public transport from
Dandenong to the city or vice versa, or from Frankston
to the city, or a similar distance from the city to
Broadmeadows and back. We do not have enough rails;
there is an attitude of underspending and not putting
money into infrastructure. Until we get more rails and
better equipment on those tracks we will not have the
capacity for or even the necessary fundamentals of a
safe and secure rail system.
I suggest that there must be a total recognition that the
time has come to get a more modern and larger fleet of
safe, state-of-the-art trains. We have some very good
trains, some newer ones which are okay and some
which are totally unacceptable. The design of those
trains is quite different from those in other cities and
jurisdictions. It may be that we want to be different for
the sake of it. That is not acceptable.
There is no reason why we could not have
double-decker trains of a design acceptable to the
relevant engineering departments and there is no reason
why we should not start to plan seriously for extra
lines — duplicated or third lines with computerised
switching between them. I see no reason why, for
example, we should not be able to offer commuters
from the Frankston area a 30 to 35-minute express trip
to the city. If we did that, we would encourage people
to take trains to work and back. Why would people
want to spend maybe 1 hour and 5 minutes on a journey
of indifferent quality in indifferent carriages on a
system with the same timetable as that in the 40s and
50s, when we had steam trains?
No amount of legislation, no amount of proactive
planning, no amount of bureaucracy and no amount of
theoretical social engineering will overcome the lack of
infrastructure and the lack of commitment to building
decent infrastructure and providing good equipment. If
members want an example of what not to do, they
should look at the disgraceful performance today on the
rail line between Frankston and Stony Point. There is a
classic example of how, despite what they say,
members of this state government are prepared to
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neglect the public. There are too many level crossings
on that single line, with a 50-year-old freight
locomotive drawing 50-year-old carriages on a railway
line that, quite frankly, is probably safer limited to
travel speeds of 5 to 10 kilometres per hour.
Regrettably I predict that in the possibly near future we
will have a major disaster there. It is a disgrace and
needs attention now.
In summary, as I said at the beginning of this
contribution, members of the opposition are absolutely
outraged and appalled by the inability and insensitivity
of the Bracks government in not wanting to honour its
obligation and stay with the other Australian states and
the National Transport Commission in the development
of a national public transport safety model. There is no
reason why it could not and should not do so. We are
concerned that with Victoria going it alone there will be
costs and a waste of the time of both houses of
Parliament in considering amendments that will be
required to bring the state legislation into line with the
federal legislation when it is finally presented.
Another matter is that the government is trying to go it
alone when it said it would not, and is trying to work
and is still contributing to meetings with the other states
and the commonwealth. That is bad.
Members of the opposition believe strongly that the
establishment of investigatory positions inside the
minister’s office will, unfortunately, in the future enable
the minister of the day to simply have the investigation
undertaken and then pronounce a decision on behalf of
the government of the day — in other words, Caesar
will be investigating Caesar. Members of the opposition
do not like that. We do not consider that the way to go.
We are incensed about it. It will not provide a safe
service. It is a very undesirable practice.
In conclusion, members of the opposition are outraged
about the offensive way that the people of Victoria have
been dudded on the secret sale of Spencer Street
station — no matter that members of the government
want to call it Southern Cross station — to the union
movement. Now we have to pay millions of dollars a
year for something that the state used to own. When the
taxpayers of Victoria really understand that this
government has flogged off their Spencer Street station
for a quick quid members of the government will get
the reaction they deserve.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — Acting President, I
reluctantly intrude on the afternoon tea of members of
the government by drawing your attention to the state
of the house.
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Quorum formed.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I have
much pleasure in rising to speak on behalf of The
Nationals on the two bills which members are debating
concurrently: the Transport Legislation (Safety
Investigations) Bill and the Rail Safety Bill. The
Nationals have consulted widely on both bills and have
come to different conclusions on the two bills. We see
them as dealing with different issues and that will be
explained during our contribution to the debate.
If I might refer first to the Transport Legislation (Safety
Investigations) Bill, the explanatory memorandum on
the front page states:
The primary objective of the bill is to provide for the
no-blame investigation of train, tram, bus and marine safety
incidents in Victoria, with the focus of identifying causal
factors rather than apportioning blame.

On balance, The Nationals agree with that sort of
principle so we will be not opposing the bill. Mind you,
we were sorely tempted to take the path taken by the
opposition. One of the reasons we did not do so was
that we considered that this bill is considerably wider
than the Rail Safety Bill, which I will touch on later in
my contribution. That bill refers only to rail whereas the
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill deals
with tram, bus and marine safety as well as rail.
Another of the number of reasons is that a review has
been conducted of the role and accountability of the
arrangements for public transport and marine safety
regulation in Victoria. Recently TFG International Pty
Ltd examined the current governance arrangements for
safety regulation and investigation in the public
transport and marine sectors. The review found that,
apart from the inconsistency between the administrative
and legislative frameworks for the conduct of public
transport and marine accident safety investigations,
no-blame investigations needed to be conducted
independently of the respective safety regulators to
avoid conflicts of interest.
Another reason why The Nationals do not oppose this
bill is that the Auditor-General in his report early in
2005, entitled Regulating Operational Rail Safety,
raised the issue of whether the individual operators
have the resources, competence and objectivity
necessary to conduct safety investigations. That is a
good point. Further to that, the Department of
Infrastructure does the job now. I do not think that is
right either, because it is the regulator and there may
well be a lack of autonomy and objectiveness. It is my
understanding that there is support from the industry for
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the separation of regulation and investigation, and that
comes from the transport sectors in general.

certainly hope the bill does not remove any of those
responsibilities.

The Nationals understand that what I might call the
significant accidents have been looked at by the
Australian Transport Safety Bureau. At our
departmental briefing we asked why the ATSB could
not investigate all the accidents which we will talk
about during the debate on this legislation. The advice
we received was that it was not possible for the ATSB
to extend its role. The Nationals thought that was
attractive, due to the fact that it would be a very viable
option and give us great consistency across all the
states. However, we were advised that the primary task
and role of the ATSB was in relation to aviation, the
national rail system and international and interstate
shipping. It might be right — it probably is — but it
does seem a pity that we could not have done that to get
a bit more consistency into the situation, particularly
along the state’s borders, and we will discuss those
issues in the debate on the next bill.

However, a bit further on proposed section 85A is
headed ‘Consultation before report finalised’, which is
very interesting. It states:

The Nationals were also advised that at this point in
time independent assessors are used. A few key points
need to be brought out about the process we are
discussing today. The new organisation will be charged
with the responsibility of finding cause and not
apportioning blame. I guess it sounds a bit strange until
you delve down into it a bit more, but I suspect that it
will create a very strong focus on fixing the issue,
particularly when the primary role of the ATSB is to
find out the cause of an accident and not apportion
blame. That is an interesting point.
When The Nationals looked at this aspect, we thought
there was a strong thrust of independence, and of
course we support that. We support independence in
relation to any safety investigation; we think that is a
reasonable and fair way to go. However, we note that
the explanatory memorandum on the front page of the
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill says:
The investigations will be independent of the relevant
industry and the current areas of government (the director,
public transport safety and the director of marine safety)
which regulate safety in those sectors.

That is pretty interesting. I then turned to page 17 of the
bill and looked at proposed section 85, which states:
The Chief Investigator must, as soon as is practicable after
completing an investigation into a public transport safety
matter or a marine safety matter, give the Minister a report of
the investigation.

That is fair enough, because at the end of the day we
strongly believe the minister is responsible. At the end
of the day the buck stops with the minister, and we

… before reporting the results — —

Hon. B. N. Atkinson — With deference to
Mr Bishop, who is making an outstanding contribution
to this debate, President, I draw your attention to the
state of the house and again to the inability of the
government to maintain a quorum on an important
debate on legislation that its members have introduced
to this house.
Quorum formed.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Before the interruption I
was attempting to make the point that independence,
particularly in safety investigations, is a great thing, but
I believe the bill challenges that independence.
proposed section 85A says:
However, before reporting the results of an investigation to
the Minister, the Chief Investigator must consult with —
(a) the Director of Public Transport (in relation to an
investigation into a public transport safety matter); and.
(b) the Director of Marine Safety (in relation to an
investigation into a marine safety matter): and
(c) the Safety Director; and
(d) the Secretary; and
(e) any person or body who has assisted the Chief
Investigator with the investigation; and
(f)

any person or body to whom the report may be relevant.

I thought that was rather strange. I reads to me as
though it is a protect-my-back club, and I do not know
where the independence of that is. When you read the
bill quickly it sounds okay, but when you drill down a
bit and look at proposed section 85A I do not know
where the independence goes from there. Certainly I
can imagine — as I am sure a number of other
members can — that if one of the regulators makes a
mistake and has a fireside chat, which is stipulated in
proposed section 85A, I suspect it could be smoothed
over. I do not believe that is the intention of this bill,
and I invite any government members who speak on
this particular bill to give the house some guarantee that
these investigations will be fully independent and
carried out in that manner. They might wish to
comment on proposed section 85A.
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The bottom line for The Nationals is that we are really
strong on the safety aspect. We are prepared to give this
bill a go for three main reasons. Firstly, we have to have
a transparent safety structure. We believe that apart
from that piece I have just spoken about in proposed
section 85A, we do need transparency across all our
participants. There are the regulators — the Department
of Infrastructure — the operators of the rail, bus, tram
and marine areas, and we believe it is logical to have an
independent assessment with no strings attached so
there can be an absolute focus on what the issue is.
Very importantly, the public must have total confidence
in that system.
Secondly, the independent review by TFG International
has recommended that there be separation between the
regulators and the investigators.
Thirdly, as I have said before, last year the
Auditor-General was concerned that the operators
would not have the resources, the competence and the
objectivity to conduct what I would call very much
in-house investigations in relation to any accidents that
might occur.
For those reasons The Nationals do not oppose this bill,
but we wait with a fair amount of interest to hear the
government’s responses to the questions I have raised
on independence, because it is a very important point.
The other thing I would like to raise — and perhaps we
might get a response from the minister when she sums
up — is that in the briefing we got no indication or
advice on the size of the department and the staff. We
do not want to see a large bureaucracy springing up
here. We hope it will be small and focused, but perhaps
the minister might give us some information on that in
her summing up. The bottom line is that The Nationals
do not oppose the Transport Legislation (Safety
Investigations) Bill.
The Nationals have consulted widely on the Rail Safety
Bill 2005. The front page of the bill makes interesting
reading. It states, in part:
The main purpose of this bill is to provide for safe rail
operations in Victoria by introducing a contemporary
approach to rail safety regulation and improved organisational
arrangements.

That may sound great but members should read on and
wait for the punch line! It takes a bit of finding, but at
the end of the minister’s second-reading speech it says:
… rail safety regulation is an important national priority.

It further says:
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The National Transport Commission is currently developing a
national model Rail Safety (Reform) Bill …
There has been a high degree of cooperation between the
National Transport Commission … and Victoria …

In that process Victoria’s proposal is highly consistent
with the national bill. The speech further says:
However, if … substantial and material differences
unexpectedly emerge between the two bills, Victoria will seek
to modify its legislation to the extent necessary to discharge
its responsibilities for national uniformity or consistency. In
any intervening period, the mutual recognition provisions of
Victoria’s bill will ensure seamless interstate rail safety
regulation.

What a beauty! I would not believe that if you dragged
me all the way back to my electorate office in Mildura.
We know about the absolute nonsense that occurs
between states, and here is a perfect opportunity for the
government to ensure we get absolutely watertight
national rules across all the states. To that end, on
behalf of The Nationals I move a reasoned amendment
to the second-reading motion on the Rail Safety Bill:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘this house refuses to read the Rail
Safety Bill a second time until a final resolution has been
reached by all states in relation to the National Transport
Commission’s draft Rail Safety Bill’.

We believe this reasoned amendment is important
because we want absolute uniformity across our state
borders; in fact, it is crucial given the requirements for
rail transport and across other sectors, as the house is
discussing today. I do not think I am being too unfair in
saying that I have observed that this government and
the department seem to like to make things difficult
across state borders. Those of us who live in border
areas find a lot of anomalies which drive us mad when
we are trying to sort them out between the states. Now
the government has moved and I think done away with
the border anomalies committee. That is another issue
that I will not go into today, but that used to be a
vehicle by which we could sit down and try to sort
through the border anomalies that are often created by
legislation such as this.
I will quote a few and the Minister for Local
Government, who is at the table, would recognise some
of them. We had some strife with the minister and her
department over boating laws, where the licensing of
operators is not the same between New South Wales
and South Australia. When we had the briefing we
were told the laws would be identical, but they are not
yet; it has not happened.
We had the chain-of-responsibility bill, which was not a
template bill but which would have guaranteed uniform
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regulations across the whole of Australia. It was a
model bill. It appeared to us it would have allowed the
government to take a bit of delight in creating small
differences between the states, which, as I said, drive
people who live on the border around the bend when
they try to manage those issues. Other issues include
the real estate rules and regulations between the states,
and I could go on and on.
I have moved the reasoned amendment in an effort to
have the government hold this bill back until the
national bill comes into place, to ensure that we do not
have differences between the states on important issues
of rail safety.
We think the second-reading speech sounded fine, but
if there are differences there, I suspect the bill will not
be changed. In fact the reference to ‘mutual
recognition’ is a bit of a joke. That has not worked, and
we would rather see the bill withdrawn until the
national bill comes through so that we would have a
much better opportunity to get reasonable rules across
Australia.
I turn to examine the history of this bill. It is not a
bad-sized bill; in the old terminology its thickness
would go to 1⁄2 inch or 3⁄4 inch. When you get a bill that
size, it always makes you a bit suspicious as you slog
through it.
Hon. David Koch — As it should!
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Yes, Mr Koch. It first
appeared last year, and then it disappeared; it went off
the agenda for while. When it came back, a heap of
amendments had been made to it, which again makes
you suspicious. I think there were almost
50 amendments, which is a fair few. I do not know why
those amendments had to be put in place — whether it
had been sloppy work or whether it was a race against
time for the state to gain front running so it could put its
views in ahead of the national approach, which The
Nationals are extremely keen on. Perhaps we will never
know.
Perhaps it was even for the state to get a bit more power
over the private operators. We will probably never
know, but we are debating this bill today, so I will
detail what it proposes. It proposes the appointment of a
new statutory office — director, public transport safety.
Obviously that office will take a bit of resourcing. We
do not have any information about the size of the office,
but we note that it is statutory, so we suspect it will be
staffed by a number of people. We would like to know
the annual estimated cost of that office. I invite the
minister, when summing up the debate, to enlighten the
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house on the size of that office and the estimated cost of
its operation.
Page 8 of the second-reading speech has some
interesting stuff. We find that:
… the establishment of performance-based rail safety duties,
for rail operators, managers of rail infrastructure, contractors
working on rolling stock or rail infrastructure and rail safety
workers including drivers or maintainers of rolling stock and
infrastructure to ensure safety as far as reasonably practical.

We would ask the question: what does ‘reasonably
practical’ mean? I suspect it could mean anything. We
believe that a national approach would certainly give a
better thrust than trying to do what is stated in that
quoted paragraph.
The Nationals are strong supporters of the safety
processes in road, rail, water and air — it matters
wherever we go. We would like to keep an eye on that
phrase ‘reasonably practical’ as it is put into operation
in the real world. We do not want it to turn into a
witchhunt of our private operators and for them to get a
real hiding. Perhaps the minister could give the house
some information on that.
The bill also puts in place a robust safety accreditation
scheme for rail industry participants that will increase
the rigour by requiring documentation of hazard
identification, risk assessment and controls. There is
nothing wrong with that — that is good stuff. But a
case in point that should be looked at is rail crossings; I
believe the Honourable Ron Bowden may have raised
this issue in his contribution.
When a train is at a level crossing, particularly in the
country, it is pretty hard to see it at night, particularly if
the crossing is raised. A number of constituents have
suggested to me that there ought to be some tape with a
strong reflective property placed along the sides of the
wagons. It should be kept clean to ensure that the
wagons and locomotives are easily seen on country
crossings, or perhaps there should be stronger lights on
the trains to make them safer.
The second issue about country rail crossings is that
often trees and native vegetation grow around the
crossings, which makes it quite dangerous. A case in
point is a place called Annuello in the Mallee. I have
had a number of complaints from constituents saying
they find it hard to see the crossing. Has anything been
done? No. Between the Department of Sustainability
and Environment and the other environmental
organisations, it is a pretty hard job to get that safety
issue tidied up. So if the bill is right — and that idea we
have just talked about works — it might be a good
thing to see how it goes.
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Another point made on page 10 of the second-reading
speech is interesting, when it states:
Where the safety regulator detects a non-compliance with an
SMS, he or she will be empowered to issue a mandatory
improvement or prohibition notice followed by a penalty if it
is not complied with.

That is quite strong, and it will be interesting to see how
that works. During our briefing on the legislation we
were told that guidelines were to be developed, for
instance, when a balance needs to be struck between
safety and financial considerations. I think that is most
important, and I noted that that provision was in the
bill. I do not know whether those guidelines have been
developed yet; I hope they have been. If not, perhaps
the minister in summing up the debate can report why
they are not in place and when they will be put in place.
The other issue we picked up on was that an internal
and external review process will be put in place on the
decision of the director of public transport safety, with
external review by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal. We thought that was
interesting. It is probably a reasonable idea to get some
discipline in that sector, but I suspect that if it is going
to VCAT, the government had better put up another
building and get a lot more people in there, because, as
I understand it, VCAT is fairly well snowed under now.
If it gets any more work, I think it would slow that
process down. That is one of the other concerns that we
have with this particular deal.
The other issue is that there will be a seamless
interaction with the Occupational Health and Safety Act
and the appointment of transport safety officers with
powers of entry, inspection, search and seizure. We are
concerned too about how that will be managed, and we
suspect that there would have been a bit of a shudder by
some of the operators when they read that. We voted
against the passage of the occupational health and
safety legislation for reasons previously stated in the
house. This change simply widens the net for any
difficult tactics. We raised concerns during the debate
on that legislation, and we are also concerned about
this.
Has there been any debate at all on rail safety? All
members would agree it is important to have the correct
structures in place, and we should have appropriate
responsibilities in place. There needs to be cooperation
on all those responsibilities so that the public can be
assured that all can be reasonably done to protect their
safety.
The same applies to road safety — it does not matter
which transport safety area you go into. I think Victoria
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leads the world in some road safety areas, including
driver behaviour issues. We have introduced the
compulsory wearing of seat belts, random breath tests
for alcohol and drugs usage, which I suspect will be
subject to an amending bill being introduced to
Parliament in the next few weeks. We have introduced
speed cameras on our roads, with the ensuing argument
about getting a balance between their value as a
deterrent or a form of revenue.
I must say those things have certainly had an effect on
road safety, but the government has done little to take
the public with it on some of those issues, particularly
speed cameras. Speed cameras are in place, and in that
respect I think we lead the world.
The key issue in which we do not lead the world is road
infrastructure. In Victoria we are miles behind. If you
look at other countries around the world, you will see
that their infrastructure systems are far better. Those
countries are not up to our level in the enforcement of
driver behaviour, but they are certainly way ahead of us
on infrastructure, and that is something we need to
address.
The same applies with the rail bill, which is quite a
heavy-handed bill. The main opposition we have to it is
the lack of consistency across state borders. We are
talking about rail safety, but throughout Victoria rail
tracks are falling apart in many cases. The
government’s election promise in 2000 or 2001 was
that it would allocate $96 million to upgrade and
standardise rail lines throughout Victoria, but that has
not happened.
The Mildura line was to be completed by 2002, and the
balance of the state was to be completed by 2005. As
was said before, there has not been a spike driven in to
upgrade or standardise any of those tracks. To make it
worse, the government has played the blame game.
Minister Batchelor and his mate the member for
Mildura, both from the other place, have been expert at
blaming everyone else but themselves for the lack of
maintenance and forward movement regarding
upgrades and standardisations.
I suggest to the government that it has been in power
for seven years and it is about time it got on with the
job of governing and putting that money it promised a
long time ago into the rail upgrades, because we
certainly have not seen anything done since then.
I turn to deal with what the Honourable Ron Bowden
called the farce train and what we call the slightly faster
train. It depends on how you spell it. It is remarkable
that — I think I have this right — first we were
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promised it would cost $80 million and that has now
blown out to about $1 billion, which is a fair way and a
lot of money. A lot of that money could have been
spent on getting our rail tracks in better shape so that
we could have had an excellent safety record and a far
better one than we have now in terms of our tracks.
Some of our trains travel at speeds as low as 20 or 30
kilometres an hour, which makes it difficult to keep rail
freight up to an efficient, effective and economic
standard.

We are also aware that you cannot take your eye off the
ball when it comes to safety in road and rail transport,
and rail transport in particular. When we see rail
disasters happening around the world, it reinforces the
view that you must continue to look at the safety issues
involved because of the capacity to have significant
numbers of people injured or killed. For instance, we
would argue that on its record New South Wales, which
we often compare ourselves to, has underperformed in
comparison to us.

We have a lot to do on rail safety. I think it is an
absolute disgrace that the government has not done
more to upgrade and standardise our rail lines,
particularly when it ran an election campaign on the
issue. The government’s lack of response on those
promises has certainly held back parts of the state,
particularly the Mildura end.

The last major calamity in New South Wales occurred a
couple of years ago — I think it was in January 2003 —
when seven people were killed in the Waterfall
accident. There was an inquiry into that, and from it
came some recommendations which we have taken on
board to improve the systems in Victoria.

I will conclude now and urge members to support our
reasoned amendment, which we believe is sensible. It
was moved for a very good reason: to get national
uniformity across our rail system, particularly in
relation to safety. That is absolutely crucial. We do not
believe that can be provided until the national bill is in
place. I suspect we have to wait only a few months
before the national bill will be ready to go. We can then
have a say on that bill, which will give us national
uniformity. We urge everyone to support our reasoned
amendment. If it is not supported, we will have no
option but to oppose the Rail Safety Bill.
To sum up, The Nationals’ position is to not oppose the
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill, but if
the reasoned amendment on the Rail Safety Bill is not
agreed to, we will have no option but to oppose it.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Rail Safety Bill and the Transport
Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill, which are being
debated concurrently, — and to oppose the reasoned
amendment, which I will get to a little later. I also look
forward to rebutting some of the comments made by
Mr Bowden during his contribution.
Victoria by and large has an excellent record on rail
safety by any standard. Perhaps ‘excellent’ is not quite
the right word, but it is certainly very good. In
comparison to other states, and certainly by
international standards, we have not done too badly in
this state over 150 years. However, that does not mean
that the government can rest on its laurels. This
government believes in the continuous improvement
model, which involves looking at ways and means of
constantly improving our system — and we are doing
just that with the Rail Safety Bill.

The key purposes of the bill are to maintain and
improve the safety of rail operations and improve
public transport safety regulation and administration at
a reasonable cost. We are aware of the need to contain
costs, not just in rail safety or transport safety, but
anywhere in terms of government responsibility, and
we are doing just that here. The bill clearly defines the
role, accountability and performance of Victoria’s
public safety regulator and effects other necessary
regulatory and organisational changes.
I suppose the question needs to be asked: why is the rail
safety legislation needed at all? In 1996 the then
government decided in its wisdom to privatise and sell
off major assets including the rail networks. I could not
miss the opportunity of reminding opposition members
of the mess they made of that. We only have to look at
the performance of National Express, for instance,
which has now done a runner and was not able to
perform at the level it agreed to. The contracts signed
by the then Minister for Transport, the member for
Mornington in the other place, did not protect the
interests of technology and workers in rail and rolling
stock manufacturing.
In Dandenong in particular there was a massive impact
when it was found that companies like Siemens could
bring in rolling stock, built and designed in France and
other countries, at our expense. That was a disgrace.
The then minister should hang his head in shame for the
way his government let Victorians down. However, that
happened, and the reality is that the government lost its
ability to dictate what the regulations ought to be. The
legislation of that time is now clearly inadequate and
needs to be revamped, and that is what we are doing.
I am interested in the complaint Mr Bowden raised and
his criticism of the fact that we are ahead of the game.
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We are leading the rest of the country in safety in this
area. He seems to think that is a problem. He said we
are not all going together; we are not waiting and taking
a conservative approach. The reality is we are not. We
believe we know what is best and, more importantly,
we have decided to again lead the pack. In reply to his
criticism I have a letter from Mr Tony Wilson, chief
executive of the National Transport Commission, who
by and large agrees with what Victoria is doing; he is
quite happy for Victoria to be doing what it is doing.
I am not sure where Mr Bowden gets his information
from. It might be the same place he got his information
regarding the underhanded, I think he said, or shonky
selling off of the Southern Cross railway station to —
heaven forbid! — a workers superannuation fund. I
suppose he is complaining that we did not sell it to one
of his mates’ organisations — maybe the Americans or
someone overseas. The fact that a workers
superannuation fund had the foresight and vision to buy
some infrastructure here in Victoria and have the profits
returned to workers is somehow anathema to members
opposite.
I say to Mr Bowden that that is exactly what we are and
have been on about for a long time in both the union
movement and the Labor Party, not only in this state
but throughout Australia. We want more of that
acquisition for workers superannuation funds. We like
to see the benefits flowing back into the community,
and whilst the opposition has a problem with workers
advancing themselves economically, we do not. We
encourage it. I think it was Paul Keating who referred
to that fact in the federal Parliament. Members of the
opposition just hate it when we get ahead. They are just
going to have to get used to it, because under this
government Victorian workers are going to do it much
better, despite the federal government’s WorkChoices
legislation, which those opposite will rue the day they
supported.
On the bill, Mr Bowden talked about the need for an
express train from places like Frankston into the city. I
suppose in a perfect world I would have to agree with
him — it would be great — but I think the logistics of
that probably prevent it becoming a reality. Imagine the
changes that would have to be made because of the lack
of vision from a conservative government many years
ago when these rail lines were established in the first
place. We do not have the luxury of the situation in
New South Wales, where I do not think there are any
rail crossings as we know them — in Sydney, for
instance, they are all raised or underground. Imagine
how many gates and roads would be closed between
Frankston and the city to accommodate an express
train. As I said, in a perfect world we would agree, but
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that is not going to happen; it cannot be done.
Mr Bowden talked about extra rail lines being needed.
I am aware that a major statement on public transport
will be made by the government in the next few weeks.
We will have to wait and see what is proposed and then
delivered by this government. The legislation is
designed to meet the realities of today and address the
changes that have taken place in the transfer of rail and
transport systems from the public sector to the private
sector. By and large we have got it right in these
cognate bills.
I mentioned earlier the Waterfall rail accident in New
South Wales in January 2003. There was a special
commission of inquiry into that, and Justice McInerney
emphasised the need for proactive risk management
and effective independent safety regulation in the rail
industry in order to prevent major accidents. The
Victorian government has been very much aware of
that and has taken it on board. It has put in place
systems that will deliver just that, which is clearly in the
interests of the Victorian public.
I suppose it is no real surprise that those opposite want
to oppose the legislation. It is their job to oppose; they
oppose with a great deal of alacrity. They oppose
basically everything that we bring in here that makes a
bit of sense, but we are confident that this legislation
will get through. I was interested and pleased to hear
that members of The Nationals were by and large
supportive, taking into account they have moved a
reasoned amendment, which I have already said I will
oppose when the vote is taken.
Another thing the Waterfall commission emphasised
and recommended was the importance of an
independent effective rail safety regulator. We are
taking care of that as well. We have supported those
New South Wales findings. This bill also establishes a
directorate of public transport safety as a statutory
office to provide greater independence from
government and to clarify the role and its
accountabilities and power. I do not think this is a bad
thing at all. I am sure other members who intend to
speak on the legislation will agree.
I will talk about innovation and what I have seen in the
rail system in Victoria that not many people have
experienced or seen first hand — that is, some of the
rolling stock in Victoria is not only innovative but
unique and is designed and built in Victoria. We have
not just trains or rolling stock but trucks that can be
converted. They are trucks that can drive on the roads
and then drive onto a railway line, lower their rolling
gear and follow the train lines all around the state. That
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gets around the fact that a lot of the rail lines across the
state do not interconnect, particularly in the northern
part of the state. I saw them in the Newport shops as
part of an inquiry we were running when I was with the
Australian Workers Union. They are extraordinarily
innovative and were designed not just to deal with
emergencies, but as preparation for war, and I do not
think many people have seen them or know anything
about them. We are now selling that stock
internationally.
Mr Bowden referred to the dangerous state of the Stony
Point line in my part of the world, the south-eastern part
of the Mornington Peninsula. I am not aware of any
major accident on the railway line, but I have only lived
there for about 30 years, so maybe he is aware of
something that I have missed. I may have been
interstate for a few days. Obviously there are problems
with cars running into trains and so on, but that occurs
rarely. I believe the train travels pretty well on that line
and is regular and not too bad. The fact that not many
people utilise the service is a bit disappointing, but the
service is there. Mr Bowden is criticising for the sake of
it, it seems to me.
In conclusion, these bills continue the government’s
reform of public transport and the necessary transitions
to better, clearer and more streamlined performance. It
is process-based legislation. This is a direction that is
being explored for public transport legislation generally
and is in the best interests of the Victorian public. On
that basis I commend the bills to the house.
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — In speaking on
the Rail Safety Bill and the Transport Legislation
(Safety Investigations) Bill I note that the bills are being
debated concurrently. I, along with my colleagues
Mr Bowden, Mr Bishop and members in the other
place, believe these bills are being debated prematurely.
I also acknowledge the reasoned amendment moved by
Mr Bishop. The opposition was unaware that The
Nationals were introducing this amendment, and we
would have appreciated having some discussion on the
amendment prior to its being moved. The amendment
mirrors the first two amendments moved by my
colleague Mr Mulder, the member for Polwarth in the
other place. In saying that, the opposition supports the
amendment, as it reflects the haste of the government in
moving against the preferred course of the other states
and the National Transport Commission in undertaking
its investigations prior to introducing federal legislation
specifically in rail safety.
I have to say that Mr Smith’s comments in talking
down the reasoned amendment do not hold water. The
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Victorian government would not want to stand too tall
on its last seven years management of the transport
portfolio. In saying that, I suggest that the National
Transport Commission has been preparing and is
continuing to prepare broad, sweeping and
encompassing legislation to cover safety investigations.
Ongoing consultation continues as we speak.
Unfortunately Victoria has elected to go alone and
supposedly at a later date will give consideration to
amending the bill before us today so that it lines up
with the proposed national bill. Most people in the
transport industry realise this is not a smart move by the
Minister for Transport in the other place, Mr Batchelor,
as his track record does not show he is renowned for
getting things right even after many attempts. Our farce
rail experience clearly demonstrates this again, again
and again.
The national transport bill will principally concentrate
on national safety management systems and control
measures. This will be a marvellous achievement when
completed. It really requires individual state support
and not the fragmented approach Victoria is so eagerly
pursuing. On these grounds we continue to ask: what is
the or hurry at this stage? Investigations and
consultation are still taking place in order to gain the
best outcomes for all states and rail users.
The opposition is not supportive of the Bracks
government’s approach. We continue to experience too
many bad outcomes with transport under Minister
Batchelor’s poor stewardship. The farce rail fiasco
continues to haunt this government, especially on the
Geelong, Ballarat and Bendigo lines where passengers
have been let down time and again, sometimes due to
failed signalling, poor timetabling or unreliability or
simply because the new trains have just run out of puff
while in service. This has caused major inconvenience
to rail users in not getting to work or school on time,
missing important appointments and meeting
connecting services.
This excellent fast rail initiative of the government was
introduced at a total cost of $80 million, yet some six
years later we all watch as it passes $1 billion. It has not
got anywhere near the efficiencies we were led to
believe it would have, and the speed of this rail service
has not been dramatically improved over what was in
place.
Rail safety remains a significant issue in Victoria. The
creation of new authorities like the Office of the
Director of Public Transport Safety and the Office of
Chief Inspector of Public Transport and Marine Safety
Investigations, both appointed off the hand of the
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minister, may be good in creating more jobs, but on
past performance will not deliver any further on time
safety outcomes or grow the confidence of Victorians
in gaining independent findings.
The installation of what is recognised as second-rate
safety equipment to all our trains has seen problems
grow even further. Victoria’s assessments of safety
records and safety equipment installed to date have not
been well received by users over recent times. This bill
throws little light on bettering the current situation.
Most of the concerns of Victorians relate to the
below-average infrastructure and not operational
performance. There is a clear difference between
infrastructure and operational performance. If this
government wants a safe system it must invest in new
infrastructure immediately, as too little has been put in
over the last seven years.
We have seen the indefinite deferment of
standardisation to Mildura, Portland and the Wodonga
bypass lines that continue to see our highways being
overloaded with heavy bulk freight that, as a
consequence, is pulling our highways to bits and
exposing our travelling public to further safety risks. I
can only draw the attention of the house to places along
the Western Highway, especially the fatigue zone we
have in Western Province. We should remove some of
the freight that moves along the Western Highway and
relieve the travelling public of some of its concerns in
relation to this heavy traffic load where in excess of
3000 transports of all configurations travel. I must say
that as time goes on, the majority of those transports are
turning to B-double configurations purely for viability
in moving freight. Unless we release some of the
pressure on the Western Highway I regret that we will
see more avoidable fatalities. That will happen if we do
not get some of that freight back on to our rail lines.
Safety at level crossings is another area that has been
neglected, especially in rural Victoria, where lives have
been lost unnecessarily. In Western Province there was
a near loss of life at Camperdown and fatalities have
occurred at both Mininera and Horsham. Further
research needs to take place so that these tragic deaths
do not continue to take place. After repeated requests to
further investigate and research some of these rail level
crossing situations, especially on the rail lines carrying
fast trains, it is disappointing that the government has
not seen fit to take this into account and put further
funding and resourcing into resolving some of these
concerns, especially when many of the crossings in
smaller towns and communities are not necessarily
being used by those who are familiar with them but by
passing traffic that is unaware of the situation.
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Reliability and timetabling are other areas that this
government has to do a lot more work on. Without the
resolution of these problems there is little doubt that
patronage will continue to diminish. People not only
want a reasonable service, but they want it on time,
every time. This should not be seen as an unreasonable
demand or request from the public on transport. At the
end of the day they are the people who are making a
commitment to pay the fares to use the service, and if
they cannot meet their destinations as they desire on
time, every time, they will be critical of the service,
which regrettably is diminishing by the month.
This government is a long way behind the eight ball on
delivering a reliable and safer rail service, yet it is not
prepared to be patient enough to be part of a national
attempt to straighten things up. It wants to take a
leading role. Governments of all persuasions want to
lead the pack in some arenas. There is a move afoot to
have unilateral legislation governing road and rail
safety and accident investigation procedures put in
place throughout Australia, and all efforts should be
made to support that initiative, but to have Victoria
running out in front with not a good track record in
safety or investigations is ludicrous. I am sure that The
Nationals have recognised this in their reasoned
amendment and will be urging the house to support it. It
is an endeavour to have the government extend its
patience a little further, so that when the uniform
legislation across the states is introduced everyone will
have some ownership of it. In that way Victoria will not
need to introduce further amending legislation.
Without extending the debate a great deal, the
opposition is on about securing a more reliable, safer
and improved rail service that offers better rolling
stock, greater reliability and safer passage for all
Victorians wishing to use the service, but at this stage
the legislation secures none of these options. At a time
when this government spends more time shoring up the
investment opportunities of its union mates with the
sale and lease-back of Southern Cross station, formerly
known as Spencer Street station, in order to swell its
election coffers, is there any reason why Victorians
should trust the government to put rail users’ safety and
interests in front of its own selfish needs?
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I am pleased to speak in
support of both the Rail Safety Bill and the Transport
Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill. This has been
an interesting but somewhat confusing debate because
of the contributions of opposition members in a number
of areas. As with all legislation, members opposite have
taken the opportunity to have a go at the government
about various transport matters.
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Hon. David Koch — I wonder why.
Mr VINEY — Indeed, Mr Koch, you might wonder
why, as we do, the Kennett government privatised the
state’s public transport system. Part of this legislation
deals with the issues that flow from that. Mr Koch also
criticised the government’s performance with the fast
rail, but what a contrast it is to have a government
investing in country Victoria’s rail infrastructure by
comparison with the seven years when former Premier
Jeff Kennett closed, for example, the railway line up to
Mr Bishop’s area as well as the line to eastern Victoria.
They are examples of the performance of members
opposite.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — You do not know what you
are talking about. The line is not closed, it is open. You
promised to upgrade it and standardise it. You walked
away from it.
Mr VINEY — The Kennett government closed rail
lines around the state and privatised the public transport
system in Victoria. Members opposite might not like
those facts, but they are true. To criticise this
government’s performance on public transport is a little
rich, because this government has been investing in
public transport. In fact the Minister for
Commonwealth Games, in his contribution during
question time today, highlighted just how successful
Victoria’s public transport system was under this
government during the Commonwealth Games. That
was because of the investments we have made in the
public transport system instead of flogging off and
ripping out resources as the Kennett government did.
This legislation needs to be seen in the context of that
background.
The other area of confusion among members opposite
during this debate is that they have clearly
misunderstood what the government is doing in relation
to its level of safety and investigation. At one level,
which is the Rail Safety Bill, the government is putting
in place a quality assurance responsibility for ensuring
the system is safe. Because our safety regulations have
evolved over time they were seen as in need of
modernising and upgrading, and that is what the
legislation does — it puts in place, as I said, a quality
assurance system that allocates who is responsible and
the levels of responsibility for the rail safety system.
It works at that level. Over the top of that level is a
second piece of legislation, the Transport Legislation
(Safety Investigations) Bill, which establishes an
investigatory responsibility through a different but
complementary system. It will investigate incidents or
accidents. That is why we are debating both bills
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concurrently, because for consistency they need to be
read together. Opposition members are confused about
this and in this process have demonstrated that they do
not know much about quality assurance.
There are two levels at which safety needs to be
ensured in transport. At one level you need to sheet
home the responsibility for ensuring our system is safe,
and that is what is done in the Rail Safety Bill. There
should be a separate and independent system that
enables the investigation of incidents and accidents that
occur. That is what the Transport Legislation (Safety
Investigations) Bill does.
Going into a bit more detail, the Rail Safety Bill
establishes safety performance duties for managers of
the rail structure, operators of rolling stock and their
suppliers and designers and manufacturers of rail
infrastructure and rolling stock. There is a strengthened
accreditation system for managers of rail infrastructure
and operators of rolling stock that is focused on
managing the risk that could lead to major rail
incidents. There is also a hierarchy of compliance,
enforcement and inspection powers, and provision for
improvement, prohibition and infringement notices and
court orders such as commercial benefits penalties and
supervisory intervention orders.
There is also in that legislation explicit recognition that
the Department of Infrastructure is responsible for rail
safety and strategic policy development. It establishes
the director, public transport safety, as a statutory office
with objects, functions and independence from
direction. It requires that the director, public transport
safety, must conduct a cost-benefit analysis of
mandatory rail safety decisions with significant cost
implications in accordance with ministerial guidelines
and that the director of public transport must conduct a
cost-benefit analysis of rail safety projects with
significant cost implications arising from
recommendations of the director, public transport
safety. At that level the quality assurance system is
being put in place under the Rail Safety Bill.
The second piece of legislation, the Transport
Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill, puts in place
the investigatory function. This bill establishes the chief
investigator, transport and marine safety investigations,
as a statutory office within the Department of
Infrastructure, with clearly defined functions and
powers. The chief investigator’s primary focus will be
on investigating and determining the causal factors in
train, tram, bus and marine incidents in Victoria. Rather
than to apportion blame, the fundamental objective of
that is to get to the basis and cause of what has taken
place in an accident.
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Hon. David Koch interjected.
Mr VINEY — I am seeing members of the
opposition laugh about this, but it is a very important
part of an investigation. If community safety and the
safety of users of and people who interface with the
system is the primary objective, it is absolutely
fundamental that those responsible have an
investigatory process that will get to the cause rather
than worrying about blame. There are ample
opportunities through all sorts of other means — for
example, when someone is prosecuted over
something — for investigations to take place about
responsibility. This is about making the safety of the
users of and those who interface with the system the
primary focus. The cynics on the other side will try to
make something of this, but it is absolutely
fundamental, if there is to be a proper investigation to
resolve problems and potential problems that could be
more widespread in the system, that there be an
investigation in which people can participate to find the
cause of a problem and put community safety as the
no. 1 priority.
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The other criticism the opposition has made is that
somehow or other Victoria is too far ahead of the rest of
the country. I am not sure in terms of — —
Hon. David Koch interjected.
Mr VINEY — That is what you said. You said that
we should wait until the rest of the country catches up
on this. Frankly, I do not agree with that. I do not think
we should be waiting and putting the users of our
public transport system at risk any more than we
should.
Hon. David Koch interjected.
Mr VINEY — We should not wait, we should get
on with it, and that is what we are doing. That is why
we are putting this in place.
I have a copy of a letter from the National Transport
Commission to Mr Howard Ronaldson, the Secretary of
the Department of Infrastructure, in which Mr Tony
Wilson, the chief executive of the NTC, said:
The actions taken by both teams —

Opposition members have been confused about what
this legislation is about. I find it hard to understand how
they can oppose this legislation and find much of what
they have said is really about using the legislation as an
opportunity to make some political points about the
management of the public transport system.
Hon. David Koch — Rubbish.
Mr VINEY — That is what you did in your
contribution, Mr Koch. You spent a fair bit of your
contribution talking about the government and the
minister’s management of the public transport system.
You did not like it when I came back and called you to
account for what your lot did when in government
during the Kennett years.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Through the Chair,
Mr Viney.
Mr VINEY — I am very pleased to support this
legislation, because it is modernising the safety system
for our public transport and bringing it into this century.
It is also putting in place a decent system of quality
assurance and an important process of investigation to
establish cause. The only way to guarantee that that will
be done to ensure the ongoing safety of people who use
and who interface with the system is to have a genuine
investigation that is not focused on finding blame but
on finding the cause.

referring to National Transport Commission and
Department of Infrastructure officers —
have achieved the level of alignment I sought on the key
issues when I raised them with you last December. No doubt
there are other current differences of lesser import which will
need to be the subject of further consideration …

This letter ends by clearly saying:
Thank you once again for your assurance relating to the
commitment given by your minister to address any substantial
and material differences which may emerge as we progress
down our respective legislative paths, and seek to achieve
national uniformity and consistency in the outcome for rail
safety.

There is absolutely no problem from the National
Transport Commission’s point of view in relation to the
government’s pushing forward with its important
obligations of ensuring that the Victorian public and
visitors to our state can be confident they can use our
public transport system and marine — —
Hon. R. H. Bowden — On a point of order, Acting
President, I believe Mr Viney is quoting from a letter
dated 22 February from Mr Wilson of the National
Transport Commission to Mr Ronaldson, the Secretary
of the Department of Infrastructure. We have heard
certain paragraphs, but that letter also clearly says that
the NTC — —
An honourable member — What is the point of
order?
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Hon. R. H. Bowden — I would like Mr Viney to
explain and read the whole letter, because there are
certain exemptions.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Bowden will be
aware that that is not a point of order. Mr Viney, to
conclude his contribution.
Mr VINEY — Thank you, Acting President. It was
a good try to waste the last minute I had. I will just say
that opposition members do not like being called to
account for what they did to our public transport system
when they were in government, and they do not like
being called to account for their hopeless confusion on
the legislation before the house.
This government will push forward with this
legislation, because it is the right thing to do to protect
the users of our public transport system and users of
marine vehicles in this state. I support the legislation
and commend it to the house.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
reply, I rise to support the bills before the house and to
oppose the reasoned amendment. The Rail Safety Bill
and the Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations)
Bill are certainly landmark steps forward for rail and
marine safety in Victoria.
All Victorians can be proud of the fact that the Rail
Safety Bill is now the model legislation for all other
Australian jurisdictions to follow to achieve nationally
uniform or consistent rail safety regulation throughout
the nation. The bill is yet another example of Victoria
leading the way on policy and legislative reform and
delivering on an important Council of Australian
Governments reform in line with the Prime Minister’s
request to the states at the COAG meeting. The
challenge is now with other Australian jurisdictions to
follow Victoria’s example and to bring their rail safety
legislation into line with this important new benchmark
for improved rail safety.
The Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill
complements the Rail Safety Bill. Together the two
bills create both a comprehensive new regime of rail
safety regulation in this state and major improvements
in safety investigations capability and requirements for
the public transport, rail freight and marine sectors.
These are without doubt the most significant reforms in
these fields in decades.
With these bills the Bracks government has
demonstrated yet again that it is prepared to act to
improve the lives of Victorians in a substantive way —
in this case, by delivering a rail safety regulation system
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that is now demonstrably the best in the country. The
bills achieve this by improving the standards of safety
of rail operations, further reducing the risks of rail
incidents, especially major incidents, and creating
independent officers to investigate the causes of rail,
tram and marine accidents and public transport safety in
the state.
While Victoria has a proud safety record in the public
transport and marine sectors, this does not mean we can
afford to sit on our laurels and not strive for
improvement. The government made a number of
amendments to the Rail Safety Bill before it was passed
in the Legislative Assembly. These changes do not alter
the substance of the legislative reforms but reflect the
outcome of very cordial discussions that took place
between the Department of Infrastructure and the
National Transport Commission to further ensure that
national consistency can be reached in this field. The
Department of Infrastructure is to be commended for
the professional way it has worked with the NTC in
resolving any matters of substance that may have
existed with the form of some provisions of the original
Rail Safety Bill.
There should be no concerns with Victoria introducing
and passing its Rail Safety Bill before the national bill
process finally concludes. On the contrary, Victoria
should be applauded for delivering the template policy
and legislation for national reform and for generating
national momentum.
The Victorian Rail Safety Bill is without doubt highly
consistent with the national Rail Safety (Reform) Bill.
This has been the subject of numerous discussions and
correspondence between the Department of
Infrastructure in Victoria, the NTC, the Australasian
Railways Association and all other jurisdictions
concerned. The result is that the NTC considers that the
Victorian bill is aligned with the national bill, and this
has been confirmed in correspondence from the chief
executive of the National Transport Commission. That
correspondence has been referred to a number of times
in the second-reading debate.
To respond specifically to a number of matters raised
by the Honourable Barry Bishop, firstly in relation to
his concerns about the independence of the chief
investigator, public transport and marine safety
investigations, I advise him that proposed section 83C
on page 7 of the bill explicitly provides that the chief
investigator must act independently and is not subject to
the direction and control of the minister.
Secondly, in relation to the matter Mr Bishop raised
concerning the definition of ‘reasonably practicable’, I
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can advise him that ‘reasonably practicable’ is defined
in clause 19 of the Rail Safety Bill, and it is the same in
substance in section 20 of the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004 as it is in the National Rail Safety
(Reform) Bill. It is a well-known and accepted concept
in safety regulation.
Thirdly, in relation to the ministerial guidelines on
cost-benefit analysis, I can advise Mr Bishop that those
guidelines have been prepared and are ready to be
published with the passage of these bills — hopefully,
shortly.
Finally, in relation to the matter of internal and external
reviews at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, I can advise Mr Bishop that these privileges
are the same as those provided under the occupational
health and safety legislation.
In conclusion, the government’s actions show that
while having the best possible rail safety regulation
system in the country is of paramount importance to the
Bracks government, it is also very prepared to act to
generate and secure consistent rail safety regulations
throughout the country. These bills are a landmark
achievement of this government, and I commend them
to the house.
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Madden, Mr

Noes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Bishop, Mr (Teller)
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL. (Teller)
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr

[*Division list subsequently corrected; see below.]

Amendment negatived.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 24
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr
Madden, Mr

RAIL SAFETY BILL
Second reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! The question before the
Chair is that the Rail Safety Bill be now read a second
time. The Honourable Barry Bishop has moved an
amendment that all the words after ‘That’ be omitted
with the view of inserting other words in their place.
The question is:
That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the
question.

House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
*Ayes, 23
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Romanes, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr (Teller)

Forwood, Mr
Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Olexander, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr (Teller)
Olexander, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Romanes, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr

Forwood, Mr
Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Division list
The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect to the
division on the reasoned amendment, an error was
made. Mr Jennings was present, so I direct his inclusion
in the voting for the ayes and that the result of the
division be changed appropriately. The result will be
ayes 23, noes 18.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
I thought the tellers had signed off on the division, so I
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am a bit confused about whether we can arbitrarily
change the record. Can you explain how that works,
please?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
indicated to the Chair that he was present in the
chamber during the count, and I can confirm he was in
the chamber during the course of the division.
Hon. Philip Davis — Does that mean that in future
the Chair can do a quick headcount and get a result
much more expeditiously?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will leave that to the
Standing Orders Committee to resolve.

RAIL SAFETY BILL
Third reading
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank honourable members for their
contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION (SAFETY
INVESTIGATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank honourable members for their
contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — In rising to
speak on the Justice Legislation (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill it was my intention on behalf of the
opposition to indicate that we will be supporting this
legislation. However, I now wish to inform the house
that we will not be supporting the legislation. We
simply will not be opposing it, and I might take a
minute to explain why.
Just 5 minutes ago I received from the minister a whole
series of amendments to this particular piece of
legislation. The amendments insert a whole new
part 13, which deals with amendments to the Legal
Professions Act. These amendments run to two pages,
and opposition members have not seen them before and
have not had an opportunity to have a briefing on them.
As I understand it, they are not amendments that were
moved in the other place or they would be part of the
bill.
I must say to the government that I think this is a bit of
a poor show. I suspect it is not deliberate, that it is just
confusion and a general bungle. I always prefer the
stuff-up theory over a conspiracy theory, but the truth is
that it is a very poor show that the government could
not get its act together and make the opposition aware
of these amendments. It should not happen, and it
certainly does not help the proper management or
functioning of this house. The government should go
away from this with its tail between its legs. This is not
the sort of thing that should happen. It is very poor.
Because we simply have not had a chance to look at
these amendments, I am not able to say that we can
support this piece of legislation. On a quick perusal the
amendments do not seem overly contentious, but we
have not had the chance of taking any advice or having
a briefing on them. I find the whole procedure quite
unacceptable and regrettable.
I will turn to the bill, because we got the amendments at
only 30 minutes to midnight. It deals with a whole
series of amendments to various legal — —

JUSTICE LEGISLATION (MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Wednesday, 29 March 2006

COUNCIL

The PRESIDENT — Order! I need to interrupt
Mr Strong. For some unknown reason, we are having
difficulty with his microphone. Although the light is on,
Hansard is not picking up his voice through the
machine. As a result of the technical difficulties with
the microphones, I will suspend the sitting until the
ringing of the bells.
Sitting suspended 5.02 p.m. until 5.44 p.m.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
there have been some difficulties with the recording
system in the chamber. We currently have a steno
reporter recording proceedings in the house. I have
spoken to the party leaders, who have agreed that we
will adjourn the bill before the house. The minister will
then move that the house be adjourned, which will
allow our technical people time to resolve the issue. I
apologise to members for any inconvenience.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham).
Debate adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 5.45 p.m.
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Thursday, 30 March 2006
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sound system
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to advise
members about the difficulties we had yesterday with
the sound system. Obviously it is now operational. The
equipment will be rebuilt through Friday night and over
the weekend and will be tested on Sunday ready for us
to be sure of full capacity next week. It is operational,
and Hansard is recording everything that is said in the
house.

PETITIONS
Water: fluoridation
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria praying that the
Legislative Council of Victoria does not support the
addition of fluoride to any Victorian water supply,
including water in the Central Highlands and
Grampians Wimmera Mallee regions, in view of
current scientific doubts regarding its safety
(55 signatures).
Laid on table.

Neighbourhood houses: funding
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the state
government commit to appropriate funding and
resourcing for neighbourhood houses, so that both
the hours of operation and programs offered, and
the remuneration of neighbourhood house
coordinators can be increased and expanded
(69 signatures).
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HADDEN — On a point of order, President, it
is my understanding that when petitions are being read
in the house on behalf of citizens of this state, that is
done without rude interjections from government
members.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is no point of
order. That is not the case. The member will continue
tabling her petition.
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Ms HADDEN — Further on the point of order,
President, are you then saying it is the case that when
petitions are tabled in this house on behalf of the
citizens of Victoria, the member presenting them is able
to be heckled by this lunatic fringe on my left?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have made my
ruling. It is for me, not Ms Hadden, to control the
house. I ask her to continue tabling the petition.
Laid on table.

Schools: public education
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West)
presented petition from certain citizens of Victoria
requesting that any new education and training
legislation should — (1) provide adequate public
funding that is not restricted to ‘key learning areas’;
(2) reject any proposed legal endorsement of
compulsory fees or voluntary levies; (3) oppose
corporate sponsorship and control by private
interests; (4) ensure that public funding is not
subject to or dependent upon private interests; and
(5) ensure separate funding, administration and
regulation of public schools from private schools
(118 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Consumer Affairs Victoria — Report, 2004–05.
Ombudsman — Improving Responses to Allegations
Involving Sexual Assault, March 2006.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificate under section 9(6) in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 24.
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Reports, 2005, from the
Chief Commissioner of Police and the Secretary of the
Department of Primary Industries (three papers).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sessional orders
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That sessional order 15 be suspended to the extent necessary
to enable more than 15 members to speak on the motion ‘That
the house do now adjourn’ this day.

Motion agreed to.
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Commonwealth Games: volunteers
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I wish to
acknowledge the role that volunteers played in
delivering the Commonwealth Games in Melbourne
recently. An enormous effort was put in by thousands
of volunteers from Victoria, who wanted to unite and
present our wonderful state in a positive manner to
visitors to Victoria.
It is always difficult when you have to handle large
numbers in crowds. I must say that my dealings with
volunteers were very positive. They were all very
cheerful, very welcoming and very helpful. I was
pleasantly surprised when I arrived at the swimming on
the Sunday morning to be greeted by a volunteer from
Shepparton, Liri Rustem. It was a wonderful
opportunity for me to be able to acknowledge her
efforts on the day.
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athletes competing in the games. We only hope people
from those places will now decide to spend their
tourism dollars visiting Victoria and seeing our great
city first hand.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I rise to inform the house
of my dismay at the public statements of the federal
industrial relations minister, Mr Kevin Andrews, I read
today. He now says he is willing to review the
WorkChoices legislation if necessary. My question to
my colleagues is this: is this the result of the criticism
he has received from the H. R. Nicholls Society, which
claims that his legislation is more draconian and worse
than the situation in communist Russia, or is it
accurately being suggested that he now senses he may
have got it wrong after the horror stories that emerged
across the country during the first two days we have
had the new system?

I especially acknowledge the biggest volunteer of them
all, Ron Walker, who put in a tremendous effort and
delivered a wonderful games in Victoria.

Yesterday, for instance, 16 workers at an aged care
facility in Morwell were sacked. They were told that
they could reapply for their jobs the next day with
significant reductions et cetera. My advice to those
opposite is to get used to it, because every day from
now until the next federal election there will be a horror
story for them to stew on. The changes will drive the
union movement up, and those opposite know it. I am
not trying to suggest that we are not grateful, because
we are, but we are bitter that so many working people
and their families are paying the price for the ideology
and hatred for workers of those on the other side. They
will pay at the next federal election — mark my words.

Commonwealth Games: benefits

Hazardous waste: Nowingi

Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I rise to
congratulate and commend everyone who had an input
into the success of the Commonwealth Games — the
organisers, the volunteers, the athletes and the tens of
thousands of spectators who attended events. This was
a clear demonstration to the world once again of why
Melbourne has a reputation of being the sporting capital
of the world.

Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — In light of
the controversial start to the panel hearings into the
government’s flawed proposal to place a toxic waste
dump in pristine Mallee wilderness, miles from
Melbourne, it has been revealed that the Bracks
government is prepared to splurge taxpayers money on
the legal argument in an effort to steamroll and bully
the Sunraysia community.

Detractors of the games have made some valid
comments about the games representing an
anachronistic notion of the British commonwealth, and
about the standard of the athletes not being first class,
with top-class athletes from places like the United
States of America, Europe and Eastern Europe not
being represented. Notwithstanding the fact that we did
not have a chance to showcase our magnificent state to
some key markets in the world, no doubt we have
impressed those parts of the world that have had

The government has received over 1700 submissions
which outline why this project should not proceed, and
now it has released more supplementary reports, which
many residents have not had the opportunity to even
read. The unveiling of the large and expensive legal
team the government is going to use has left our locals
stunned. Obviously the government was never
expecting the level of resistance to the project that our
community has shown, and has therefore unleashed its

I was also very pleased with the way the volunteers
treated my father, who is on oxygen. Although he will
not ask for special treatment, because he feels that is for
the disabled and those who have less mobility than him,
dad does have difficulty in getting around. The way the
volunteers treated him was wonderful. They were on
the lookout for those who needed special help, and he
was transferred by buggy to and from the venue.
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full legal capacity in an attempt to intimidate and force
the community to submit to this flawed proposal.
To have this project arrogantly foisted upon us with
scant regard for how we feel about it is one thing, but it
is an act of total arrogance and aggression to attempt to
hamstring the locals’ fight with legal bills. If this
government is fair dinkum about governing for all
Victorians, it must offer assistance for our fight so that
Mallee taxpayers are not forced to fund both sides,
whether the result is their demise or their salvation.
I call on the Premier to immediately provide assistance
to the Mildura Rural City Council so that the local
community is able to fight fairly by matching the legal
might that the government has thrown at us.

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — We are only a few
days into John Howard’s new industrial relations
regime and already havoc has set in. We have seen
reports in the media showing businesses quickly
ripping entitlements from their workers. Within a day,
companies here in Victoria were sacking permanent
workers and rehiring them the next day as casuals,
therefore not having to provide them with the pay and
conditions that Australians have fought for so hard over
the past century. We also see companies playing hard
ball with anti-union tactics, such as bugging private
meetings between union representatives and their
members. In one case a company in Port Melbourne
appears to have sacked eight of its workers because of
their connection to their union. It is just a disgrace.
The Liberals and Nationals should be ashamed that they
brought in a system that is weighted so heavily towards
companies, to the detriment of ordinary Victorians and
their families. I was staggered to hear the workplace
minister, Kevin Andrews, say that a boss could sack a
worker because they did not like them. Why do we
have laws prohibiting sex or racial or religious
discrimination any more? Bosses can sack workers just
because they do not like them! Maybe the boss did not
like them because they were not prepared to work on
Anzac Day, Christmas Day and every weekend without
penalties. Maybe the boss did not like them because
they were not prepared to work for slave wages. Maybe
the boss did not like them because the workers wanted
to be treated like human beings.
These are dark days for workers in Australia and when
the election comes around I hope that they all
remember that it is the Liberals and Nationals who
are — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Latrobe: property damage claim
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Recently one of
my constituents, Mrs Kaye Byl of Traralgon, tripped on
a faulty section of footpath in the city of Traralgon and
suffered some significant facial injuries and broke her
prescription sunglasses. She made some inquiries with
Latrobe City Council as to a possible reimbursement
for property damage, in particular for her prescription
glasses. She was told by way of letter from Latrobe city
that its road management plan accords with the
Victorian Road Management Act and that in particular
section 110 of that act provides in part:
(3) A road authority is not liable for property damages
where the value of the damage is equal to or less than
the threshold amount.

The threshold amount under the Road Management Act
is $1020. Because in this instance the property damage
did not come near $1020, Mrs Kaye Byl has no claim
whatsoever for an accident which was no fault of hers.
Most people would consider that a most unfair
situation. My request this morning is that the
government look into this as a matter of urgency and do
what is necessary so that people who suffer some
property damage in circumstances similar to those I
have described can make a claim and have the cost of
property damage reimbursed to them.

Youth: Pakenham mobile service
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — On Sunday
I will be representing the Minister for Employment and
Youth Affairs in launching the Uniting Care
Connections mobile youth service in Pakenham. Next
week is National Youth Week. The Victorian
government, in partnership with VicHealth, has given
more than $150 000 to 64 organisations to stage events
during the week. The launch of the Uniting Care
Connections mobile youth service will follow the
Yackaboo street parade in Pakenham.
Grassmere-Cardinia Youth Services, as part of Uniting
Care Connections, has been providing a range of
services to young people for over 10 years.
Uniting Care Connections was successful in securing
trust funds from the Lord Mayor’s Charitable Fund and
the Collier Trust to purchase a caravan as the starting
point for developing a mobile youth service. The
caravan has been modified to present a youth-friendly
and distinctive appearance. The design of the caravan
was developed by Cardinia Victorian certificate of
applied learning students and painted with donated
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paint by volunteer students of AirBrush Venturi. The
caravan will be used to take programs, information
about youth services and general support to young
people in outlying areas of Cardinia shire.
I am very much looking forward to launching the
mobile youth service and congratulate everyone who
has been involved in this project.

Dwyer’s Sawmill
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — Shame on the Bracks
Labor government and the Minister for Environment in
the other place, John Thwaites, for turning their backs
on sustainable timber harvesting in the Wombat State
Forest. They have effectively shut down the Wombat
community forest management process by sacking the
community working groups and forcing Dwyer’s
Sawmill to close down. Dwyer’s Sawmill has been a
local family-owned and operated small business for
four generations. The Labor government has forced its
closure and the loss of six jobs. Minister Thwaites has
starved Dwyer’s Sawmill of its legal annual sawlog
entitlement of 4900 cubic metres since its Our Forests
Our Future election policy of 2002. Dwyer’s Sawmill
has persevered, despite the government’s empty
promises of logs to keep the mill operating.
The Daylesford and Wombat communities are grieving
over the loss of their local mill, Dwyer’s investment in
award-winning kiln-drying equipment, local jobs and
the economic flow-on benefits from value-added timber
products to the district’s businesses and the gross
breach of trust by government. Mick Dwyer said it all
in his letter to the editor of the local Daylesford
Advocate on 15 March. It states:
Dwyer’s Sawmill did not surrender.
It was ambushed and executed by a and non-caring
government pandering to the insane whims of the lunatic
fringe of the green movement.
…
It was unjustly starved out by the DSE —

the Department of Sustainability and Environment —
under the instruction of a faceless minister and his multitude
of misguided and overpaid advisers.
…
The activity by the ill-informed and underperformed local
MP —

the member for Ballarat East in the other place —
kept in the dark by his own party for fear of his infamous
gaffes, will surely bear sour fruit at election time.
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Will the last timber worker leaving the Wombat Forest please
close the imported door behind them?

Eastern Health: facilities
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — The
Minister for Health in the other place, Bronwyn Pike,
visited the outer east last week to see the
commencement of work on the new Knox health care
facility and announced the construction of a new day
surgery unit at Angliss Hospital, both great initiatives to
improve health care for my constituents. The new
$30 million Knox health care facility will provide
30 palliative care beds and 30 geriatric rehabilitation
beds, as well as a community rehabilitation centre and
the eastern palliative care team. The co-location of the
eastern palliative care team will markedly improve the
coordination between inpatient and home-based
services. The centre will be completed by November
2007 and fully operational in early 2008. It will be a
great addition to the health services in the outer east.
Minister Pike also visited the Angliss Hospital in
Ferntree Gully to open new operating theatres and to
announce the development of a $1.3 million day
surgery unit in the section formerly used as the
emergency department. The new operating theatres
include a new computerised tomography scanner and a
surgical camera. The former emergency department
will be transformed into a 20-bed recovery unit, which
will complement the redeveloped operating suite. These
works will help patients access elective surgery locally
and more quickly, which is great news.
Angliss has also recently completed a 200-space car
park, which the locals are really pleased about, and a
$4.3 million ambulatory rehabilitation centre is
currently under construction. All these new and
redeveloped services will provide patients with access
to the best imaging, operating and rehabilitation
services in the east.

National Centre for Hellenic Studies and
Research
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am pleased to
advise that philanthropy is alive and well in Victoria.
On 11 February I attended the annual dinner dance of
the National Centre for Hellenic Studies and Research.
The centre aims to maintain and develop Greek
language, culture and Hellenic civilisation. I am pleased
to advise the house that, thanks to the generous
donation of approximately $1 million over five years by
Dr Zisis Dardalis from the well-known company
Marathon Foods, the centre will continue its work in
promoting cultural and academic research. The
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company has pledged to donate 0.5 per cent of its
annual takings.
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Unfortunately there is not an established tradition of
business philanthropy in Australia, so this significant
contribution to academic and cultural research is
particularly worthy of note. To some degree this is due
to the difficulty of not-for-profit charities and
organisations obtaining tax deductibility status under
federal taxation laws, which is something that I believe
needs to be looked at.
The centre will provide an avenue for second and
consecutive generations of Greek Australians with a
valuable resource. Thousands of documents,
photographs and records are stored at the centre’s
archives detailing the rich history of the Greek diaspora.
Classes include Byzantine art, Greek language and
geopolitical issues, such as the Cyprus issue. I
encourage my colleagues to consider learning more
about this centre.
I congratulate everyone at the centre and all at La Trobe
University on their efforts and wish them all the best for
the future. In particular I want to acknowledge the
support of former vice-chancellor of La Trobe
University, Professor Michael Osborne, for supporting
the centre.

SheppART Festival, Shepparton
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
want to let the house know how delighted I was to
attend a function in Shepparton on 2 March as part of
the SheppART Festival. Shepparton Art Gallery put on
a terrific exhibition of art by Kate Durham. Titled ‘And
everyone was an optimist’, Durham’s work was about
the experience of refugees in detention camps;
particularly the investigation of the sinking of the
SIEV-X in October 2001 — an horrific event.
That tragedy occurred when a boat overloaded with
some 400 asylum seekers — mostly women and
children who were attempting to reunite with their
husbands and fathers, who had protection as refugees
here in Australia — sank, drowning 353 people. The
artwork on exhibit depicted the people who died that
night.
I congratulate the artist, Kate Durham, and the
Shepparton Art Gallery for organising the festival and
including this significant exhibition. It is important to
tell the stories that help broaden the community’s
understanding of refugees’ experiences.

Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to make a contribution on the Department of Justice
annual report 2004–05. I think many today would have
been appalled to see on the front page of today’s Age
our major crime fighter in this state and our
highest-ranking detective, Assistant Commissioner
Simon Overland, being quoted on the disasters and
organised crime the justice system is presently dealing
with.
It is important to note in the report that the spin doctors
of the Bracks Labor government are at it again. On
page 13 it says, amongst other things, what it intends to
do or what it has done. Under ‘Key achievements’ the
report states the department has:
strengthened courts, Corrections Victoria and the Office of
Public Prosecutions to manage a surge in major crime trials.

It also says it has:
written laws to combat organised crime and corruption in
Victoria and supported the government to strengthen police
powers through a range of new legislation.

I can tell the house of something that the government
has failed to deliver to the people of Victoria — that is,
through its inadequate capacity to deal with the criminal
justice system and to understand the situation, it has
consistently and continually had an overcrowded prison
system.
Ms Hadden interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — For those on
the other side who do not appear to be listening and for
those who are aware, I have consistently had my
concerns placed on this house’s notice paper. I have
consistently given notice of motions that condemn the
government for its ongoing failure to acknowledge and
address the significant overcrowding of the Victorian
prison system. I have said many times that the
government has hidden the true situation and the
correct numbers. It now does not report on the prison
design capacity; it talks about ‘operational design
capacity’.
I have also continually had placed on the notice paper
items highlighting problems associated with an
overcrowded prison system. When a state has an
overcrowded prison system, its government does not
allow the correctional or criminal justice system to deal
with the facts. The community has in it some nasty
people who should be not on bail but locked up behind
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bars, awaiting trial. That is the harsh reality of our
society. Members need only look at today’s Age to see
exactly what some of the outcomes have been.
Alphonse Gangitano, who was shot dead in his
Templestowe home, was on bail for affray. ‘Mad’
Charlie Hegyalji, shot dead in his front garden, was on
bail for attempted murder. Mark Moran was shot dead,
and he was on bail for firearms charges. Dino Dibra
was shot dead and was on bail for attempted murder.
These are not trivial offences for which they are on bail.
A person charged with attempted murder should not be
allowed to float freely around. Lewis Moran was shot
dead at the Brunswick Club in 2004 and is on bail for
drug trafficking. Terence Hodson, who was on bail for
conspiracy to traffic drugs, was shot dead in my
electorate of East Yarra, along with his wife, Christine,
who in my view was an innocent person. Mario
Condello, shot dead in his North Brighton home, was
on bail for incitement to murder. Jason Moran,
suspected of killing Alphonse Gangitano and later
killed, was on bail.
The list goes on. This is a disgraceful outcome for the
people of Victoria. The major crime fighter has to go
against all the spin that is in this annual report. There is
of course Tony Mokbel. I did not want to mention
Mr Mokbel because in my view he is just one
additional person in the entire system. He is just another
person who was granted bail and has now gone — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
whilst I understand the general point Mr Dalla-Riva is
seeking to make, he is referring to a large number of
issues that are not in the report and to particular cases. I
urge Mr Dalla-Riva to refer to the report, rather than
embellishing it to cover a lot of other areas.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — On the point
of order, President, I was actually referring to page 13
and then drawing reference back to the annual report,
which the government made reference to. I believe I am
within my rights to provide that as part of my
statement.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
it has been made very clear by previous rulings by my
predecessor and me that when members are talking
about statements on reports and papers, the debate is
restricted to the report, statement or paper that is
identified on the list. It is not appropriate to go beyond
that. I just remind members of that. In part, the point of
order of the minister is upheld. I remind members to
speak within the reports, papers and statements that are
on the notice paper.
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Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I should
remind the minister to clean the wax out of his ears so
he understands exactly what I started saying about the
annual report. I was actually developing some
arguments in terms of that. The government cannot
handle the fact that it is just a lazy, incompetent
government — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Parks Victoria: report 2004–05
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) —
Unfortunately I will not be able to continue the
pyrotechnics which we have just experienced, as my
statement will be on the 2004–05 annual report of Parks
Victoria.
The chief executive of Parks Victoria, Mark Stone,
made a contribution to the report and acknowledged
that the state budget for 2005–06 had included an
additional $103 million for the next six years for the
management of parks and reserves. This additional
funding will be used for a variety of purposes, including
replacement and repair of ageing visitor facilities, an
upgrade of sporting and community facilities at Albert
Park Reserve, an expanded program of weed and pest
animal control; and funds for the establishment and
ongoing management of the Great Otway National
Park, which I know is very close to the heart of my
honourable friend Ms Carbines.
Parks Victoria in the last year has been involved in over
500 environmental projects. The majority of these were
focused on pest plant and pest animal projects. Other
work included the management of native animal
populations, protecting threatened species, ecological
farm management, grazing management and catchment
and water management.
The invaluable work contributed by volunteers was
again acknowledged in the annual report. Volunteers
contributed over 155 000 hours towards a wide variety
of park projects. One of the primary responsibilities of
Parks Victoria is to care for the natural environment;
Parks Victoria planned for and has commenced work
on proposed additions to the Parks Victoria estate,
including the creation of Point Nepean National Park,
which, as members would be aware, is in my electorate
of Western Port Province. Another objective of Parks
Victoria is to ensure that visitors into our parks enjoy
their visit and enthusiastically promote to their friends
the visiting of national parks.
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Specifically, Parks Victoria was involved in
improvement works and planning for the 2006
Commonwealth Games — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — What are you going to do
about Gunnamatta? You are talking about parks and
that whole area down there, but you are pumping
almost raw sewage down there.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — This includes the
construction of a 6.5 kilometre elite mountain bike
competition course at Lysterfield Lake park. Anyone
who watched TV last week and saw the mountain bike
event would understand how successful Parks Victoria
has been.
I would also like to make some comment on Parks
Victoria’s work in protecting Victoria’s cultural
heritage. Parks Victoria manages the most extensive
and diverse collection of cultural heritage places in
Victoria including sites of indigenous culture, early
settlement, coastal shipping, mining, natural treasures
and historic sites. As the report says, protecting our
shared heritage enables us to learn from the past and
shape the future.
Specific examples of this work included the completion
of the following: the heritage action plan for historic
water supply scheme in the Grampians National Park;
the heritage maintenance plans for the Bunyip State
Park and the Point Nepean forts; and the completion of
four indigenous cultural heritage architectural surveys,
one of which was at Point Nepean.
Parks Victoria also commenced the construction of a
$1.6 million entry building at Brambuk, the national
park and cultural centre at Halls Gap. This project was
developed under a unique partnership with local
indigenous groups and is the first stage in a project that
will cost $4.2 million and will significantly enhance the
visitor experience. Given the nature of my electorate, I
have had significant involvement with staff from Parks
Victoria and have always been impressed by their
commitment and enthusiasm for their responsibilities.
I totally reject the ongoing assertion by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition that Parks Victoria is the
neighbour from hell. In fact the only neighbour from
hell I can imagine is a member of the Liberal Party
frontbench living next door! I believe Parks Victoria
does an outstanding job in managing the natural
resources of the state. I am happy to commend it for its
excellent work and wish the staff and indeed the entire
organisation every success in the future.
In response to Mr David Davis’s interjection or
comments about the Gunnamatta outfall — and
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Mr Davis might like to listen to me! — I would like to
say to him, ‘Watch this space!’ — although
unfortunately he is not listening now.

Library Board of Victoria: report 2004–05
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — Today I
have much pleasure in speaking on this report. I would
like to speak about the stewardship issues listed on
page 14 of the report and about specific notes of the
stewardship of the collection.
In this reporting period, it is commendable and
extraordinary that the State Library of Victoria has in
fact preserved over 40 000 items. The diversity of these
items is important for us to note. They include not just
books, papers, music, children’s information and art but
a whole range of artefacts as well. I think the
community does not understand the extent and depth of
the library’s collection. It is of vital importance that its
collection is preserved properly so that future
Victorians are able to access the material and to make
sure this fragile material is properly cared for.
Many items are donated to the State Library of
Victoria. Some of them will be of great value in the
future and others may be valuable only to the people
who donate them, but all of the collections have to be
fumigated because if any mites or diseases get into
them, members can imagine what could happen to the
entire collection. That is a very important part of the
collection process. I believe the conservation librarians
do an excellent job.
However, one thing that this report speaks about that is
interesting is the disaster response, which is a critical
responsibility of preservation staff. They have attended
a number of incidents at both the Swanston Street and
offsite stores, which brings me to the Ballarat store at
Ballarat University, where the campus is going to have
a large new area of collection storage.
I have spoken at length in this chamber about the
newspapers, but the concern I have today is about what
is going to happen with the transfer of the very fragile
glass photographic slides that are a particularly special
part of the collection. We now have digital
photography, and many people in the years to come
will forget about those old reels of film that we used to
have to put into cameras, but prior to the days of film,
photographs were produced using glass slides. As you
can imagine, it was a very fragile process. One would
only have to smudge the glass and the image would be
destroyed, yet the images themselves were very
beautifully done. If members get a chance to have a
look at the glass slides, they will see the technical
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detail. I commend the people who used the slides on
their skill.
I want to know what is to happen to those slides, to the
photographs and to the recordings. Are they going to
Ballarat? If so, how are they going to be stored? How
are they going to be transported? Who is going to pack
them? Will it be specialists or will students come in and
pack them? Are they going to be properly and
realistically transported? I would like to know when
they are going to be available, because the packing and
unpacking of these goods is going to be a considerable
task, and I cannot find any time line for it in this report.
What sort of guarantee is there that these items will be
accessible without being put at risk after they are
moved to Ballarat so that researchers can examine
them — or listen to them in the case of recordings?
This is an issue we have to look at. Do we have a
guarantee that the photographs and recordings will be
available or will they be placed even further away from
those people who are currently trying to access and use
them?
It is important to know the cost of retrieving these
materials. Once they have gone to Ballarat and people
want access to the glass slides, photographs or
recordings, how much is it going to cost to retrieve
them from Ballarat and get them back to the state
library, and who will pay? Is this a cost that is going to
become a line item in the annual report? We would like
some transparency on this issue. It is important for us to
understand exactly how this is going to operate, but
there does not seem to be any information about that. I
believe the people of Victoria would like some
guarantee that these very fragile materials are not going
to be at risk. For example, will people be wearing white
gloves when they deal with these items and what sort of
supervision is there going to be when people are
loading and unloading this material for its journey
between Ballarat and the state library in Swanston
Street? I have some serious concerns, and I would like
to have some guarantees about the safety of this very
important collection.

Royal Women’s Hospital: report 2004–05
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — Since
joining the board of Box Hill Hospital in 1994, I have
had a long interest in health issues, so today I rise to
make a contribution on the 2004–05 annual report of
the Royal Women’s Hospital that was tabled in
Parliament on 16 November 2005. Whilst I remain
interested in the health of both males and females, I
have a closer interest in female health, as I chaired the
committee on female health at Box Hill Hospital.
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The Royal Women’s Hospital was established in 1856
with the peculiar title of the Melbourne Lying-in
Hospital and Infirmary for Diseases Peculiar to Women
and Children. Since that time the Royal Women’s
Hospital has developed into Australia’s largest
specialist hospital dedicated to improving the health of
women and newborn babies. It is an obstetric,
gynaecological and neonatal paediatric hospital that
provides both tertiary and specialist public primary
health care.
The vision of the Royal Women’s Hospital is to be the
health service of choice for Victorian women through
the provision of innovative, safe health care for women
of all ages and cultures and newborn babies. This is
achieved through the work of dedicated staff and
management, with the support of the Victorian
community and this government.
During the 2004–05 financial year the hospital provided
an amazing 84 657 days of admitted patient care. The
hospital cared for 300 000 women from 165 countries
who spoke 60 different languages and followed
42 religious faiths. This is compared with 82 370 days
of care in the previous financial year. The 2004–05
financial year also saw the highest number of births at
the hospital — more than 5800 babies. The fact that
more and more Victorian families are accessing the
services of the Royal Women’s demonstrates the
fantastic services it provides to our community.
The Royal Women’s Hospital is a major teaching
hospital. I congratulate it on it is holistic philosophy of
health in both preventative and curative measures.
In 2004–05 the Royal Women’s Hospital Foundation
raised an astonishing $1.3 million, including $400 000
through the hospital’s annual Mothers Day Appeal. It
then dispersed $824 000 to various activities at the
Royal Women’s, ranging from minor equipment
purchases to major research projects. It is to be
congratulated for this.
Through legislation passed in this Parliament the Royal
Women’s Hospital became an independent health
service effective from 1 July 2004. Further highlights of
the year include an award recognising the quality of
care reporting, positive financial results from operations
and — I am sure the Honourable David Davis will be
interested in this — achievement of its patient access
performance targets.
Another exciting development for the Royal Women’s
is the $250 million redevelopment in Parkville that will
begin in April 2005. This will begin a new and exciting
era in health care for Victorian women. Opening in
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mid-2008, the state-of-the-art building will provide
women and newborn babies with the very best in
world-class health — this government has an absolutely
wonderful record in doing that — including access to
the latest research and technologies. The new hospital is
being built next to the Royal Melbourne Hospital,
creating Victoria’s largest health precinct and a centre
of health and research excellence. I also hope to see the
Peter MacCallum Cancer Institute co-located to that
part of the world.
I congratulate the chair of the board of directors,
Rhonda Galbally, board members, management and
staff.

Sustainability and Environment: code of
practice for fire management on public land
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — This morning I
want to make some comments on the code of practice
for fire management on public land, revision no. 1,
which was tabled in Parliament on Tuesday this week.
This is an important document. The introduction says:
1.

This code of practice provides a framework for fire
management procedure and practice on public land in
Victoria, with appropriate links to private land.

The issue of fire management and fire prevention is a
very important one. We are all well aware that wildfire
in our state of Victoria is inevitable. For instance, in
2003 we saw some of the disastrous impacts of wildfire
in Victoria when more than 1 million hectares of public
land was burnt. Earlier this year we also saw some very
significant wildfires taking place in the Grampians area
of Victoria and the Moondarra area in Gippsland. So
wildfire is inevitable, and it is important that we as a
state and the department as a public land manager be
well prepared to address the issue of wildfire when it
arrives. This document sets out the framework by
which the department is given the responsibility for fire
management preparation and protection. It is a review
of the 1995 code, as legislation requires that this code
be reviewed every 10 years.
Some of the respondents who have been part of the
review process have suggested to me that the review
should have been undertaken by an organisation
independent of government. The review was
undertaken by the Department of Sustainability and
Environment itself, and I know that it consulted widely
and had regional meetings to review the code, some of
which I was invited to. However, DSE did the revision,
and many people have indicated to me that it would
have been far better had it been done by an independent
organisation.
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Some important things are set out in the code, and I am
not denying that they are important and necessary, but
some things have been said to me in response to it
about the lack of specifics in the outline in the code. I
understand the limitations of a code, and that it cannot
prescribe everything in detail. Nevertheless when
people see a code of practice for fire management they
look for definitive guidelines on how the department
intends to apply certain procedures.
For example, the paragraph headed ‘Seasonal
limitations’ simply describes the fact that:
Departmental instructions, prescriptions and guidelines which
address the conduct of prescribed burning must accommodate
seasonal variations (e.g. spring, late summer) which affect the
conduct of prescribed burning.

There is a similar general statement about weather and
fuel conditions.
It seems to me that this code of practice would be
enhanced by being at least a little more specific about
the season and weather conditions in which
fuel-reduction burning could be undertaken. The code
gives scope to be more specific in regard to that.
There is a similar issue with fuel breaks, which is
another example of where the department could have
been more specific in what it says. Under the paragraph
headed ‘Fuelbreaks’ it says:
The department may designate strategic areas to be formed
and maintained permanently as fuelbreaks.

Indeed there should be; some of our general
membership in The Nationals would suggest that within
every national park management plan there should be a
defined fuel break around the park’s perimeter to
prevent wildfires spreading onto private land. The
views on that vary widely. Some suggest a firebreak
should be as narrow as 3 metres; others suggest it
should be 3 kilometres. Somewhere in between is
probably the right approach, but rather than the
department disturb by ploughing the perimeter of
private land in the event of fire so as to create a
firebreak on that private land, as public land managers
it should ensure that firebreaks are in place on the
public land.
On perimeter controls, the department says that in a
prescribed burning situation, the perimeters should be
patrolled until the fire is secure. Of interest is the
Wilson’s Promontory fire, when the prescribed burn
was undertaken successfully but the perimeter was left
unpatrolled, which is when the fire got out of control.
The issue of perimeter controls and long-term patrols of
the perimeter is important.
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The last thing I want to say about the report is that any
code is only as good as the resources government is
prepared to put in to make it effective. In respect of fire
management, I still think a lot more resources should be
allocated by the government to ensure Victoria has
effective fire protection measures.

Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management
Board: report 2005
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased
this morning to have the opportunity to speak about the
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board
annual report 2004–05. In Victoria we are very
fortunate to have so many alpine areas, and Mount
Hotham is a very fine example of them. I have to say at
the start that having grown up in Manchester, England,
and having seen urban snow which very often is dirty
sludge, I am not a great lover of snow.
I do not spend much time at alpine resorts, but I totally
acknowledge that the alpine resorts in Victoria are
incredibly important to our regional and state economy.
They give much pleasure to many Victorians and
visitors from interstate who do not have the same
natural environment we enjoy here; and of course they
generate much economic opportunity for many of the
small country towns that are situated in alpine areas.
Mount Hotham is a very fine example of an alpine
resort in Victoria. I have holidayed at Bright and been
up to Mount Buffalo but I cannot remember being to
Mount Hotham.
I enjoyed reading the annual report, which is very
detailed and interesting. It explains the history of
Mount Hotham and the recreational sport of skiing in
Victoria. I was interested to read that Victorians first
turned their minds to using the state’s alpine areas for
recreation in the 1870s. From that time Victorians have
enjoyed their recreational time in the alpine
environment, particularly at Mount Hotham.
I read in the overview section of the report, under
‘Mount Hotham — our history’, that the first ski club at
Mount Hotham was built in the 1940s. It does not seem
a long time ago that the clubs and resorts were
established at Mount Hotham — skiing is actually a
very young sport in Victoria and obviously the idea of
having resorts is quite a young one; it only dates back
some 60 years. Mount Hotham has been considered as
one of Victoria’s premier snow resorts since the late
1940s.
I was interested to read the report of the board’s
chairman, Geoff Provis. I congratulate him for his
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leadership of the board. I know he is considered to be
doing an excellent job. In his report he articulated that
visitor numbers at Mount Hotham in the period for
which this report is relevant have been down, due to
very average snow conditions. We all acknowledge that
last ski season was not such a great one, and therefore,
all our alpine resorts have not had the visitor numbers
they would have liked. He explains that the number of
visitors in the preceding two ski seasons was very high,
so we can only hope for a very good ski season this
year, with plenty of snow. But that is beyond the
Bracks government’s control!
I was very interested to read in the report also about the
water trust project and that Mount Hotham is leading
the way in the use and reuse of recycled water. It has
received a significant government grant through the
Victorian Water Trust to implement water reuse
measures.
I notice that the report refers with some poignancy to
the tragic aircraft accident at Hotham airport on 8 July
2005 in which Ryan and Cathy Ray and pilot Russell
Lee died. Russell Lee was a constituent of mine and I
had spent many hours talking with him about weed
management and his worries about air pollution coming
from a farm adjoining the airport at Ceres. I am very
pleased to see that Russell has been soundly
acknowledged by the chairman in his report.

Sustainability and Environment: report 2004–05
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My matter
concerns the Department of Sustainability and
Environment (DSE) report, 2004–05.
Mr Lenders — What happened to all those hospital
boards you used to talk about?
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I would be happy to talk
about them again and do from time to time in this
house, but they usually relate to my own electorate, as
Mr Lenders knows.
Today my matter concerns the annual report of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment and in
particular the management of the department with the
slashing of 75 jobs. Various significant concerns have
been expressed by the Community and Public Sector
Union, mates of government members. I note a number
of important points have been made including that by
Karen Batt that:
Seventy-five real jobs are being abolished, including some on
the lowest pay scales, while there are more executive officers
and associated consultants and contractors in DSE now than
in 1998 …
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DSE spending on executive salaries has increased over the
same time in the order of 20 per cent.

I think the government has its priorities wrong. It is
slashing the staff while increasing the number of
executives.
It is my point today to bring to the house’s attention one
particular section of the department that is about to bear
the blowtorch, and that is the land stewardship and
biodiversity group which contains the historic places
section. That is to lose a number of staff. I understand
the historic places section is to be permanently
disbanded, which is a serious concern.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva — It replaces the fat cats!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I know it will replace
some fat cats, as Mr Dalla-Riva says. With his scrutiny
of government hat on, he is well aware of them. That is
happening right across this government.
Mr Lenders — He lost that hat.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, he put that hat back
on for that comment. I make the point that this is a very
important group with strong links to community
historical societies. It has a significant bank of
knowledge about our industrial heritage and about a
number of important issues through the various areas
managed by the department.
I draw the house’s attention to a letter I have in my
possession from the Daylesford and District Historical
Society directed to the Premier, the Honourable Steve
Bracks, dated 4 February. It states in part:
We request that the section not be disbanded, that it continue
with its important work, that it be adequately funded and that
its relevance to day-to-day land management be accepted and
imposed at planning and implementation level.

It makes the important point:
The section’s responsibilities and strengths should not be
confused with those of Heritage Victoria. The two
organisations are complementary, with Heritage Victoria
having overarching responsibility for heritage protection,
particularly that of state significance, across public and
private land, and the historic places section having the
in-house DSE responsibility for heritage management on
public land under DSE control.

That is a significant area of the state. Many national
parks contain significant heritage areas and issues
which need to be properly addressed as part of the
management by the department. The letter goes on to
say that the section was developed during the 1980s.
The letter further states:
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If the historic places section is dismantled, how will the
department meet its goals for cultural heritage? Cultural
heritage is of course a major ‘outcome’ for DSE between
2005 and 2006!

I make the point that the sacking of jobs in DSE comes
at a time when the environmental significance of many
government decisions is being scrutinised and the
government needs the best advice in this area. It seems
to me that the government has its priorities wrong in
cutting specialists, scientists and others who can make
an input in getting balanced and thoughtful decisions
while increasing the number of executives.
I make the point that concerns have been expressed by
the Royal Historical Society of Victoria and the
National Trust of Australia. Both those organisations
are concerned. I know many small historical societies
around the state are also expressing severe misgivings
about the government’s direction. This government
needs to take a good hard look at itself. Its priorities are
wrong. It is potentially an act of vandalism to disband
this section and to leave the Department of
Sustainability and Environment without the proper
capacity to report on these issues.

Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board:
report 2005
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am very pleased to have the opportunity to speak on the
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board report
2005 tabled recently. It is well worth taking a look at
the report.
I congratulate the management board, chaired by Judy
Ward with David Shaw, the deputy chair, and members
Carol Stuart, Lynn Gibbs, Graham Irish and Jacques
Merkus. I congratulate them not only on the work they
have done at Falls Creek but also on an excellent report.
I always look carefully at these reports tabled in
Parliament and I have to say this is a terrific report not
just generally speaking but for Falls Creek as well. It is
a very clear and easy to read report with fantastic
photos of a part of Victoria that we are all very proud of
and that I am pleased to visit.
Some of the highlights outlined in the report over the
last 12 months include the funding commitment that the
management board has been involved in regarding the
sealing of the Bogong High Plains Road and the
creation of the vital tourist link; the selection of the
developer for the Falls Creek Village Plaza, which is a
big project and will deliver important new facilities for
the community and guests in what is a key precinct in
the Falls Creek Village. During the last 12 months the
management board received accreditation by Green
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Globe 21 — an international certification program for
ecologically and socially sustainable tourism. That is a
terrific achievement by the management board. There
was a further increase of 2 per cent in the number of
visitors during the winter period of the 2005 reporting
period, which continues to build on the growth seen
over the past two years. There has been significant
growth in the number of visitors making their way up
there during that period.

since the introduction of accrual accounting in the late
1990s. It was an initiative of the previous government
to move from cash accounting to accrual accounting. A
lot of the work in transferring the Victorian government
from cash to accrual accounting was done under the
leadership of Roger Hallam in, I think, 1997–98. That
provided a much more accurate picture of the state of
the budget and the general finances of the state than the
previous cash accounting had done.

The board of management reported that one of the
highlights has been the successful bid for Victorian
government funding of $3.1 million under the Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund for an all seasons
gateway project. That was approved by the state
government through the fund in November 2005.

Of course one of the shortcomings of transferring from
cash to accrual accounting was the lack of long-term
comparability between the current year and previous
years. Although some accounts were produced to allow
for a degree of comparability with previous years,
obviously the long-term series were not possible. It is
the same this year with the adoption of the Australian
international financial reporting standards. While I
commend the department on being one of the first
departments in Australia to adopt these standards, we
certainly hope that we will now have some stability in
the reporting framework used by government so that
historic comparisons will be possible.

One of the other things highlighted in the report is the
improved guest satisfaction rating and the accolades
received by Falls Creek ski lifts relating to performance
and reliability, service, snowmaking, grooming and the
range of products and quality of the events run at Falls
Creek. There is no doubt that one of the best ways to
find out what people think of what you are doing and
how well you are doing it is to ask them for their views.
It is great to see that involvement in these guest
satisfaction ratings. There has been considerable
investment at Falls Creek, with major new grooming
equipment, snow-making infrastructure and ski fields
planning, and — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Treasury and Finance: report 2004–05
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I wish to make a statement on the annual report of the
Department of Treasury and Finance for 2004–05. I
start by placing on record the support that the secretary
of the department, Ian Little, enjoys from this side of
the house. Mr Little has been secretary of the
department since 1998. He was appointed by Alan
Stockdale and Roger Hallam in their respective roles as
Treasurer and Minister for Finance, and he has
performed that role over that period with great aplomb.
He continues to enjoy the support and confidence of
members on this side.
The report outlines some of the key achievements of the
department and the key issues undertaken in 2004–05. I
would like to touch on a couple of those, the first being
the adoption of the Australian version of the
international financial reporting standards. That is
probably the single largest change to reporting
standards undertaken by the Victorian government

One of the other issues that the department notes as an
achievement is the delivery of the state budget last
May. It is interesting to note that this was the budget
that was leaked to David Broadbent at Channel 9. The
annual report makes some comment about the
investigation undertaken by PricewaterhouseCoopers.
Hon. Andrea Coote — Is it true it was leaked by
the Treasurer?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — It is interesting
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition asks if it is
true it was leaked by the Treasurer, because the annual
report refers to the PricewaterhouseCoopers report,
which is on the department’s web site. Although I give
credit to PricewaterhouseCoopers for the forensic work
it did — it is extraordinary to read the detail it went
into — the report is very circumspect in its comments
about where the leak came from. While there was an
interview with the Treasurer’s office and the Premier’s
office, apparently there was no interview with the office
of the Minister for Finance That is quite extraordinary.
The fact that so many resources were committed to this
indicates just how much the Treasurer had his nose out
of joint.
Another area that the department picks up on is the
issue of commonwealth-state financial relations and the
imbalance between states, particularly with the New
South Wales and Victoria contributing subsidies to
Queensland, Western Australia, South Australia,
Tasmania and the Northern Territory, and a minor
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subsidy to the Australian Capital Territory. This is an
area in which I believe the states have a unique
opportunity. Certainly we would like to see this area
rebalanced, and having state Labor governments in all
states and territories provides a unique opportunity for
the individual states to reach agreement on readdressing
the balance. While we can talk about it, it would be
good to see some action from the states and territories,
while they all have Labor governments, to address this
important issue and ensure that in the future Victoria
gets a more equitable share of revenue. Although
evidence is provided that the imbalance is on a per
capita basis, I do not think we can argue that Victoria
should simply get a per capita allocation of revenue,
because you could then extend that to local government
and say that the local government area should get
revenue on a that basis.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Budget sector: mid-year financial report 2005–06
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — I rise to
speak on the 2005–06 mid-year financial report, which
is a half-yearly report of the corporation of Victoria, as
it were. It shows the obscene level of taxation that this
government is pulling out of the Victorian economy
while failing to give any of it back in tax breaks. If
members look at land tax, which is one of the most
terrible taxes we have at the moment, they will see that
it brings in about $1 billion, and if they listen to the
figures I am about to read out, they will understand why
it is obscene and why the government does not give
Victorians tax breaks.
The highlights at page 1 show a profit for the
government sector, not the full corporation of Victoria,
of almost $1.8 billion in the first half of the year, so
why can’t the government give something back in land
tax relief? The report goes on in the same overview to
say that the higher than expected result for the year to
date is because of a higher than expected level of
income received from dividends and public utilities.
I turned to some of the detailed tables at page 20 to see
where this increased revenue came from, given that the
summary indicates it came from investment revenues.
Interestingly if you compare the result for 2005 with the
result for the same half year in 2004, you see that
investment revenues have increased by $86 million but
that general taxation increased by $1.16 billion, so the
increase in investments is swamped by the increase in
taxation. The schedule at page 23 shows the cash flows
coming into the state. When you compare the first six
months of 2005 with the first six months of this year
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you see that the cash flow coming into the state
increased by $2 billion. These are obscene amounts of
money that are being ripped out of this community.
What does this mean for the full year? The annual
report shows that last year Victoria made a staggering
$3.96 billion surplus, or profit — almost $4 billion
profit. It took that much more money out of Victoria
than it needed to. The year before it was a huge
$3.7 billion. When you go back to last year you find
that it took $2263 more out of the Victorian community
per family than it had to. It is a disgrace that the
government keeps taking the money out and not giving
any back in tax deductions. When I talk about these
obscene increases in tax, people ask me, ‘What have we
got for it? Have waiting lists reduced?’, and the answer
is no. They ask, ‘Is education better?’, and clearly it is
not. They ask, ‘Is public transport working better?’, and
it is not. They ask, ‘Has law and order improved and do
people feel safer?’, and the answer to that is always no.
People are more concerned with law and order than
they used to be.
So it is about time that this government, which is raking
in huge amounts of money, as shown in this half-year
financial report, gave some of that money back. As I
said, the report shows a surplus for the
inner-government sector, but if we look at Victoria as a
whole we see that the surplus for the first six months is
$1.9 billion. Clearly for the full 12 months we will be
looking at a surplus equal to or greater than last year’s
surplus of almost $4 billion. The first priority for giving
some of it back should be in land tax because with land
tax at $1 billion that would use barely one-quarter of
the $4 billion. So let us have some money back from
the obscene amounts that the government is taking out
of our society.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation), Hon. T. C. Theophanous (Minister for
Energy Industries) — I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 34, the second-reading
speech be incorporated into Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
The Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 (the act) makes
provision for the construction, operation and the shortening of
language used in acts of Parliament and subordinate
instruments. This bill will make a number of miscellaneous
amendments to clarify and improve the operation of the act.
This is a technical bill, but I will go through each clause in
turn because the act is of vital importance to the drafting and
interpretation of legislation in Victoria.
Clauses 1 and 2 are standard provisions dealing with the
purpose and commencement of the bill.
Clause 3 of the bill deals with the numbering of acts.
Section 9 of the act provides that acts passed in each calendar
year shall be numbered in regular arithmetical series,
beginning with the number 1 in the order in which they
receive royal assent.
There is a gap in the number of the acts that received royal
assent in 2005. There is no act 68 of 2005. The act does not
set out the consequences of a gap in numbering. Arguably,
the gap simply presents a citation issue of no legal
consequence. However, in order to ensure that the gap does
not leave open the possibility of a technical challenge to the
acts that have been numbered following the gap, clause 3
amends section 9 to provide that a failure to number acts as
provided in section 9 does not affect the validity, operation or
effect of an act passed in any given year.
Clause 4 of the bill amends provisions in the act dealing with
the commencement of acts. Section 11(1)(b) of the act
provides that where no day is fixed for an act to come into
operation, it is to come into operation 28 days after it receives
royal assent. The 28 days allowed sufficient time for the
publication of the act. Advances in technology now allow acts
to be published online within 24 hours of passage so the
28-day delay in commencement is no longer relevant.
Furthermore, it can be difficult to calculate the 28-day period
since it is unclear whether weekends and holidays should be
included in the calculation.
Clause 4 addresses this issue by amending section 10A to
provide for the power to fix a day or days of commencement
where an act makes no provision for the commencement of a
particular provision of the act, or makes no provision for the
commencement of the act or more than one provision of the
act. In these circumstances, commencement will be on
proclamation or on the first anniversary of the passing of the
act, whichever is earlier. Clause 4 also replaces sections 11(1)
and (2) to remove section 11(1)(b) and make sections 11(1)
and (2) easier to read.
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body may meet and exercise a power in the same manner and
subject to the same conditions or limitations as if the act were
in operation. The exercise of these powers does not confer a
right or impose an obligation on a person before the
commencement of the act except to the extent necessary to
bring the act or relevant provision into operation.
The new section 13 will also make it clear that a person or
body appointed can be remunerated during the interim period.
It will also provide that the duration of an appointment during
the interim period is not to be taken into account in
calculating the duration of an appointment after the act
commences. If an act provides that a person may be
appointed for a three-year term the three years will run from
the date of the commencement of the act not from the date of
the appointment in the interim period.
Clause 6 amends sections 14 and 28 of the act. Section 14
provides for the effect of the repeal of an act or where it
otherwise ceases to operate. For example, section 14 includes
a provision that the repeal of an act does not revive the
operation of any act that had been repealed by the
first-mentioned act. Section 28 similarly provides for the
effect of the repeal of subordinate legislation or where it
otherwise ceases to operate.
Clause 6 amends sections 14 and 28 to clarify that where an
act or subordinate instrument contains a provision that:
is of a saving or transitional nature; or
validates anything that would otherwise be invalid; or
requires a reference to an entity or a class of entity in an
act or subordinate instrument or other instrument to be
construed as a reference to another entity or class of
entity —
the repeal of the provision, or where the provision otherwise
ceases to operate, does not affect the operation of that
provision.
It is common for provisions of this nature to be repealed after
they have taken effect as part of the ongoing program of
statute law revision. The repeal is done on the basis that it will
not affect the operation of the provision. The amendment
makes the effect of the repeal of these types of provisions
absolutely clear.

Clause 5 of the bill deals with the exercise of powers between
the passing and commencement of an act or subordinate
instrument. Section 13 of the act sets out the powers that may
be exercised under an act between the passing and
commencement of an act. This section is often utilised to
facilitate the practical implementation of an act prior to its
commencement. For example, it allows for necessary
regulations to be prepared, required office space to be leased
and appointments to be made.

Clause 7 of the bill deals with the construction of references
in acts or subordinate instruments to renumbered or relocated
provisions. Section 17 of the act provides for the construction
of references in acts to other enactments. Section 31 of the act
similarly provides for the construction of references in
subordinate instruments to other enactments. It is not
uncommon for acts and subordinate instruments in Victoria to
refer to provisions of acts in other jurisdictions — particularly
commonwealth acts. On occasion, the federal government
inserts a provision into an act that allows for the automatic
renumbering of provisions in an act or the relocation of
provisions within the act following significant amendments.
This technique helps to avoid the awkward numbering of
sections that can result from the insertion of numerous new
provisions into an act.

Clause 5 substitutes a new section 13 to more clearly set out
the powers that may be exercised during this interim period.
The amendment clarifies that a person appointed during the
interim period can exercise a power under the act and that a

Clause 7 inserts new sections 17(1A) and 32(1) to provide for
the construction of references in Victorian acts and
subordinate instruments to provisions in other enactments that
are renumbered or relocated. The amendments will provide
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that if a provision is renumbered or relocated, the reference in
the Victorian act or subordinate instrument is to be construed
as a reference to the provision as renumbered or relocated
unless the contrary intention appears. This will help avoid the
need to make immediate amendments to Victorian legislation
when another jurisdiction renumbers legislation.
Clause 8 substitutes a new section 26 into the act. Section 26
of the act makes provision for the exercise of powers between
the making and commencement of a subordinate instrument.
Section 26 has been replaced in line with the new section 13.
Clause 9 inserts a number of new definitions of commonly
used terms to section 38 of the act. Section 38 of the act
defines many terms that have application across all acts and
subordinate instruments unless the contrary intention appears.
This saves the need to define commonly used terms in every
piece of legislation. Some of the new terms to be defined
include ‘Chief Justice’, ‘enactment’, ‘entity’, ‘Family Court’,
‘individual’ and ‘public service’.
Clause 10 inserts a new section 38AAA into the act to
provide that where reference is made in an act or subordinate
instrument to a particular department and the name of the
department is changed under the Public Administration Act
2004 then the reference is to be taken to be a reference to the
department by its new name from the date that the name is
changed and so far as it relates to any period on or after that
date.
Clause 11 inserts a new section 38AA(1A) into the act to
recognise references to ‘Australian/New Zealand Standard’ or
‘AS/NZS’ as references to the standards published jointly by
or on behalf of Standards Australia and the Standards Council
of New Zealand.
Clause 12 of the bill inserts a new section 46A into the act
dealing with the construction of provisions relating to bodies
representing the Crown. This new section is needed to
address the recent High Court decision in McNamara v
Consumer Trade and Tenancy Tribunal and Roads and
Traffic Authority. In the McNamara case the High Court
found that a statutory body did not have the benefit of Crown
immunity even though it was described in legislation as
representing the Crown.
There are numerous Victorian statutes that have been drafted
on the basis that describing an entity as ‘representing the
Crown’ gives the body the benefit of Crown immunity. With
the existing position now overturned by the High Court, those
entities may be exposed to liabilities and obligations to which
it was never intended they be exposed. New section 46A(1)
provides that where a statutory entity represents the Crown
then the entity is to have for all purposes the status, privileges
and immunities of the Crown unless a contrary intention
appears.
New section 46A(2) provides for the converse situation.
Where an act or subordinate instrument provides that a
statutory entity does not represent the Crown the entity does
not have, for any purpose, the status, privileges and
immunities of the Crown unless the contrary intention
appears. New section 46A(3) ensures that no implication
arises from an act or subordinate instrument not stating
whether or not an entity represents or does not represent the
Crown. New section 46A(4) makes it clear that a reference to
‘Crown’ includes the state for the purposes of this section.
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Clause 13 of the bill is a transitional provision. The
amendment to address the McNamara case will not affect any
proceedings commenced before the commencement of that
act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham).
Debate adjourned until next day.

INFRINGEMENTS BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 28 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise on behalf of the state opposition to provide our
contribution to the debate on the Infringements Bill. In
doing so, I indicate that the state opposition does not
oppose the bill. As a personal observation, I am pleased
that this legislation is now before the house.
The bill is a detailed revamp of the capacity of the
current government and future governments to establish
a framework for enforcing payment of infringement
notices in this state. It is interesting to note, as those
who have read it will have, that the second-reading
speech by the Attorney-General is quite novel, in that it
refers to some quaint experiences in the past and the
way that infringement notices were first sought. For
example, around the turn of last century the best form
of enforcement of road laws was considered to be by
the passengers travelling in the car; they were
considered the most appropriate mechanism by which
to ensure that drivers would obey the relevant road
laws. I am pleased that we have moved beyond that,
because now we know that quite often passengers are in
an inebriated state, often substantially worse than the
driver and therefore — unless you are a footballer in
another state — not able to give a driver guidance. So
unfortunately it is necessary to impose penalties.
Whilst infringements are considered to be part of the
traffic laws, there are many in various other areas. In
my early days in the police force an infringement notice
had a limited capacity in terms of the offences for
which the driver or anyone else could be convicted. My
colleagues still in the police force now have a variety of
offences that they can issue an infringement notice
for — in fact the pad is quite large and there are boxes
right down a whole sheet — from minor offences up to
what we used to take people to court for. One example
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is careless driving. Day in and day out you would go
out in the divisional van to where somebody had
slammed their car into the back of somebody else’s car
in the common case of careless driving. Back then the
only option we had was to prosecute the matter in the
Magistrates Court. In the end it seemed a bit of a waste
of time because the police officer was really only being
a subagent for the insurance companies that just needed
an independent arbitrator to establish all the details
surrounding the relevant action. The other day I saw at
the intersection near where I live the joining of forces
of a taxi and another car. As well as the ambulance the
police were there. I noticed that the infringement book
came out and I do not think the taxidriver earned much
that day — let’s put it that way.
The reality is that it is a lot more efficient to impose
infringements. It is very clear that an instantaneous
penalty is imposed. Everyone, whether they are
lawyers, wannabe lawyers or bush lawyers, knows that
a strict liability is attached to an infringement notice.
On the whole most people consider it to be a slap on the
wrist and move on. We go beyond the pale sometimes.
Recently in this state we have introduced excessive
numbers of speed cameras. Where they have not been
up to scratch there has rightly been some quite
high-profile public criticism. Anyone who would allege
that a Datsun 120Y could hurtle along a freeway at, I
think, over 100 miles an hour would be kidding
themselves — it would be lucky to do the quarter mile
in about 50 minutes rather than hurtle down any
freeway. There have been other examples, such as the
truck that was supposedly travelling along CityLink at a
speed that it could not achieve, either. We are assured
by this government that everything is fixed up. Let’s
wait for the next rash of stuff-ups, which is the only
term I can use about the current Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.
Another component I refer to in my contribution as the
lead speaker for the opposition is the motivation for the
bill. I am sure that issues arose preceding the
preparation of the bill. In fact the Attorney-General
requested that the Parliament’s Law Reform
Committee, of which I am a member, conduct an
inquiry into warrant powers and procedures. The
committee took evidence from organisations and
individuals at hearings that were held in Victoria and
interstate. The report itself goes into quite lengthy detail
and is about 800 pages long. The terms of reference
were for the committee to inquire into, consider and
report to Parliament on:
1.

Victoria’s existing warrant powers and procedures,
including arrest warrants, warrants to seize property and
search warrants; and
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2.

whether the existing laws should be amended, and in
what way, having particular regard to the need to
promote fairness, consistency and efficiency.

Page 373 of the report says:
During the inquiry, the committee received more evidence
about these warrants …

that is, penalty enforcement warrants —
and the broader PERIN system than any other issue except
search warrants. Stakeholders argue that some penalty
enforcement warrants are issued inappropriately or
unnecessarily.

From my own observations at the hearings and from
reading the submissions, it was quite clear that despite
the stated views, there should be a level of capacity for
infringement notices to be fair, equitable and efficient.
Through hearing evidence and from statistical
information we found that that was not the case.
This is what the bill is leading to. We are trying to
introduce into a complex system a bill that can
hopefully, if I could use the words, ‘dumb down’ the
process so that we do not end up in the situation we
have seen recently where we have outstanding fines. I
think there are somewhere in the vicinity of
$700 million in unpaid fines burgeoning. Obviously the
more we let the system continue to groan on, the more
this figure will continue to balloon out.
There was no doubt that the initial PERIN system was
designed to alleviate the need for establishing court
attendances. As has happened in any system that has
been introduced, we find that from time to time they
need to be reviewed. For the record, PERIN is the
acronym for penalty enforcement by registration of
infringement notice. There may be some arguments
about changing the name PERIN to ‘infringements’.
The word ‘infringements’ is probably more pertinent
because it makes a lot more sense than penalty
enforcement by registration of infringement notice.
For all intents and purposes, those who receive notices
which then fall into the PERIN notices do not know
what PERIN means. Unless you have been through the
system, it would not add much weight. This
government is famous for changing names for the sake
of putting up smokescreens. However, during the
committee’s hearings it was clear that many people
could not understand the concept of a PERIN court. It
might be a small issue for some, but the reality is that
the change to ‘infringement’ is more relevant and
timely, and it meets the way society is wanting to
understand where it is all heading.
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As I said, the report went into quite detailed
examination. We looked at warrant powers and
procedures because ultimately those who failed to
respond to infringement notices provided to them ended
up receiving warrants. The unfortunate nature of the
way infringements are handed out meant that there was
no level of review early in the process. The legislation
before the house provides for a pre-enforcement stage
in the infringement process.
The committee heard substantial evidence from a
number of people who had represented clients. This is
at the bottom end of the scale — that is, those who
receive warrants. We heard that infringements were
often issued to people from disadvantaged groups.
Mental illness in our society is a topical issue. For
many years there have been problems for mentally ill
people using the public transport system and being on
the roads. Some people in our society receive
infringement notices for breaking the law. The offences
include not having a valid ticket while riding on public
transport because they feel they do not need one. I was
a bit argumentative.
I thought people should be required to respect the laws
of society. However, after substantial and weighty
evidence I realised that may not be the case. During our
inquiry we attended a special circumstances court.
Sometimes these people reach the point of having to be
sentenced to jail for not paying their fines. In my view
the court dealt out appropriate penalties.
Some people in society have drug or alcohol addictions
or mental illness, and there are some who may be at
crossroads in their lives. They experience the pain and
shame of having to go to court and having to attend the
Sheriff’s Office due to the build-up of fines. Some
people have fines of hundreds or thousands of dollars,
but others have fines that had mounted into the tens of
thousands of dollars. It is hard to believe that someone
could let that happen, but when you listen to some of
their circumstances you could then argue that resolution
of these matters at the pre-enforcement stage would be
a better way of doing things, and that is what is
provided for in proposed section 8 in division 1 of part
2 of the bill. This provision deals with the process of
issuing official warnings. It states:
(1) An issuing officer may serve a person with an official
warning rather than serve an infringement notice if —
(a) the issuing officer believes on reasonable grounds
that a person has committed an infringement
offence; and
(b) the issuing officer is of the opinion that in all the
circumstances it is appropriate to serve an official
warning.
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It is important that issuing officers may serve a person
with an official warning. It continues:
(2) An official warning must be in writing and contain the
prescribed details.

This is an important process for avoiding having to
issue infringement notices in circumstances where, in
all honesty, the person who receives the infringement
notice will never pay the fine. The matter will never see
the light of day. No-one will see any cold, hard cash,
and the penalty imposed on the perpetrator will not
prevent that person from reoffending.
Many submissions from agencies suggested that more
support needed to be provided to these people. I believe
the system of issuing infringement notices would
enable some of the support agencies to be more aware
that certain people are constantly offending. The most
relevant offences are to do with travelling on public
transport. This is not a business person going off to
work and deciding they do not wish to pay for a tram
ticket and thinking, ‘I will be right; I will just get a
warning.’ It is designed for those who do not fully
understand the functions of a civilised society and how
it is expected to work in the ordinary case. Real-life
examples were provided to me and the committee,
showing that this is an important step in the legislation
before the house.
However, I should draw the house’s attention to the fact
that we have provided some level of discretion. Police
officers have been always afforded the privilege of
levels of discretion in the execution of their duties — to
execute, prosecute or charge people. There are those
who — not as sufficiently trained as some of the
police — have decided they would like to wear a
uniform and go out there possibly in a customer service
role or whatever else they purport to be. Then they
decide that they are not going to observe this clause
within the bill. I think that would be a mistake. As I
said, some people think this is soft on perpetrators, but
it is not in the long term. In the end, in my experience,
the fines do not end up being paid anyway. All we have
done is clog up the court system with unnecessary and
unwarranted court attendances and paperwork.
I will give the house an idea of some of the paperwork
that can be involved and the processing costs that can
be added to a penalty. These figures come from a table
on page 379 of the report. When a person does not pay
an infringement notice, the first cost is a courtesy letter,
which is $18.82. If that is not responded to, there is the
PERIN court registration, which is $40.91. Then there
is the enforcement order issue, which is another $22.03.
Then we have the penalty enforcement warrant, which
is $46.16. The cost to the perpetrator is an additional
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$127.92. So a $50 parking infringement penalty could
grow by some 252 per cent to approximately $178 by
the time a penalty enforcement warrant is issued.
A public traffic offence, which has a $150 debt, would
increase by 85 per cent to approximately $278 by the
warrant stage. I am not saying by any means that we
support those who do not pay and consistently break
the law, but it helps to put it in perspective to cite some
of the amounts and effort involved.
PERIN enforcement orders and warrants have
increased. I will just give the house an idea of the
notices issued. The report shows on page 381 that in
1990–91, 2.3 million notices were issued. Of those,
notices registered at the PERIN court were 377 531. In
the most recent figures for 2003–04, the number of
notices issued jumps substantially, no doubt due to
speed cameras and the like. There were 3.2 million
infringement notices issued, of which the notices
registered at the PERIN court jumped by about 50 per
cent to 768 061. In anyone’s mind that is a huge
number of notices that have to be registered at the
PERIN court or infringements court. For those who
think the system is not groaning, this is one example
where the system is groaning consistently and is
constantly under pressure.
There are examples provided where people do not catch
up with their outstanding warrants for 6 months,
12 months or even years. In relation to my corrections
portfolio, prisoners have told me that they want to get
their matters prosecuted while they are serving time in
jail. They want to get a clear slate, but because of the
way the PERIN system is just groaning along they
know they are facing substantial fines. They just want
to serve it out in jail but they cannot, because the
system does not allow that way of dealing with it. I
hope that with this legislation, through the guidelines
and other proposals by the Attorney-General, that
corrections will take into account that some prisoners
who are in jail serving their time for real offences
would like to start fresh without further threats of going
to jail for traffic or other minor infringements.
There is no doubt that at its introduction the PERIN
court was intended to ensure that we had an efficient
system. But, as I have argued for the past 20 minutes,
the system is working under enormous pressure and
needs some review. The bill before the house does that.
It provides necessary breathing space to allow those
who commit offences to be dealt with differently.
I am very pleased that the report that we provided,
which was tabled in Parliament in November last year,
has been acted on, although I expect that there was
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already work in progress because of the very nature of
PERIN court. The committee took evidence from
magistrates and various other people. Committee
members visited courts, and it was quite clear that the
system had been under enormous pressure for a long
time. This is why we have the legislation.
The committee made a number of recommendations to
deal with the PERIN court. For example,
recommendation 95 looked at the conversion of
penalties and costs to community work. That is just one
example that was in the report. Of course, the bill talks
about of the capacity for payment plans, and this was an
issue that we strongly advocated.
Part 2 of the bill concerns official warnings, which the
committee supported, and lays out the processes
dealing with infringement notices, service and forms. It
was quite amazing that some people found that it was
not clear from the infringement notice that they had
received a fine. I know that may sound silly to people
who have received infringement notices, but there are
some in our society who quite frankly thought they had
not been fined. I am pleased that we are at least moving
to address that. Colleagues have raised concerns that
the guidelines to be outlined by the Attorney-General
may be limited. However, I am sure the
Attorney-General will take note of the Law Reform
Committee’s report, because it outlines what is detailed
in the legislation.
Part 3 deals with payment plans and the way late
payments are to be dealt with. I am very pleased about
the establishment of a central planning facility. A
number of advocates pushed strongly for a better
payment system than is currently in operation. There
was evidence that people had racked up not hundreds of
dollars in fines but literally tens of thousands of dollars.
Clause 42 provides that the secretary has the function of
establishing and maintaining a central payment plan
facility. It goes on to detail what it is to do and how
payments are to be dealt with. I do not want to go to the
micro level of it, but I have read through it briefly and
in my view it does propose a better system than is
currently in place.
Part 4 of the bill deals with the capacity of the courts to
revoke infringement orders. The issue of the expiration
of enforcement orders is important, because in respect
of some issues dealt with in the bill people could avoid
prosecution. I support the notion that those who commit
offences and are aware of what they are doing should
be subject to the full weight of the law. The bill will
ensure we do not have hundreds of millions of dollars
just sitting there wasting away, with no real capacity to
get the money.
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Finally I want to talk about part 12, which deals with
infringement offenders, community work permits and
imprisonment. Clause 147 says what I have been saying
all along:
… a community work permit may not be issued under this
Division to an infringement offender in respect of an
infringement warrant —
(a) if the outstanding fines under the infringement
warrant exceed $10 000 …

The legislation always talks about $10 000. In my view
that is appropriate, because there are people who will
rack up that amount in fines with the expectation that
they will receive a community-based order (CBO). An
analysis of the number of CBOs in the state for
mainstream offenders shows that around 8500 people
each day are on a community-based order of some sort.
I do not think that is appropriate for people who rack up
fines of tens of thousands of dollars. However, I believe
there is a need for some capacity to impose a term of
imprisonment if people are not able to be made subject
to an order or to be dealt with in some other way.
In summary, the opposition is not opposing the bill. In
fact I am pleased that the bill is before the house. I am
pleased that a lead is being taken, but I suspect some
work done on the Infringements Bill may lead from the
final report of the Law Reform Committee on warrants,
powers and procedures to something further. If that is
the case, that is legislation we look forward to seeing. I
understand there is still more work to be done —
absolutely there needs to be more work — but I think
the government is taking the right steps. Far be it for me
to say that of the government, but I think in this case it
is taking the right steps and is moving forward to deal
with this particular issue.
I look forward to the bill being passed. I look forward
to its operation and application. Hopefully we can see a
real turning in some of the issues that are confronting
the PERIN court and in some of the blockages in the
court system caused by the huge growth in
infringement notices. There is no doubt that the courts
play an important part in our society. They are an
important part of our system of enforcement and
deterrence. It is also important that they be able to work
to the point where they do not become a hindrance to
the justice system but remain a proper conduit to the
orderly society we all wish to live in.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — You would be a
superhuman being if you have never received an
infringement notice. I do not think there are any
superhuman beings in this chamber, therefore the
debate on this bill should be of interest to us all. I have
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to admit I am not a superhuman being — I have
received a few infringement notices over the years.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva — Name them!
Hon. P. R. HALL — The majority of them have
been for parking infringements. If my memory is
correct, I think I have received two speeding
infringements over the period of time I have driven. I
have always paid them.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Haven’t you got a
driver?
Hon. P. R. HALL — Yes, I have a driver.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Was it him or you?
Hon. P. R. HALL — No, it was me. I admit to
things I do wrong. I have always paid my infringement
notices but always begrudgingly because on all
occasions there has never been any intent to break the
law. In all instances the offences have been committed
unknowingly and were due to carelessness. It is very
easy to creep over the speed limit, and I have done that.
There have been other occasions where I have not read
the parking signs properly and therefore have parked at
places where I should not have. At times I was delayed
and did not get back to feed the parking meter in time.
In all instances that is a result of carelessness, and
appropriately I have been reprimanded.
I have also dealt with many constituents over the
years — as I am sure other members have — who have
come into my office and complained about
infringement notices they have received. I must admit
listening to cases that are put before me, sometimes
those constituents have been pretty stiff to have been
caught in those situations, but at other times I have
thought they deserved it. Nevertheless there have been
a few occasions on which I have directed constituents
to appeal regarding their infringement notices. In some
instances they have done that successfully but in others
they have not.
When constituents knock on my office door, a constant
complaint is that they feel governments use
infringement notices simply as revenue-raising
exercises. I am sure we have all heard complaints along
that line. Despite various ministers’ claims that
infringement notices are not used for revenue-raising
purposes, in many instances there is certainly evidence
to suggest they are used for that purpose.
If you look at the budget estimates themselves, there is
a line item of the expectations that certain revenues will
be raised through the issuing of infringement notices.
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Where there is a budget item line, public services are
under some pressure to ensure that the budget line is
actually achieved. I have no doubt that there is a
revenue-raising aspect in the issuing of infringement
notices. Despite that, I agree with the comments of the
Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva that infringement
notices are an efficient way to conduct law
enforcement; rather than going through a very lengthy
and complex procedure of taking matters before a court,
if the issue can be resolved by the issuing of an
on-the-spot fine or infringement notice, that is a far
more efficient way of upholding and enforcing the law
in this country.
A bill called the Infringements Bill is before the house
for its consideration. I understand the bill will establish
a general framework under what will be called the
Infringements Act, so the issuing of infringement
notices is made consistent across a number of
government departments. Instead of having several acts
which all set out different systems for the issuing and
enforcement of infringement notices, we will have a
single act called the Infringements Act.
We will still have penalties being applied under other
acts of Parliament, but those acts will adopt the
procedures of this new act. The exceptions to this
which are outlined in the second-reading speech are:
the serious infringement offences under the Road
Safety Act, the Marine Act and under rail safety
legislation. I think it is appropriate that those exceptions
exist, because some of those more serious
infringements need to be dealt with in a more serious
way. It is appropriate that there be such exceptions.
Under this framework there are some new provisions
and some existing provisions being rolled into the new
framework. I want to mention a couple of new
provisions and existing provisions. There are couple of
things which I think are important in relation to what is
described as the pre-enforcement stage of this
legislation. There is an important code of conduct to be
developed for enforcement officers. We have all heard
stories of over-officious or zealous enforcement officers
who seem to not take into account any of the personal
circumstances that might apply to somebody who has
broken the law. It is good for government that there is a
code of conduct in place so we know what sort of
behaviour and standards we expect from enforcement
officers. I think that would be a help.
I also note there is going to be clearer advice given to
people about their rights, options and responsibilities
about receiving an infringement notice. I am not sure
how that is different to the current method: my
understanding is that the current infringement notice
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one receives outlines the choices. Those choices are
very limited for people: they are either pay on time,
otherwise the matter will be taken to court. I expect that
the advice given to people about their rights and options
will include a broader statement from now on, and a
wider range of options will be given to people who
have received infringement notices.
I also note that official warnings can now be given at
the discretion of the enforcing officer. While there has
always been a process where a warning can be given to
a person, this is now going to be an official warning;
therefore I presume it will be recorded. I think it is also
appropriate that enforcement officers should be
prepared to consider the circumstances involved if an
officer deems it appropriate to issue an official warning.
I also note there are new provisions relating to the
internal review of infringement notices. The bill gives a
person a right to apply to an agency to withdraw a
notice where a person believes the issue is wrong in law
or it is an issue of mistaken identity or there are some
special circumstances.
The special circumstances described in the bill relate to
mental or intellectual disabilities or disorders; they also
relate to homelessness. Serious drug, alcohol or
substance addictions can be taken into account. For
people who are unable, because of special
circumstances, to control their behaviour I believe it is
appropriate that they have the option of consideration of
an internal review record before the infringement notice
proceeds further.
The outcome of such an internal review may include
what I am describing as a downgrading of the
infringement to perhaps being issued an official
warning. I believe that is appropriate. I guess that
happens a bit now where somebody might write back to
the agency and say, ‘These were the circumstances in
which this infringement notice has been written. I think
it was a bit unfair. I think there are special
circumstances applying to this’, and then seek to have
the notice withdrawn. This bill formalises that process
and better defines the grounds on which somebody can
seek an internal review.
Like Mr Dalla-Riva, I am pleased that the instalment
plans have again been included in this piece of
legislation. I was a strong advocate for the payment of
infringement notices by instalments in previous
legislation. I have had constituents who are pensioners
and who find the payment of, for example, a $200 fine
very excessive; they have been unable to meet that
commitment within the time frame, given their limited
incomes. I always thought it ludicrous that the only way
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people could negotiate a payment plan was to take the
matter to the PERIN court, and it was only the PERIN
court in those circumstances that could approve a
payment plan.
The measure in the bill that allows a person to seek to
have their fine paid by instalments, if they satisfy
certain conditions — and having a low income is
one — rather than having to take the matter to the
PERIN court where the penalty attracts additional
interest, is important; it is a positive measure. I also
welcome, in respect of payment by instalment plan, the
establishment of a central agency which various
government departments can use to process a payment
plan situation. That will lead to improved efficiency
and help people to meet their legal obligations in
paying infringement notices.
I want to make mention of the community work order
provisions in this bill. Again, that is an appropriate
measure, rather than a magistrate being the only person
who can authorise community work. This gives the
option to the sheriff, on the issuing of a notice, to allow
a person to pay off their debts by way of community
work.
One of the other provisions of the bill mentioned by
Mr Dalla-Riva is the name change from the PERIN
court to the infringements court. I was one of those who
was baffled for a long time as to what PERIN actually
stood for, so I agree with Mr Dalla-Riva’s comment
that ‘infringements court’ is a far more appropriate title.
People will readily understand the meaning of that.
I note also in the bill that the Department of Justice is
going to have a monitoring unit established within it to
have some oversight of this legislation. We look
forward to the workings of that unit, and I guess that
will be reported to the Parliament in the annual report
of the Department of Justice, so we will watch that with
some interest, too.
As I said at the outset, despite the fact that we all dislike
receiving infringement notices, it is inevitable that from
time to time we are all going to receive them. I believe
the measures contained in this bill will assist at least
some people in meeting their obligations when they
have been issued with an infringement notice, and that
is a positive step forward. The Nationals have
considered this bill. We believe the changes are
generally positive, and that is why we are prepared to
support the legislation today.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am very proud to be
able to participate in this debate and indicate my strong
support for the Infringements Bill. It is an important
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piece of legislation which seeks to bring our
infringement system into the 21st century and to better
reflect the complexities of modern society. It will also
seek to introduce greater flexibility into the system,
providing a fairer but firmer system of infringements by
which society can deal with minor infractions in the
law.
Certainly as a member of Parliament I have had many
people come to my office seeking assistance when they
have thought they had been unfairly issued with an
infringement notice. I have been prepared, where I
thought the circumstances warranted it, to write to local
councils and assist them with other agencies in seeking
to have these infringement notices reviewed. On the
whole, I do not accept many complaints that I hear as a
parliamentarian, particularly in relation to speeding
offences.
Our infringement system is very important in
addressing significant traffic issues and has played a
huge role in decreasing our road toll. I concur with the
comments made by the Honourable Peter Hall that
people generally are not happy to receive infringement
notices, but they are an important part of civil society.
The absence of these infringement notices would
probably lead to a very different society — one with a
huge volume of deaths on our roads due to speeding
and other dangerous driving, a place perhaps where it
would be impossible to find car parking due to people
overstaying their time or where people would be able to
freely travel on public transport without making a
contribution to the cost of running that transport
system.
Our infringements system essentially encourages
people to comply with the law; one way of putting it is
that it encourages minor behaviour modifications by
hitting people where it hurts the most — that is, in the
hip pocket. Generally I believe that our infringement
system works. However, this bill recognises that we
need to make the infringements regime fairer. We need
to ensure that people who owe money due to their
behaviour pay their debt to society and that we
encourage people to meet their obligations to society.
This legislation replaces inconsistent, out-of-date
legislation and practices that have been in place in more
than 50 separate pieces of legislation. It will seek to
provide one cohesive infringements regime that has
been well thought out so as to provide greater
consistency in the application of the law. There will be
an infringement systems oversight unit established
within the Department of Justice that will monitor this
system, manage its operations and suggest ways for
improvement.
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We need to have a system that can adequately deal with
the volume of infringements that are now issued. It is
estimated that approximately 3.2 million notices are
issued annually. This bill will make improvements to
the standards of interaction between agencies and
individuals receiving infringement notices. For
example, it will put a more human face to the system by
ensuring that agencies who issue fines allow for
appropriate customer service training for staff involved
in the issuing of fines. There will be a formal right of
review to the agency of the issuing notice in
circumstances such as mistaken identity or where
exceptional or special circumstances are being claimed.
This area of legislation accords very strongly with my
beliefs in social justice and the requirements for
legislation to include principles of equity. I should say
that the great majority of recipients of infringement
notices pay their fines on time. There are, however,
circumstances where a fine is not warranted.
The emphasis in the new system is on making it
transparent and easier to use, ensuring that only those
who deserve a fine have to pay their fine. This bill
provides for more protections for individuals, in
particular people who are experiencing special
circumstances — those people with a mental illness or
intellectual disability, the homeless or people with
serious addictions.
Time has shown that it is distinctly inequitable to
continue to fine people when their level of
responsibility is diminished — those people who
cannot understand or control their offending behaviour.
There is no point in continuing to issue fines to people
who will make no change to their behaviour through
the receipt of those fines.
The bill seeks to limit infringements to those people
who, because of their personal situation, receive an
inordinate number of fines, in particular the homeless.
Rather than their being pushed through the automated
system, the new infringements system will allow them
to be dealt with on a case-by-case basis through the
courts. The courts will then be able to make a
determination on an individual’s situation and proceed
accordingly.
One aspect of the infringements system that has been
criticised in the past is that individuals have been
unable to arrange instalment plans in the first instance
of receiving a fine. Often this has meant they have had
to wait until it has gone to the PERIN court, whereupon
extra fees would be payable, before being able to
arrange to pay off their fine by instalments. The new
system proposed by the bill will allow eligible
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individuals to arrange for an instalment plan on receipt
of a fine, as long as they meet the eligibility criteria.
Generally these will be people in receipt of a
commonwealth benefit and holders of health care cards.
People experiencing significant financial difficulties
will also be considered by the issuing agencies on a
case-by-case basis.
One other aspect of the infringements regime is the
ability of issuing agencies to levy new sanctions on
those people who are able to pay fines but refuse to do
so — the so-called recalcitrants. I note that the
second-reading speech — which, I should point out, is
an excellent second-reading speech; I congratulate the
staff at the Department of Justice involved in drafting
it — refers to approximately 40 000 people having 10
or more outstanding warrants, so there is a significant
element of people in our society who refuse to pay their
fines.
The bill seeks to provide authorities with new measures
for those who do not observe orders from the PERIN
court, soon to be renamed the infringements court. As
examples, the new measures will enable the
infringements court to suspend a drivers licence or not
renew that licence, to not renew vehicle registration or
not transfer ownership of a vehicle, to order wheel
clamping and the garnishing of salaries, and to seize
personal and real property. That really gives issuing
agencies significant teeth to be able to enforce
outstanding infringements.
I should say that the overwhelming majority of citizens
and members of our society do in fact pay their fines —
perhaps begrudgingly — when they receive them and
on time. That vast majority of members of our society
have nothing to be concerned about with the new
powers, but for those who through ignorance or sheer
bloody-mindedness refuse to pay their debts to society
and refuse to modify their behaviour, the measures will
provide an effective weapon in enforcing compliance
with the law.
In conclusion, I strongly support this bill because it will
offer a more effective, fairer infringements regime
which will encourage citizens to comply fully with the
letter of the law, and enable the infringements agencies
to adequately pursue those who refuse to do so. I
commend the bill to the house.
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I, too, am pleased
to speak on the Infringements Bill, because it is
something that will no doubt affect a lot Victorians. As
Mr Hall said, nobody likes to cop an infringement
notice, and at some stage most of us have, but it is also
widely understood that the need for a fair and equitable
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infringement system that acts as a deterrent to bad
behaviour is needed.
As a member of the parliamentary Road Safety
Committee I regularly see the horrific results of traffic
infringements, such as speeding and poor driving
behaviour. But at the same time we see the results of a
strong infringements system, and people are less likely
to speed if they are going to cop a fine or even lose their
licence.
As Mr Hall said, there is a cynical view out there that
such fines are raising revenue for the government. My
argument to that — and I hope there will be discussions
in my electorate with my constituents — is that it is
quite simple: do not speed and you will not get a fine.
As Mr Hall said, for those times when you are careless
and a bit leadfooted on the accelerator and you cop a
fine, you cop it on the chin and pay it, but after you
have paid the fine you will surely think about it and
realise that you need to slow down.
When we talk of infringements we often think that
traffic infringements — getting a speeding ticket or a
ticket for parking in the wrong spot — are the only
infringements. Traffic infringements make up about
95 per cent of the system, but today there are over
50 acts of Parliament with over 1000 offences that
attract infringement notices. It is widely accepted that
we need a system where people are punished for doing
the wrong thing, but we do not need to clog up the court
system with seemingly minor offences.
We have had the current system for a long time now,
but we have found some glaring problems with it over
the years. That is why this government is seeking to
provide a framework to create a fairer, more equitable
system that will provide for better regulation and
enforcement.
Before I go on I would like to put on the record the
main elements of the new system. Some of them are: a
fairer infringements process based on early intervention
and the provision of improved information to the
public; process improvements, which include a right of
internal review by the issuing agency; measures at
various stages, including the internal review stage, to
filter out of the system people who cannot understand
or control their offending behaviour — for example,
people with mental or intellectual disabilities, the
homeless and people with serious addictions; improved
administration by issuing agencies of the infringements
environments they manage; firmer enforcement
measures to improve deterrence in the system, reducing
civil disobedience and the undermining of the rule of
law; arrangements to establish a gatekeeper role for the
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infringement system, which will take a system-wide
view and be responsible for managing ongoing
improvements to the system; and changing the name of
the current PERIN court to infringements court.
The new system will make it more difficult for those
people who continually do not pay their fines. I suppose
it is that mentality of having to hand over some money
without receiving any goods or services for it, and of
thinking, ‘I can prolong that payment. I would rather
spend it on something else. I need this for the house’;
or, ‘I want to go out somewhere and have dinner, and
that could be used for that’. They think, ‘I will just
leave that for next week’, and before they know it they
have forgotten about it, because they do not see it as
important, and therefore it is delayed. I was quite
staggered to read that there are about 40 000 people in
Victoria with 10 or so infringement notices that have
not been paid.
Over the years 75 to 85 per cent of infringement notices
have been paid without the need for agencies to resort
to penalty enforcement proceedings, which is a good
thing. The Auditor-General recently found that an
average of 78 per cent of traffic and camera on-the-spot
fines are paid within 112 days of their being issued. As
I said, however, significant numbers of fines are not
paid — in fact, at 30 June 2004 the amount owing was
$694 million. The impost on government to follow up
or chase the payment of unpaid fines is great. But what
is even more significant is that a substantial segment of
society does not pay the fines because they either do not
want to or are not in a position to. Either way we as a
government must find a way to ensure that all
Victorians are treated fairly.
On the assumption that some people cannot pay a large
fine all at one time, this legislation will introduce a
system by which they can pay off their fines in a fairer
and more equitable way. At the moment, if a person
cannot pay a fine and waits for the second notice, an
additional cost is added to that fine. The additional cost
is not necessarily fair if the only reason that person did
not pay the bill was because they could not afford it.
That system is unfair because a lot of people in the
community are not in a good financial state and cannot
afford to pay their fines.
It is probably appropriate to say at this time that, given
the changes to industrial relations laws federally, over
the course of the next 5 to 10 years we may see more
people being disadvantaged, imposing further financial
hardship on some communities.
However, there are people in this world who are not
deterred by infringement notices. This bill will add an
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extra burden on those recalcitrant fine avoiders who are
not paying simply because they do not want to pay and
they do not respect the law. With these legislative
reforms they will run the risk of a wider use of
measures designed to motivate people to pay. They
include: driver licence or vehicle registration
suspension, driver licence or vehicle registration
non-renewal, wheel clamping, the garnisheeing of
wages, and charging orders on and the sale of real
property.
I will not dwell on this bill for very much longer. As I
said before, there is a need for a fair and equitable
infringement system that acts as a deterrent to bad
behaviour. I believe the bill before the house provides
for such a system, and therefore I support it.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I wish to thank honourable members for
their respective contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
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However, the intervention of technology has allowed us
to compensate for a problem that the government
caused in that it neglected to inform the opposition that
it intended to introduce a series of amendments, not
ensuring that we were briefed on those amendments —
all of which caused us quite some concern. It was a
significant breach of the normal protocols of this place.
That intervention of a failure of technology and the
adjournment of this bill has allowed the opposition to
be briefed this morning on the amendments. We now
understand the amendments, and we do not have any
problem with them. I am therefore able to say as a
consequence that we will support the bill, as we now
fully understand the situation. The government has
extended to us the normal courtesies of a briefing, for
which I thank it. I guess I cannot help but add a
reminder that it should not make that mistake again.
This is, in essence, an omnibus bill. It deals with
amendments to 11 acts, which will become 12 acts
once the appropriate amendment is moved. I have stood
here on many occasions when small bills of the
Attorney-General — some, only one paragraph or half
a page — have gone through the house. I have often
asked why members opposite did not bring those bills
together and handle just one omnibus bill. In this case
the government has listened; it is a very sensible
approach to bring the amendments together in an
omnibus bill. I can only say that probably 12 months
ago the house would have had to deal with 12 bills
containing one amendment each rather than one
omnibus bill containing 12 amendments. It is a step
forward to have all the amendments in this one
omnibus bill.

Passed remaining stages.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 29 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — I rise to
continue my contribution to this particular bill after last
night when the modern version of Hansard with its
technology failed us and we did not have the
old-fashioned version where people actually took notes.
With technology we have taken a major step
forward — but with technology in control of the house
rather than of members of Parliament. I shall resume
debate on the bill.

I will very briefly touch on some of the amendments.
The first is to the Appeal Costs Act 1998. It reinstates
previously existing provisions that say extra costs as a
result of a criminal adjournment must be proved or
justified. I am not entirely sure how that provision was
removed in the first place, but its reinsertion seems
quite reasonable.
The next amendment is to the Constitution Act 1975. It
picks up on drafting errors in the Courts Legislation
(Judicial Appointments and Other Amendments) Bill. It
puts in place savings provisions in relation to salaries
and allowances for judges This was not done when
those provisions were taken out of the Constitution Act
and put into the new legislation. Again we are picking
up on an omission made previously. One always regrets
omissions, but it has been picked up and the
amendment is appropriate.
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The amendment to the County Court Act 1958 is a
mirror of the amendment to the Constitution Act 1975.
It puts back savings provisions relating to the salaries
and allowances of County Court judges which were
inadvertently removed when the Courts Legislation
(Judicial Appointments and Other Amendments) Act
was passed.
The amendment to the Courts Legislation (Judicial
Conduct) Act is minor. It is a correction of a drafting
error. It is interesting to note that this act passed
through this place about 12 months ago and has not yet
been proclaimed, yet we are amending it. It has
elements of Fawlty Towers about it, but nevertheless
the amendment is needed so we will not stand in its
way.
The amendments to the Crimes Act concern
applications for forensic sample procedures. The
amendments to the Evidence Act concern drafting
changes of a microscopic nature. Reference to the
Patents Act 1952, the outdated act, is amended to insert
a reference to the Patents Act 1990. The amendment of
the Public Notaries Act is a punctuation error correcting
the fee units from 2.9 to 29 fee units. Once again it is a
drafting error of a minor nature.
There are minor amendments to the Serious Sex
Offenders Monitoring Act. I note on behalf of the
opposition that we still do not understand why rape is
not a notifiable offence. There are corresponding
amendments to the Sex Offenders Registration Act
which correct drafting errors and change a clause
reference. Again we believe it is a pity that rape is not
included in that schedule.
Amendments to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act are corrections to drafting errors to allow
for reserve judges and acting judges and to amend the
terminology. There are amendments of a drafting nature
to the Working with Children Act 2005. We will deal
with new amendments relating to that act in committee.
That is essentially what the bill does. It makes
corrections of the most minor nature. The amendments
to the Evidence Act deal with DNA testing and the
keeping of samples. I pause momentarily on that issue,
because it is one thing to introduce legislation that seeks
to amend, safeguard and change DNA testing — the
opposition does not have a problem with that — but the
opposition is cynical because there is a massive backlog
of over 12 months in DNA testing. Cases are being
dismissed simply because DNA tests are not being
carried out. These are for drug offences that are
theoretically a high priority within the government and
certainly of high priority in the community which
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wishes to see a crackdown on drug offences. The
laboratories that do the DNA testing are unable to cope.
The government talks about how it is improving the
situation by bringing in new legislation, but what is the
use of that if we cannot do the DNA testing? If we do
not put in place the mechanisms or infrastructure to
deal with the legislation that is brought in, it is just all
spin and no substance. The issue of DNA testing has
been highlighted before and there is clearly a need for
action. As I have signalled to the minister, I will reserve
my comments on the amendment for the committee
stage of the bill. I also have some queries and
comments on the amendments to the Courts Legislation
(Judicial Conduct) Act.
With those few comments I look forward to the
committee stage. If that is concluded successfully, the
opposition will be happy to pass the legislation.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — The Justice
Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendment) Bill amends
11 acts and they are described in the second-reading
speech as minor technical amendments and primarily of
a mechanical nature. Certainly some of them fit within
that category. They range from the removal of a
decimal point in the Public Notaries Act through to
more substantial changes in the Constitution Act
regarding judges salaries.
In terms of the description of minor technical
amendments I have a technical question to pose in this
debate. The second-reading speech distributed in this
chamber starts at page 6 of 13 pages — it is noted at the
bottom of page 1 — and concludes at page 10 of
13 pages. It looks complete in itself, but it is labelled as
I have described it. My technical question is: am I
missing something, because that is how the
second-reading speech was distributed in the chamber?
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — It shows the research I do
when I am prepared to look at all aspects of legislation
that comes before this chamber.
The bill amends 11 acts of Parliament, but given the
amendments that have been foreshadowed it means the
bill will ultimately amend 12 acts of Parliament.
As the Honourable Chris Strong said, we were
interrupted last night because proceedings could not be
recorded, and that was when I first learnt that additional
amendments were to be moved in the chamber. I accept
it was an oversight that members of the opposition and
The Nationals were not informed prior to debate
commencing that these amendments were to be
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considered by the Parliament, and I appreciate the offer
for a briefing. The break in proceedings facilitated the
possibility for a briefing, but because of my
commitments in the house this morning I have not
taken up that opportunity. I appreciate Ms Mikakos
giving me a quick verbal briefing on these matters last
night, and on the surface there do not appear to be any
problems with them. I have spoken to the Leader of
The Nationals in the other house, Peter Ryan, who is
also The Nationals spokesperson on these areas, and no
doubt he will be briefed prior to the Legislative
Assembly giving consideration to these additional
amendments.
We are happy to allow the legislation to be passed on
the basis that, on the surface of it, there appear to be no
problems with these additional amendments. That they
are minor amendments primarily of a mechanical
nature is a fair description of them. I shall comment on
a couple of them. The first is the amendment to the
Crimes Act, which concerns forensic procedures. I
endorse the comments made by the Honourable Chris
Strong that there is a serious issue this government
needs to address in respect of the backlog in forensic
procedures. I know there are many good serving police
officers in the state who are frustrated by the fact that
forensic evidence is not being analysed in an
appropriate time frame. The government needs to put
more resources into ensuring that those forensic
procedures can be completed in a far more timely
fashion.
I shall make a quick comment about the amendment to
the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring Act. That
important new act of Parliament was introduced last
year. I welcome the fact that two new commonwealth
offences will be added to that legislation to prohibit the
trafficking of children, which is entirely appropriate. It
is abhorrent for any of us to think that some low people
could be involved in the trafficking of children.
I also want to make a quick comment about the
Working with Children Act 2005, which was
considered and the backlog in the Parliament last year. I
note that the second-reading speech says this
amendment:
… gives effect to the government’s decision that all registered
Victorian teachers will be exempted from the requirements of
the working-with-children scheme, the bill provides for an
expansion of the act’s definition of a ‘registered teacher’.

Those people involved in teaching who are registered
with the Victorian Institute of Teaching (VIT) but may
not have formal qualifications will now receive an
exemption. The second-reading speech says that these
people might be involved in teaching subjects such as
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dance, music or a foreign language. It is appropriate
that people who may have special skills but not formal
qualifications, who are registered with VIT and so have
gone through the appropriate police checks, be given
the same exemption as teachers registered through VIT.
Lastly I shall comment on the amendments to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act. I note
the comment about VCAT that these amendments are
designed to:
… improve the efficiency and timeliness of proceedings
before the tribunal.

An enormous range of different matters are now dealt
with under the umbrella of VCAT, and I wonder how it
manages the huge workload and the diversity of
subjects it is required to consider. This is a technical
amendment. As I understand it, it will allow some
discretion for former members of VCAT to appear
before their formal list in appropriate cases. If that
improves the efficiency of VCAT, then I am happy to
lend the support of The Nationals to that amendment as
well.
To sum up, this bill is complicated in that it will amend
12 acts of Parliament. However, most of the
amendments are of a technical nature, and The
Nationals are prepared to support them.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am pleased to rise to
speak in support of the Justice Legislation
(Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. I say at the outset
that I want to assure the Honourable Peter Hall that the
second-reading speech he has is a complete copy of the
second-reading speech. It seems that debate on this bill
has been fraught with technological glitches, including
the collapse of the sound system yesterday, when we
first began debate on this bill. Obviously it appears that
in the process of copying the second-reading speech the
automatic numbering on the document went astray, but
it is a complete second-reading speech.
This bill provides a number of technical amendments to
12, not 11, different acts of Parliament, including the
constitution, which are necessary to keep the laws of
this state current and responsive to the changing needs
of Victorians. While largely technical in nature, the
amendments are essential to ensuring that the justice
system continues to function appropriately. I do not
propose to go through each of the technical
amendments contained in this omnibus bill, but I shall
highlight some of the key changes. In particular,
changes to the Constitution Act 1975, which restore an
entitlement to elect to retire for judicial officers
appointed to the Supreme or County courts in a set
period in 1995, will require that the bill be passed by an
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absolute majority. There are also changes to the Serious
Sex Offenders Monitoring Act 2005 to ensure
consistency with the Sex Offenders Registration Act
2004 and the Working with Children Act 2005.
As members have already alluded to, the house will
also be asked to consider technical house amendments,
which I foreshadow, which will enable a proper system
for the election of the legal practitioner members to the
Legal Services Board through amendments to the Legal
Profession Act 2004. These house amendments will
mean that 12 different acts of Parliament will be
affected by this bill. The house amendments will seek
to clarify that the current clause 5 of schedule 1 to the
Legal Profession Act 2004 provides for a system of
preferential voting for the election of the advocate
member to the Legal Services Board, and will also
insert a new clause in the schedule to provide for a
system of preferential voting for the election of the two
non-advocate members to the board. I understand the
house amendments have the full support of both the
board and the Victorian Electoral Commission.
A number of older pieces of legislation are also in need
of minor modification, but it is important to see these
amendments in the context of a number of significant
reforms that have occurred in the past. This is an
indication that the Bracks government is willing to
address inconsistencies in the law, and it has acted
previously on the concerns raised by the committee, for
example, on how serious sex offenders are dealt with
by society. The government has previously ensured that
victims of crime have received appropriate systems and
support within our criminal justice system.
Through legislation such as working-with- children
legislation we have set the minds of parents at rest as to
who will be looking after their children. We have also
ensured through the Serious Sex Offenders Monitoring
Act 2005 and the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004
that criminals who commit these horrid crimes are
monitored to keep them from committing further
criminal acts.
As with all legislation, there has been appropriate
consultation. This bill is indicative of the leadership the
government has provided in the justice area. It also
indicates that this government is prepared to consider
that sometimes it is not possible to get everything
absolutely right in the first instance, that sometimes it is
even necessary to see how legislation operates before
the true implications of changes can be ascertained and
finetuning can occur. We do not shy away from this
type of work where it is necessary, because it is part of
the job of governing effectively for all of Victoria, and
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that is what the bill is about. With those words, I
commend the bill to the house.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to indicate that the opposition supported the initial
bill and will support it in its entirety, with the
government’s proposed amendments.
Firstly, I remind members of the history of the bill. Last
year I moved a private member’s bill to try to make
additional changes to the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act 2005. Just to put the amendment in
part 9 of the bill in some context, it inserts a new
section so that the offence of trafficking in children or
domestic trafficking in children will be similar to the
criminal code of the commonwealth.
I suggest that with all the amendments in this omnibus
bill we have again missed the opportunity to include the
definition of rape. For the life of me I cannot
understand why we do not move down that path. Here
is another amendment to justice legislation, with
another opportunity for the government to use its
resources to solidify very clearly in the minds of
members of our society that we will monitor not only
serious child sex offenders. The principal act should
really be called the serious child sex offenders
monitoring act, not the Serious Sex Offenders
Monitoring Act. It is a nonsense to suggest that the act
covers sex offences other than those committed against
children. The annoying thing is that generally people
believe there is in place a law that provides some level
of support for monitoring through extended supervision
orders. We have again missed an opportunity, and the
opposition certainly would have supported such an
amendment. The bill is clearly headed Justice
Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act 2005 —
it was circulated in the other place in November last
year — so there has been no urgency to pass it.
I put on the record also that last year in the debate on
my private member’s bill members of the government
went to great lengths to demonstrate again the lack of
detail provided in that bill. For the record also,
members of the opposition do not have the full force of
the support of departments, the bureaucracy and legal
counsel. I confess that I was somewhat amused to
discover that later the house will have to go into a
committee stage to agree to amendments proposed not
by the opposition but by the government. The
government introduced this piece of legislation back in
November last year, and its members have had their
Christmas break. Now we are almost into April and the
government is proposing to move amendments to the
bill in the Council.
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It shows the literal incompetence and audacity and
hypocrisy of the government that its members could
criticise the fact that the opposition tried to have
accepted a piece of legislation that would have
benefited Victorians by providing a greater level of
protection against not only the Mr Baldys but people
like the silver gun rapist and others, when the
government, with the huge number of bureaucrats it has
added to and the millions of dollars it spends each year
on employing extra fat cats and paying over-the-top
increases to the bureaucracy, still cannot get legislation
right.
I considered it a fair cop last year when I moved a
private member’s bill. We tried to do it as best we could
as bush legislators. When members consider what we
did in trying to benefit and help the people of Victoria
and look at the legislation before the house, they will
see, firstly, that the government cannot get it right in
ensuring that the amendments make the legislation
appropriate, in particular in part 5; and secondly, now
there are amendments proposed, not by the opposition
but by the government.
I know that there was an urgent briefing, and I thank the
government for providing it. I could not attend that
briefing because I was speaking on the Infringements
Bill that was before the house earlier so that the other
Liberal lead speaker, the Honourable Chris Strong,
could attend and understand the proposal. That is not
the way to run things in this house. I have said it before
and I will say it again: if members opposite cannot
manage business in the chamber, how on earth do they
manage government in this state? The reality is that we
know they do not. People know they are incompetent in
the way they manage the state.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Every time I
say that members opposite are incompetent, I always
get the arc up. It is like pulling wings off flies with this
mob — you always get a reaction. As soon as you start
on the judiciary the typical reaction is that Ms Mikakos
and other government members get all sensitive about
it.
I suggest that we should also have looked more in
particular at part 5, which is an amendment to
section 12 of the Courts Legislation (Judicial Conduct)
Act, headed ‘Commissions of Judges’. I think it is fair
to say that recently there has been some questionable
conduct by judicial officers.
As I said in my earlier speech, I am a member of the
Law Reform Committee, which has considered some of
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the things in other states, such as the Independent
Commission Against Corruption in New South Wales
and the similar organisations in Queensland and
Western Australia. One case should be referred to —
that is, when a magistrate heard in camera some matters
on speeding fines in order to, in my view, look after the
registrar and deputy registrar. I understand there has
been an investigation, and that has been reported in the
papers in recent weeks.
If we are going to talk about commissions of judges in
the amendment in part 5 of the bill, we must be fair
dinkum about the judicial conduct of our law officers. It
is not acceptable just to drag a magistrate back to
Melbourne as part of the overall review. We can
compare that with some of the cases heard in
Queensland, where a magistrate in one case did certain
things and the matter ended up going to the High Court.
Members will recall that case. The reality is that in
other states the position is that any interference by the
judiciary is taken very seriously.
Part 5 is about the commissions of judges. It is
important that we pay them well. People say, ‘Let’s pay
the bureaucracy more’, and, ‘Let’s just keep taxing
everyone more’, but if there is any misconduct or
breach or if there are matters that really go to the very
heart of the judicial foundation of the state, we seem to
gloss over them. We say, ‘It’s all right. It’s another
thingo. It’s another $20 million for the Commonwealth
Games — don’t worry about it. It’s just another
gloss-over. Whatever it is, don’t worry; we’re all
smiling, showing our teeth. Don’t worry about any
corruption activities in this state. Don’t worry about it’.
We have had 20 people murdered while they were on
bail. People say, ‘No, the judiciary is all right. We’ll
just put some minor legislative changes in a bill before
the house and smile. It’s all wonderful. We’ll put out
another press release’.
It is all spin, lies and mistruths out there in the
community. This government really has no idea about
what is going on out in the real world. Government
members would like to think everyone is smiling and
well. They bring in this piece of legislation, an omnibus
bill, and make some minor amendments, but they
cannot get it right.
Hon. J. M. Madden — Get to the bill!
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — As I said to
the previous minister, if you cleared the wax out of
your ears you might have understood that so far I have
spoken about part 5 and about part 9, and I have gone
into great depth. Clearly those in government only hear
what they want to hear and only deliver the spin they
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want to deliver. The minister does not worry about the
cost of the Commonwealth Games. It is only an extra
$50 million. He says, ‘That is all right. We will be right.
The Victorian taxpayer can wear that.’.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — The minister
says we should not worry about that, that it is only the
Commonwealth Games. It is another $50 million —
and by the way, the budget blew out by an extra
$100 million or whatever it was. We are not to worry
because the government will put out some good press
releases. We will have a smiling face on a glossy
document that is all spin and rhetoric telling us how
wonderful everything is. We can all smile. Hallelujah!
The sun is shining and the Bracks Labor government is
in power. We need not worry about corruption and all
the gangland killings. Everything is fine. We have a
minor, omnibus bill before the house, and that is just
fantastic.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — The minister
is smiling. They are all smiling in the backblocks. They
have their preselection sorted out, and they are
wonderful. This is wonderful for them — absolutely
wonderful!
In my view, all that demonstrates exactly what this bill
is about. It is a piecemeal pile of garbage put together to
sort out some of the trivial outcomes that this
government deals with. There is nothing in depth, and
that is what I am getting at. This is an omnibus bill that
does nothing on the real issues. It does nothing about
dealing with real sex offenders and extended
supervision orders. It does nothing about dealing with
corrupt activities or alleged corrupt activities that may
occur in this state. It is a piece of legislation that wastes
our time, and I hope it passes quickly.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
1.

Clause 1, page 2, line 15, omit “2005.” and insert “2005;
and”.
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I propose that an amendment to the bill be moved to
include an amendment to a further piece of legislation
related to the justice portfolio, the Legal Profession Act
2004.
Like the other amendments in this bill, the proposed
amendment is technical and mechanical in nature. The
amendment is necessary to facilitate a proper system of
preferential voting for the election of legal practitioner
members to the Legal Services Board, a system which
is consistent with the new member arrangements under
the Legal Profession Act 2004.
The Legal Profession Act 2004 commenced operation
on 12 December 2005 and established new bodies to
regulate the legal profession in Victoria. The Legal
Services Board is the peak regulatory body within the
new regulatory framework. The board is broadly
representative with a membership consisting of
consumer and legal practitioner representatives and
experts in financial management. The initial members
of the board were appointed by the Governor in
Council. However, the three legal practitioner
representatives have been appointed until 30 June 2006,
until which time those positions are required to be filled
by election by the legal profession. The election for
these positions must be held on 31 May 2006. The
newly elected members commence their positions on
1 July 2006.
Under the act, one of the three legal practitioner
members is to be an advocate member who will
represent barristers on the board, and the other two
legal practitioner members are to be non-advocate
members who will represent solicitors on the board.
This is a change from the requirements under the
previous act where the three legal practitioner members
were elected from separate advocate, non-advocate and
combined roles. The act abolished the combined role
and accordingly the need for a combined role member
on the board to more accurately reflect the composition
of the legal profession.
Currently the act provides for a system of preferential
voting. If there are more than two candidates for the
election of a member, the system, however, more
accurately reflects the previous arrangements that were
in place when there was a member position for the
combined role. It does not reflect the new arrangement
where there are two non-advocate member positions to
be filled by the election. This was not intended. The act
should provide a system of preferential voting in
relation to the election of the advocate and the two
non-advocate members. A failure to amend the act to
provide for such a preferential voting system will result
in a flawed election process for the board.
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It is therefore proposed to amend the act to clarify that
the current system of preferential voting provided for in
the act applies to the election of the advocate member
to the board and to insert a new clause in the act to
provide for a system of preferential voting for the
election of the two non-advocate members of the board.
The proposed amendment has the support of the board
and the Victorian Electoral Commission.
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! The question is:
That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon. C. A. Strong — Are we still on clause 1?
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! Yes, we are on clause 1.
Hon. C. A. Strong — Is the minister dealing with
his amendments 1, 2 and 3?
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! He is dealing with his first amendment at the
moment.
Hon. C. A. Strong — But he was just talking at
some length about no. 3.
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! He has canvassed the issues for the other
amendments.
Hon. C. A. Strong — I wish to return to his
amendment 3, and I seek your guidance as to whether I
do that when we get to amendment 3 or now.
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! You can speak later in the committee stage,
Mr Strong.
Amendment agreed to.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
2.

Clause 1, page 2, after line 15 insert—
“( ) the Legal Profession Act 2004.”.

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — Part 5
amends the Courts Legislation (Judicial Conduct) Act
2005. As we have heard from Mr Dalla-Riva, there
quite clearly is a need — certainly in the case of the
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Warrnambool magistrate he was talking about — for
this particular piece of legislation to be in operation. I
note that we are amending it in this bill, but I also note
that this piece of legislation received royal assent on
24 May 2005, but the only sections to receive royal
assent were sections 1 and 2, the purpose and the
commencement.
The remainder of the act deals with the process of how
the committee will work, the people who will be on it
and how it will operate, but it has not been proclaimed;
yet the bill was passed 12 months ago. My question is
twofold: why has it not been proclaimed; and when will
it be proclaimed so that the tribunal will come into
existence?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank the member for his question. My
understanding is it is intended to be proclaimed very
shortly, but also I understand that there is a default
position within the bill. If it is not proclaimed within a
short period of time, it will be proclaimed in June
anyway. As I understand it a date has been set for
proclamation, and if it is not proclaimed before then, it
will be proclaimed by virtue of that date within the act.
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — I thank the
minister for his response. We have been led to
understand — and I seek the minister’s confirmation or
otherwise on this — that one reason the tribunal has not
been set up and the act proclaimed is there has been
difficulty getting members to serve on this board, which
is made up, I think, of retired interstate judges and the
like. Could the minister say if that is true?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank Mr Strong from his inquiry. I do
not have that information available today either at the
table or from my advisers on the legislation, but I will
seek to get that information to the member in writing at
a future date.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 11 agreed to.
Clause 12
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — Clause 12
will be subject to amendment by the minister’s
amendment no. 3. The minister has explained the
situation, that two solicitors were to be appointed as
members of Legal Services Board under the provisions
of what will be the Legal Professions Act 2004.
However, that bill had been drafted in such a way that it
did not include a method by which they would be
elected.
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The situation is a little like what happened with the
Courts Legislation (Judicial Conduct) Act that I have
been talking about. We on this side of the house are
rather amazed that some of these things are not being
dealt with. We passed a bill that was similar in purpose
to the judicial conduct legislation — yet here we are,
12 months later, and that bill has not been proclaimed.
That happened, I think, 9 or 12 months after the house
passed the Legal Professions Bill.
Clearly, it is not yet in operation because the members
have not been elected to the board — only because
there is no method for selecting them. This is all just a
little bit Heath Robinson all over the place!
We do not object to the amendment, but we are simply
surprised in every way that some of this stuff has not
been dealt with, thought through and done properly.
This example highlights the delays that are occurring.
We rushed these bills through; they were subject to the
guillotine under a government business program
motion to ensure they passed, yet here we are — in one
case, 12 months; and in another case, 9 months later —
with nothing having happened.
On behalf of the Liberal Party, I say it is all very well
for the Department of Justice pumping out this
legislation as if there were no tomorrow, but two things
are required: one is that it actually proclaims it, and it
works out; two, as Mr Dalla-Riva said, there is more to
dealing with crime, and law and order, in this state than
just pumping out legislation. The Liberal Party is
concerned as to what this clause means rather than with
the clause itself. With those comments, I thank the
minister for his submission.
Clause agreed to; clauses 13 to 28 agreed to.
New clause
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
3.

Insert the following Part heading and New Clause to
follow clause 28—
“PART 13— AMENDMENT OF LEGAL
PROFESSION ACT 2004
AA. Legal Services Board elections
(1) For the heading to clause 5 of Schedule 1 to the
Legal Profession Act 2004 substitute—
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“(3) This clause applies to the election of the
advocate member.”.
(3) After clause 5 of Schedule 1 to the Legal
Profession Act 2004 insert—
‘5A. Exhaustive preferential voting for non-advocate
members
(1) This clause applies to the election of the
non-advocate members if there are more than
2 candidates.
(2) The first vacancy is to be filled in the manner
specified in clause 5(2) for determining the
result if there are more than 2 candidates for
election of a member and, for that purpose, a
reference in clause 5(2) to a “defeated
candidate” or a “non-defeated candidate” is to
be construed as a reference to an “excluded
candidate” or a “continuing candidate” as the
case may be.
(3) The second vacancy is to be filled as
follows—
(a) all the ballot-papers (other than the
ballot-papers which are rejected) are to be
rearranged under the names of the
respective candidates for which a first
preference is indicated;
(b) the ballot-papers on which a first
preference is indicated for the elected
candidate are to be placed in the parcel of
the continuing candidate next in order of
the voter’s preference;
(c) the total number of votes given to each
continuing candidate is to be ascertained;
(d) the candidate who has received the
greatest number of votes, if that number
constitutes an absolute majority of votes,
is to be declared elected;
(e) if no candidate has an absolute majority
of votes—
(i) the candidate who has received the
fewest votes is to be declared an
excluded candidate; and
(ii) the ballot-papers counted to the
excluded candidate are to be
distributed amongst the continuing
candidates next in order of the
voters’ preference; and
(iii) the total number of votes given to
each continuing candidate is to be
ascertained; and

“Preferential voting for advocate member”.
(2) After clause 5(2) of Schedule 1 to the Legal
Profession Act 2004 insert—

(iv) the candidate who then has received
the greatest number of votes, if that
number constitutes an absolute
majority of votes, is to be declared
elected;
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(f) if no candidate then has an absolute
majority of votes the process of declaring
the candidate who has the fewest votes an
excluded candidate and distributing the
ballot-papers amongst the continuing
candidates next in order of the voter’s
preference is to be repeated until one
candidate has received an absolute
majority of votes and is declared elected.

Ordered that bill be read a third time later this day
on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Sport and Recreation).
Sitting suspended 12.49 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

(4) If on any count 2 or more candidates have an
equal number of votes and one of them has to
be declared an excluded candidate the result is
to be determined by lot.
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(5) If on the final count 2 candidates have
received an equal number of votes the result is
to be determined by lot.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Major Projects,
Mr Lenders, who has responsibility for delivering
major projects on time, on budget and without major
legal delays. His government has appointed a Labor
mate, Professor Bill Russell, to the Hattah-Nowingi
environment effects panel, thereby exposing the process
to legal challenge on points of bias and preconception
as outlined by counsel for Mildura Rural City Council
at Monday’s directions hearing. Will the Minister for
Major Projects advocate to preserve an independent
process beyond legal challenge and therefore, the
replacement of Professor Russell, a Labor mate?

(6) In this clause, “continuing candidate”
means a candidate not already elected or
excluded from the count.’.”.

Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — For the
record, when I was making my comments on the last
clause, clause 12, I mistakenly thought that we were
dealing with the present clause. My comments on
clause 12 were in regard to the minister’s amendment
no. 3. I would like that to be on the record.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I am happy to acknowledge that those
comments were made in relation to that clause. I
anticipated that that was what they were in relation to.
New clause agreed to.
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — I would
like to congratulate the Chair for his brilliant chairing of
this committee stage, which has allowed us to get
through without too much confusion.
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. J. G. Hilton) —
Order! I thank Mr Strong.
Long title
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
4.
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Long title, omit “and the Working with Children Act
2005” and insert “, the Working with Children Act
2005 and the Legal Profession Act 2004”.

Amendment agreed to; amended long title agreed
to.
Reported to house with amendments, including
amended long title.
Report adopted.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — Let
me say in opening that I find it absolutely extraordinary
that Mr David Davis — Mr Green Davis in his
incarnation in this place — should get up on his feet
and pontificate on the long-term containment facility
and environment effects statement process in Nowingi
in this late, new-found interest by members of the
Liberal Party, who would not even know where
Nowingi and the Mallee were — —
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
the Leader of the Government is being unnecessarily
belligerent. He would know that I and many of my
colleagues have visited the site of the government’s
toxic dump on several occasions.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the minister to
continue his response. With respect to the point of
order, I think there are some members on my left who
know where Nowingi is and have known where it is for
a period of time. I ask the minister to continue.
Mr LENDERS — I suspect Ms Lovell thinks
Nowingi is somewhere to the east of Omeo. But
leaving that aside, the substantive question that
Mr David Davis asked is whether I, as Minister for
Major Projects, will intervene. I will not go into his
grubby cowards’ castle routine of besmirching
members of a panel as to where he thinks they come
from, but I will say this: firstly, Planning Panels
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Victoria has a number of members on it. It chooses who
it recommends to the Minister for Planning as to who
goes on panels dealing with it. If Mr David Davis has
any issues about that, I suggest he raise it first and
foremost with the Minister for Planning in the other
place.
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Mr LENDERS — A late submission, yes, when I
pointed out in this house that the Liberals had not put
one in. In response to Mr Davis, I suggest that he put
his question on notice to the Minister for Planning, and
he might get an answer.
Supplementary question

Secondly, this question is fascinating because it comes
from Mr David Davis, who was a member of the
shameful Kennett government which would not have
known process from probity if it tripped over it. It
appointed the parliamentary secretary to the Premier to
be chair of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee as a watchdog. It appointed mates across
the board everywhere it went. It did not get Parliament
to sit, gutted the Auditor-General, got rid of courts and
did everything it could in order to remove transparency,
yet Mr Davis has the bald-faced cheek to come into this
place and lecture this government about an
environment effects process which has gone on for a
very long time.
It has gone on for a very long time because we have to
sort through this process — through the 24 reports that
Mr Bishop talks about frequently and the
supplementary reports — to get materials in place for
the community. We have a process. If we are going to
be criticised for anything, it should be that the process
has taken a long time. That is because we are
addressing those requests from the community to get
information.
I say to Mr David Davis that if he has an issue with the
Minister for Planning, he should raise that issue with
the minister, but on the general issue — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis says it is a
strange way of saying he is asking me, when he uses
this place to besmirch the reputation of honourable
members of the community and in a cowardly fashion
besmirches the names of people on Planning Panels
Victoria when he has shown no interest in Nowingi.
Three years ago Mr Savage, the member for Mildura in
the other place, had an interest in it; two years ago
Mr Bishop had an interest in it, and he has had an
ongoing interest; but the Liberal Party could not even
put a submission in. There were 1700 submissions to
the EES process, and the Liberal Party could not even
put a submission in, so Mr David Davis has a
new-found interest — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — We did.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — What an
extraordinary response by the minister in an attempt to
evade the issue. The minister made comments about the
Planning Panels Victoria process. Is the minister aware
of Professor Russell’s sudden addition to Planning
Panels Victoria in December 2005 and that this may
open the panel to legal questions involving stacking and
partisan political appointments, and will the minister
assure the house that no delays to the legal action will
occur as a result of Labor’s partisan appointment
process?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
know now why the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is
not here for this question time, because she would have
needed a bucket when she heard that question being
asked!
I remind Mr David Davis that bodies like Planning
Panels Victoria and bodies like the courts have renewal
from time to time. They do not have the same number
of people on them for all time, so there is an ongoing
process of renewal. I suggest to Mr Davis that if he
expects me to comment on issues that are before the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, he will not
get it from me as a minister. But he can rest assured that
this government, unlike the government he was a part
of, actually respects the EES process and has put an
enormous effort into getting the questions of the
Mildura community addressed by that EES process. We
do not go through political stunts, like members of the
Liberal Party, who do not have an interest in this issue
until they think there is some political mileage in it.
Russell Savage and The Nationals have left in a cloud
of dust, and the Liberal Party is desperately trying to
catch up.

Minerals and petroleum: exploration
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
My question is to the Minister for Resources. Can the
minister advise the house how the Bracks government
is making it happen in regional Victoria, and in
particular of any recent figures from the Australian
Bureau of Statistics regarding the minerals and
petroleum exploration industry in the state and what
those new figures mean for provincial Victoria in
particular?
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — The latest Australian Bureau of Statistics
figures are fantastic news for Victoria. The figures
show that mineral exploration is growing faster in
Victoria than in any other Australian state. Those
figures show that mining exploration expenditure
jumped 63 per cent to $26.3 million in seasonally
adjusted terms — the highest quarterly level of
expenditure in this state since 1988. This is why the
sector is booming. It is probably no wonder, as a result,
that the Leader of the Opposition, who is shadow
minister for energy and resources, after 99 days has still
not asked me a question on the resources part of my
portfolio nor issued a media release. It is no wonder
because the good news keeps rolling in in this area.
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — He can yell
interjections, but he cannot formulate a question in the
resources area. When you look at what has been
happening, you see Victoria’s share of mineral
exploration expenditure reached 8.4 per cent of national
expenditure — the highest since September 1988.
Petroleum exploration expenditure in Victoria has
jumped by 28 per cent over the previous quarter to
$29.1 million, reflecting the state’s booming resources
sector.
Victoria is clearly now the place to be for mining and
petroleum exploration and development. Let me give
the house one figure to illustrate this. When the Bracks
government came to office employment in the entire
resource sector was estimated to be around
4000 people. It is now 10 000 people and climbing.
That means an extra 6000 families are getting
employment directly in regional Victoria as a result of
the policies and efforts of this government. It is not just
6000 families, because if you add the flow-on benefits
and the flow-on jobs, we estimate that more than
20 000 extra people are being employed in regional
Victoria just in the resource sector as a result of this
government coming to power. That is more than
20 000 people in regional Victoria that have
employment, that are raising families and that are
contributing to the economic rise in regional Victoria
and a booming economy in many parts of the state.
Let me give one example, because we are continuing to
make the policies and put them into place. We recently
announced in the provincial statement an extra
$27 million to encourage further investment in
Victoria’s earth resources industries, including
$9 million in the new initiative Gold Undercover. If
you look at gold production in this state, you see we
now have the $350 million Bendigo Mining project, the
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$55 million Ballarat Goldfields project and the
$99 million Perseverance project. Victoria is booming
in the resources sector as a result of this government’s
action, and we are very proud of that record.

Local government: campaign donations
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Local
Government, Ms Broad. Section 62 of the Local
Government Act requires candidates to disclose all
donations that are valued at $200 or more, including
gifts in kind, as well as the aggregated value of multiple
gifts from a single source. The time line to submit
campaign donations is 60 days after an election, and I
ask: as 60 days have well and truly elapsed since the
last council elections, can the minister inform the house
how many candidates have not abided by the law?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for his question and for his
acknowledgment of these very important requirements
which the Bracks government has put in place under
the Local Government Act, with far more
accountability required than was ever required under
the previous Liberal-National government. Those
requirements are now in place, and they applied to the
last round of council elections. All councils have been
reminded by my department of their obligations.
Councillors and candidates have been followed up, and
they have very much appreciated that assistance in
meeting those requirements under the act. We are not
yet at a stage of any recommended action against any
candidates who have not complied, so I will seek that
information from my department. I understand that to
date there has been a lot of activity in ensuring
compliance with those new requirements. This is the
first time they have been applied, and for that reason,
candidates are being given every assistance to meet the
requirements.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I thank the
minister for her answer. It is easy to make a law, but
will the minister take action against candidates who
have broken the law by accepting donations from a
single source above $200 and candidates who have
failed to lodge a return? That is the question: will the
minister take action?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The government would not have introduced these new
accountability measures under the Local Government
Act if it did not expect candidates to comply with them
and if it did not intend to ensure that they are enforced.
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It certainly does expect that. But as this is the first time
that the accountability measures have come into effect,
we think it is fair and reasonable to give candidates
every assistance in ensuring compliance. That is what
my department is doing in the first instance, and I very
much hope we will find at the end of the process that it
will not be necessary to take action against individuals.
But if at the end of the process, after every assistance
has been rendered, we find that there is not compliance
then that is what will happen.

Gas: supply
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy Industries. Can the minister advise
the house of any recent developments in the oil and gas
industry in Victoria that have led to the state having a
more secure supply of gas into the future and what
assessments the government has made of the future of
the gas industry?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the member for his question. I
can advise the house that with great pleasure earlier this
month I officially opened the Casino gas project,
located near Port Campbell and operated by Santos and
TruEnergy. This was the launch of a $200 million
project, the Santos Casino project, which has once
again confirmed Victoria’s reputation as the energy hub
of south-eastern Australia.
I must say that the Honourable John Vogels was also
present at the launch. It was good to have Mr Vogels at
that launch. Once again the Leader of the Opposition
and my shadow could not find the time to come — to a
$200 million launch — but it was good to have
Mr Vogels there anyway.
Hon. Philip Davis — Why didn’t you fly me down
there, Theo?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The member
asks, ‘Why didn’t you fly me down there?’. This is
what this shadow minister expects. He wants us to
provide the briefing, he wants us to tell him about all
the information and then he wants us to actually fly him
down there well to attend a project he has had
absolutely nothing to do with!
I can report to honourable members that one of the
things that was happening down there was that there
were a lot of flies — they were everywhere, the flies.
Members might not know this, but Mr Vogels has got a
farm just upwind of this particular project, and the only
Liberal contribution was all these flies we had roaming
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around during the launch! That is the contribution from
the Liberal Party to development in this state.
However, the project has created 300 jobs during its
construction and more than 1000 other flow-on jobs in
the community as well. This project means another
285 petajoules — enough energy to heat a hot shower, I
am told, for every Australian every day for over four
years — will now be available for the Victorian market.
It is a significant amount of gas; I understand it can
provide 10 per cent of Victoria’s total gas needs.
An honourable member — How much?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Ten per cent, so
it is another very important project in building our
capacity in relation to gas.
But it is not just this particular project. In this Victorian
sector some $2.5 billion in new projects are expected to
come online during the course of this year alone. That
is $2.5 billion of investment in one sector in one year. It
is a phenomenal achievement, and it includes projects
like the Woodside Otway project, which is a
$1.1 billion project; Origin Energy’s BassGas project,
valued at $450 million; and a range of others.
Finally, let me just say on this issue of gas supply that
we came into government with the legacy of Longford.
An explosion at Longford, in which people lost their
lives, left the state without gas for two weeks. This state
now has an infrastructure that other states are jealous
of, with new supplies of gas and with connections to
other states, so that we will never again have a
Longford occur.

Liquor: Bendigo licence
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs and concerns the Happy Jack’s store at
Lockwood South and its application for a liquor
licence. Whilst the minister has previously supported a
view that is contrary to the views of Tourism Victoria,
Bendigo Tourism, the City of Greater Bendigo and
700 nearby residents who have signed a petition in
support of the store’s application, can she inform the
house as to the results of the further investigations she
promised this house she would undertake on this matter
in February of this year?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — As I have indicated in this house before on
the issue of the rights or obligations of the director of
liquor licensing to issue a licence in this state — and
under certain circumstances exemptions can be sought
with my approval — I always follow the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1062

COUNCIL

recommendations of the director. Where issues are
raised pursuant to those matters, I then seek to have the
director further investigate those matters. But I am
reliant on someone I believe is a very efficient and good
officer, in the director of liquor licensing, for the advice
I receive.
There are complications in relation to the applications
for this licence, which may not be something the
member is aware of. This is not a simple issue; there are
in fact a lot of complex matters in relation to this. On
that basis I understand the director has been having a
look at licence arrangements for the applicants, but
there are complicated issues around that application. At
this stage there have been no further developments in
relation to that. But I also indicate that they have an
ability to appeal the decisions on that matter to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
Supplementary question
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — Is the
minister aware that if any of the 100 000 visitors who
are due in the Bendigo region during the Easter
weekend are staying in the Lockwood South region,
they will have to make a 20-kilometre round trip to
purchase liquor? And can the minister make this
chamber aware of why Tourism Victoria has been
officially gagged from supporting in writing its view
that it believes the director of liquor licensing has made
a mistake?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I cannot answer for Tourism Victoria, nor
should I. But I reiterate that if the applicants are
dissatisfied in relation to the licence, they can appeal
that decision to VCAT. I suggest that will deal with
their matter once and for all.

Information and communications technology:
health services
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — My question is to
the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology, the Honourable Marsha Thomson. The
minister has previously informed the house about
various ways the Bracks government is using
information and communications technologies (ICT) to
help build a world-class Victoria. Can the minister
inform the house as to how the Bracks government is
using ICT to deliver world-class health services to
regional Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. Bill Forwood — I am afraid I could not hear
the member’s question.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! If there were less
noise on my left I am sure the member would have
been able to hear the question. However, I also had
some difficulty hearing it, so I ask the member to repeat
it in a clear voice — and I ask for less noise.
Hon. J. H. EREN — My question is to the Minister
for Information and Communication Technology, the
Honourable Marsha Thomson. The minister has
previously informed the house about various ways the
Bracks government is using information and
communications technologies to help build a
world-class Victoria. Can the minister inform the house
as to how the Bracks government is using ICT to
deliver world-class health services to regional Victoria?
Can you hear that, Bill?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think Hansard heard
that!
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — That was a
world-class delivery of the question!
The Bracks government is committed to making sure
provincial Victoria has access to world-class services
and infrastructure. That is the objective of the Bracks
government when it comes to information and
communications technology (ICT). Whether it be
through our broadband framework, our information and
communications technology (ICT) industry policy, our
Connecting Communities plan or our e-government
agenda, the Bracks government is always conscious of
the needs of regional Victorians.
The Bracks government does not promote technology
for technology’s sake. We understand that technology
is essential to drive economic growth and to ensure
better government services. This is especially true for
health services in regional Victoria. The Bracks
government is in fact seen as a pioneer in developing
world-leading, broadband-enabled health care
applications that are delivering world-class services to
provincial Victoria.
BreastScreen Victoria, through its mobile vans, will
begin later this year to provide women in provincial
Victoria with easy access to the world-class
breast-screening technologies that women in
Melbourne have been able to take for granted. This will
be done through the world’s first mobile wireless
broadband application.
The $7.7 million digital radiology project that is
operating in the Hume Health region is improving the
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speed of diagnosis and access to specialist clinicians for
people in the north-east of Victoria, thereby improving
patient care not only for trauma cases but also for
cardiac care.
The $2.8 million virtual health project is being
conducted through the SouthWest Health Alliance,
increasing access to specialist health services for people
located in the 60 000 square kilometres from the west
of Melbourne to the South Australian border.
This innovative use of broadband technology is helping
to deliver a higher standard of services in the areas of
obstetrics, treatment of renal conditions, improving
access to specialist services and enabling triage services
to be delivered closer to patients, expanding the range
of services that smaller communities have access to.
For a person in Portland, these world-class services can
eliminate at 10-hour round trip to Melbourne for a
consultation with a specialist. The use of this
technology is eliminating the divide between the city
and the country.
Where the former Liberal government closed country
hospitals and decimated regional health services, the
Bracks government is delivering to provincial Victoria
world-class health-care services using world-class ICT
applications.

Gas: Creswick supply
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — My question is to the
Minister for Energy Industries. I refer to the
government’s $70 million natural gas extension
program and broken promises in relation to Creswick in
particular. SP AusNet’s glossy brochure is entitled
‘Getting connected to natural gas is easy’ but it is not so
easy for the many households in streets in Creswick
which have been denied connection. When will the
minister make available the program’s funding to
SP AusNet so that those Creswick properties in streets
such as King Street, Little King Street, Rogers Street,
South Street, White Hills Road and Albert Street, which
are within stage 1, get connections?
Hon. M. R. Thomson — Where do you live,
Dianne?
Ms HADDEN — Creswick! Didn’t you know?
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Mr David Davis
interjects one more time, I will remove him from the
chamber. Mr Forwood should keep his eyes closed and
his mouth shut.
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the President for her support in
bringing the rabble to order.
I want to thank the honourable member for her
question. I do so because it gives me an opportunity to
talk about the government’s $70 million gas extension
project. Before I do that I would like to say this is
typical of the way this member has decided to operate.
She comes in here and talks about a specific street,
trying to divide a community up and trying to suggest
that something is not going to happen when it is.
I am aware that the honourable member herself may be
the beneficiary of this program or it may be that she
thinks she is going to miss out in relation to the project.
In that case, if it is a personal issue about her personally
getting gas or whether she is going to miss out, maybe
that is something that would be more appropriately
raised with me privately rather than coming into the
house and making some kind of pretence that this is
about her caring about constituents in the Creswick
area.
Let me just say this: we had a circumstance — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — You want to
listen to this as well. Why don’t you ask a question?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister will
address the Chair.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — We are very
proud of this gas extension program. When the
previous Kennett government was in power the only
thing it did and the only thing you did, Mr Davis — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The
Honourable Philip Davis will stop interjecting. Minister
Theophanous will respond to the question through the
Chair.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The only thing
the previous government ever did in this area was to
sell the gas industry. It privatised the industry and left
country Victoria for dead. It took a Labor government
to recognise that if we were to extend gas into regional
Victoria, we had to put some government money into it.
We did so, and as a result of this government putting in
$70 million towards the project — $70 million more
than the previous government had ever thought about
putting in, because it had not put in a single cent —
33 towns in regional Victoria which did not have gas
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before will now get gas. It also means that between
70 000 and 100 000 more Victorians will have access to
the gas network.
I can tell the house that when regional Victorians are
saving hundreds of dollars as a result of having gas
connected to their properties it will not be the Liberal
Party they will be thanking, because it never had a
program like this, but the Labor government Labor will
deliver the program to regional Victoria.
Supplementary question
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — The Labor government
has been promising savings of up to $30 000 per annum
for medium-sized businesses that connect to natural
gas. The Creswick businesses along the stage 1
distribution route have so far been denied connection
by SP AusNet. Given the minister’s response, will he
direct funds from the $70 million natural gas extension
program to enable commercial businesses in Albert
Street, Creswick, to also connect to natural gas?
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Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Hadden — I take a further point of order,
President, on the disgraceful sounds coming from
Mr Eren and Mr Mitchell. I have to put up with this day
in and day out when I am sitting here. I ask for some
protection from you, President. I have to put up with the
disgraceful squawking and sounds from Mr Mitchell
and Mr Eren every day, as well as comments that I find
objectively offensive. The comment made by
Mr Mitchell a moment ago and the further sounds
uttered by Mr Eren and Mr Mitchell just then, which
were audible to the whole chamber, I find offensive. I
ask, President, that you ask them to withdraw and give
me an apology in this chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Mitchell, the
member has taken offence to your words. I find that
they were offensive, and I ask you to withdraw.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — I withdraw.

Consumer affairs: rural and regional Victoria
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — As I said before, we are very proud of the
fact that there will be not just one business but hundreds
of businesses in regional Victoria that will save money
as a result of their connection to natural gas. The good
news is that the rollout that has commenced will
continue over the next months and result in regional
Victoria being connected to natural gas.
Ms Hadden interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Hadden!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — What is true is
that we are delivering a program that is very popular in
regional Victoria. We will deliver the program as much
as possible within the $70 million. We will deliver the
program despite the noise from the opposition.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — Put the monkey back in the
chair.
Hon. Andrew Brideson — On a point of order,
President, I heard an extremely offensive remark made
by an honourable member opposite against Ms Hadden,
and I ask that member to withdraw.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member has been
here long enough to know that if a member takes
offence about something said to them while they are in
the chamber it is up to that individual to take a point of
order.
Ms Hadden — On a point of order, President — —

Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — My question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. Will the minister advise
the house how the Bracks government is making it
happen in regional Victoria, and in particular what
recent compliance and enforcement measures are being
undertaken to protect consumers in regional Victoria?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the member for her question. In
Victoria we have a comprehensive suite of legislation
and protective measures in place for consumers. I am
proud of the fact that Victoria leads the way in
consumer protection right around the country. That
legislation is about ensuring that consumers get the
protection they need and a fair go. Not only do we have
laws in place but we have a vigorous compliance
regime that stretches right across Victoria. Whether it is
scams, unsafe products or goods that do not measure
up, Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) not only
investigates these complaints but also runs a proactive
compliance exercise as part of its core activities. This is
not just in metropolitan Melbourne or major regional
centres but right across Victoria.
I inform members that this week CAV is currently
undertaking a compliance and enforcement exercise in
Warrnambool and surrounding districts, including
Colac, Camperdown, Hamilton, Portland, Port Fairy
and Koroit. To date there have been 275 inspections,
with 53 warning letters issued so far and 4 verbal
warnings. I am advised there was a failure by licensed
motor car traders to keep appropriate and accurate

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Thursday, 30 March 2006

COUNCIL

records and comply with consumer information
requirements, particularly those relating to odometer
readings. Two travel agents failed to meet their licence
conditions. CAV inspectors found unsafe products such
as baby cots, bunk beds and hot water bottles. All these
items are subject to prescribed safety standards or
permanent ban orders under the Fair Trading Act.
On a positive note, I was very pleased with the rate of
compliance on the refund requirements and laws, which
were being well adhered to by traders. Unfortunately
that is not so true for lay-bys, and there is obviously a
need for CAV to improve the education campaign
among traders in relation to lay-bys. We understand the
importance of vibrant and healthy regional economies,
but in order to have those economies vibrant and
performing well consumers need to have the confidence
that they are being treated appropriately by traders in
those towns.
Consumer Affairs Victoria will continue a proactive
education campaign for traders right across Victoria. It
will ensure that traders are given the opportunity to do
the right thing. CAV inspectors will also ensure that
where the right thing is not being done for consumers,
action will be taken.

Environment: greenhouse gas emissions
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — My question
today is directed to the Minister for Energy Industries. I
am delighted to ask him a question in the absence of
any questions from the Leader of the Opposition for
98 days — or it could be 99 days!
I refer the minister to the predictions contained in the
Climate Change — Risk and Vulnerability report
released by the federal Minister for the Environment
and Heritage, Senator Ian Campbell, last year,
predicting that without action on greenhouse reductions
the planet will rise in temperature by up to 6 degrees by
2070, with a 20 per cent reduction in rainfall, and rising
sea levels. I further note that as a result of this report
Senator Campbell has accepted that, ‘Some degree of
climate change is inevitable because of greenhouse
gases’.
I ask the minister: what are the Victorian government’s
greenhouse proposals to address this important issue of
climate change which, if not addressed, will affect
generations of Victorians into the future?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the member for his very good and
serious question.
Honourable members interjecting.

1065

The PRESIDENT — Order! If members continue
to interrupt question time, I will use sessional orders to
remove them. This question time has been absolutely
ridiculous. Some members are acting like
schoolchildren instead of behaving like the professional
people they are all supposed to be. I ask them to stop
interjecting, show each other some respect and allow
the minister, and Hansard in particular, to record the
minister’s response.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — There is no
bigger issue facing our state and our nation in the
energy sector than the issue of climate change. The
implications of doing nothing about climate change are
too horrendous to contemplate.
The honourable member has referred to the report
Climate Change, Risk and Vulnerability that was issued
by the federal government and indicates some of the
consequences of us doing nothing over the next few
years.
May I say that the Victorian government takes this
issue very seriously. We have a number of programs in
place which we are using to try to address the question.
One of the ways to address this issue is to try to do
something about energy efficiency. We have a range of
programs, including 5-star and 6-star new homes that
we are progressively putting into place, and a range of
energy efficiency initiatives for the business
community, to try to reduce the amount of energy we
are using.
We are also cooperating at the federal level for new
energy efficiency programs. The government recently
announced that it has embarked on what is called the
Energy Technology Innovation Strategy where this
government is spending in excess of $100 million,
which is a very considerable amount of money, to try to
find new technologies for the use of our brown coal in a
cleaner way, such as brown coal drying technologies
which includes gasification technology, and ultimately
geosequestration so we can put the greenhouse gases
underground.
There are some other things that we are actively
pursuing, but I must say to the honourable member that
while the federal government has put out the report and
accepted that climate change is occurring, there are two
areas in which the federal government continues to
refuse to take leadership, and that is where we really
need to start to think as a community about how we
will deal with this problem.
One of those areas relates to renewable energy and
renewable energy targets, about which I have spoken in
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this house before. The nobbling of the mandatory
renewable energy target scheme has meant that
renewable energy will go backwards in this country and
will mean that Australia will have one of the lowest
renewable energy factors of any country, and certainly
lower than most of the European countries.
The second area is in relation to a national emissions
trading scheme. We agree with the federal government
that we should have and bring on new technology, but
nearly every major source is now saying that this will
not occur without a market signal. We think that the
best market signal is an emissions trading scheme. We
are actively pursuing an emissions trading scheme
because under such a scheme, we will see verifiable
reductions in emissions from a whole range of sectors
of the economy.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Housing: affordability
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) —
My question is to the Minister for Housing. I am aware
the minister recently visited Kangaroo Flat to inspect
eight housing association properties. Can the minister
advise the house how the government is getting on with
the job of delivering more affordable housing through
housing associations in rural and regional Victoria?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for her question about my recent visit to
Kangaroo Flat and the progress of the Bracks
government’s commitment to establishing not-for-profit
housing associations to drive growth in affordable
housing across Victoria, including regional and rural
Victoria.
The Bracks government is getting on with the job of
establishing not-for-profit housing associations and as
the primary vehicle to expand social housing assistance,
including rural and regional Victoria.
Loddon Mallee Housing Services, Victoria’s first
housing association, is leveraging funds to provide
more affordable housing than could be achieved
through government investment alone.
In partnership with the government, Loddon Mallee
Housing Services has embarked on the construction of
92 affordable homes across a number of regional
Victorian centres — in the state’s north and
north-west — to meet the need of low-income
Victorians. Earlier this month I was pleased to visit the
first of these homes to be delivered, which is in
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Kangaroo Flat, and was also pleased to meet the family
that will soon be moving into this very attractive home.
I am also pleased to say that this home is located next to
a brand new primary school built by the Bracks
government last year, and this makes it a fantastic
location for the family whose children will now be able
to walk to the school next door.
Another 40 houses are under construction, and by
October 2006 Loddon Mallee Housing Services will
have completed 75 new homes in total. In the process,
the construction of these new homes will also have
provided jobs and associated economic benefits in
regional centres that range from Mildura through to
Kyneton.
This goes to show that on this side of the house, we are
actively rebuilding communities. We are providing
schools and affordable housing and other essential
services, much needed after the heart and soul was
ripped out — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is enough!
Pursuant to sessional order 31, the Honourable David
Davis is removed from the chamber for 30 minutes, for
continually interjecting and breaching my rulings.
Hon. D. McL. Davis withdrew from chamber.
Questions resumed.
QUESTIONS
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Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — These
services are much needed in rural and regional Victoria
after the heart and soul was ripped out of them by the
previous Liberal and Nationals government.
As I have informed the house on previous occasions,
the government has secured $25.5 million in land, cash
and borrowings from Victoria’s five housing
associations for those affordable housing projects.
Through that package the leverage obtained in
construction projects is around 25 per cent, which is a
terrific result. Towns including Bairnsdale, Bendigo,
Castlemaine, Echuca, Inverloch, Mildura, Numurkah
and Swan Hill will all benefit from that terrific
affordable housing.
This is a great example of the government getting on
with the job of delivering great services to regional
Victoria.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 5435,
5436, 5542, 6047–71, 6125–30, 6141–43, 6214, 6215,
6250, 6251, 6841, 6842, 6878, 6880.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS) BILL
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I wish to thank honourable members for
their respective contributions.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the opinion
that the third reading of this bill requires to be passed
by an absolute majority. I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the opinion
that the third reading of this bill requires to be passed
by an absolute majority. In order that I may ascertain
whether the required majority has been obtained, I ask
those members who are in favour of the question to
stand where they are.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

COMMONWEALTH GAMES:
ACHIEVEMENTS
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — It is with
pleasure that I move:
That this house congratulates all those involved in making the
2006 Melbourne Commonwealth Games the most successful
Commonwealth Games ever held and a credit to all the
people of Victoria, and specifically congratulates:
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(1) the games volunteers, whose dedication ensured the
smooth running of all events and who put a charming
and helpful face on Victoria;
(2) the hardworking staff from organisations including the
organising committee, M2006, the Office of
Commonwealth Games Coordination within the
Department for Victorian Communities, Victoria Police,
and transport operators, who were the backbone of the
games;
(3) the 4500 athletes from across the commonwealth, who
brought so much entertainment and joy through their
courageous and inspiring efforts;
(4) all those involved in the Commonwealth Games cultural
program, Festival Melbourne 2006, who provided
another element to the games, making it a truly unique
festival; and
(5) all the people of Victoria, who through their unparalleled
support and enthusiasm once again showed to the world
that Melbourne is simply the best.

The motion is in several parts. It is a great opportunity
for this house to acknowledge the games we have just
had — which, by any measure, have been the most
extraordinary major event ever held in Melbourne. At
the risk of going into hyperbole on this — we talk about
the biggest, the best and the greatest — to put them into
perspective, the Commonwealth Games were larger
than the 1956 Olympics held in this city and state and
an event with an extraordinary amount of participation.
So many Victorians have participated in the games,
enjoyed them and will look back on them as a time
when they were proud to be Victorians. In addition, the
games have left an extraordinary economic legacy for
Victoria.
The purpose of my motion is to congratulate all those
involved in the games. The first heading I will touch on
is the volunteers. A number of members have
commented on the fact and asked whether it was a bit
of hubris to be the mover of the motion when I was a
volunteer, so I will certainly not mention my own
contribution. On the 15 000 volunteers who were out
there, I guess I can speak as well as anyone on what
they went through. First I point out that those
volunteers did not just appear out of nowhere. They
were people who put forward their names to assist with
the games. They did so for a range of reasons and with
a range of motivations. Primarily it was about being
part of a great event and helping out in their
community.
Hon. D. K. Drum — What was your motivation?
Mr LENDERS — I will take up Mr Drum’s
interjection privately, perhaps, because I vowed I would
not go into my own contribution here.
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It is interesting to note that it did not just happen that
some of the 15 000 volunteers turned up at a number of
venues a number of times. Every volunteer went to
Holmesglen TAFE for a specific preparation. They
went to the venues they were going to be at. Before the
games even commenced, in most cases they gave up
the equivalent of three or four sessions of their time,
through their dedication to be there prepared to present
that very cheerful, charming and helpful face of
Victoria during the games. The volunteers put in long
days. Many of them started in the morning at 5 or
6 o’clock and often worked 9 or 10-hour shifts — for
no pay. I could be political and reflect on whether that
may be where Kevin Andrews wishes to take our
workplace relations system, but this is not the debate
for that.
People put in that time and effort because they wanted
to be part of the games and assist in Victoria. Many of
them stood side by side with people who were being
paid. It was a great effort by the volunteers. They
wanted to help — they were inspired by what the
volunteers did at the Sydney 2000 Olympic Games and
they wanted to be part of a great event. They also had a
commitment to the Commonwealth Games and what
they could do for Victoria and the face they could put
on their city and state.
I commend the volunteers. It was a fantastic effort in an
era when we often belittle voluntarism and say that it is
dead. People in our community will often bemoan
things and ask, ‘Whatever happened to it?’. Anyone
who asks that can look at what 15 000 people did in
Victoria during the 11 days of the games and at what
the many who are still concluding their work — that is,
the drivers of athletes and others — are doing. It is not
over yet but obviously now most volunteers have
returned to their normal lives.
The second group I specifically acknowledge and thank
are those hardworking staff of the organisations that did
all the work behind the scenes. To date we have heard
our own great Minister for Commonwealth Games,
Justin Madden, and Ron Walker and a number of other
leaders of the games receive acknowledgment.
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — And Lord Mayor So, as the
Leader of the Opposition interjects — probably more
quietly than Victorians tend to when the lord mayor’s
name is mentioned!
I also put on the record acknowledgment of the
hardworking staff of those organisations. Many of them
commenced their jobs many years ago in the embryonic
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stages, whether it be in the Office of the
Commonwealth Games Coordination, so ably headed
by Meredith Sussex, or the M2006 team, the chairman
of which, Ron Walker, has received due recognition
and acknowledgment, as I said. I acknowledge also
John Harnden and the vast number of full-time staff
behind him, and obviously the police force, the
transport operators and all those others who were the
backbone of the games.
I acknowledge also the 4500 athletes. I was privileged
to watch a lot of those athletes going into and coming
out of a venue and see them from a different angle, I
guess, from most ministers. It was extraordinary. You
would see the truly large, professional teams — like
Australia, New Zealand, South Africa and others —
come into the netball and hockey competitions
absolutely fired up, focused and in there, and you
would see some of the smaller teams from some of the
island states. On one occasion I spoke to a team whose
members had never played on a hard-surface netball
court; they had only ever played on sand or grass. Or
you would see teams like the Malawians getting off a
bus singing and getting back on singing, whether they
had won, lost or drawn. I saw some Nigerian athletes
come off a bus singing and go back on weeping, but all
of the athletes came to Melbourne giving their all.
Elite athletes had a chance to perform against the
world’s best, but some of the more community-level
athletes from smaller territories and states also had a
chance to compete, and I pay tribute to them for their
inspiring efforts. I hope we remember far more of the
4500 athletes who gave their all than the few from
Sierra Leone the media focused on for doing a runner.
I also would like to acknowledge the work of those
involved in the Commonwealth Games cultural
program, Festival Melbourne, which provided an
entirely different element for these games. I have seen
estimates that probably more people went to the free
cultural events than might have gone to the games. I do
not think that at all out of the ordinary.
There was a bit of excitement in the chamber when my
colleague Mr Madden spoke about the decorative fish
the other day, but large numbers of Melburnians and
Victorians went down to the Yarra to see those fish. All
of these things show how big and encompassing the
games were. And things did not happen by themselves;
large numbers of people were able to move around
because of the large number of staff, volunteers and
creative people who made things happen.
Finally, I would like to acknowledge the enthusiasm of
the people of Victoria as a whole for these games. It has
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been a long journey. The games were the result of a
bipartisan bid lodged by the Kennett government with
the support of the then opposition, and endorsed by the
then Leader of the Opposition in the other place, John
Brumby. As a major event we have seen the games
through from beginning to end. The Victorian
government formed a very strong partnership with the
federal coalition government to see the games through,
and, in the end, everyone in Victoria and Australia can
be particularly proud of having hosted the
Commonwealth Games. I think we have left some
bidders for future games in awe of Victoria’s effort and
wondering how they can match it.
The games have been the result of a great
organisational effort that was underpinned by an
enormous number of volunteers and sporting
associations who were willing to help, and an even
bigger group from the Victorian community as a whole.
All these people put their hearts and souls behind the
games. I acknowledge and thank all the people
involved in making these the best games we have ever
had in this state.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I will join the
Leader of the Government in the debate on the motion
before the house. In all sincerity I congratulate all those
who were involved in the implementation of what has
been a wonderful event for all Victorians and all
Australians, and an opportunity for Melbourne to be on
display.
I will come to the closing comments of the Leader of
the Government in a moment, and I wish to take
particular issue with his comments about the
Melbourne Commonwealth Games being the result of a
bipartisan initiative. I would not have wanted to lead to
that had he not tried to misstate what has been going on
in recent times.
Firstly, I would like to acknowledge the wonderful
contribution made by the volunteers who were critical
to the success of the games. Some 15 000 volunteers
were involved, and many from country Victoria met
their own travel, accommodation and living expenses
while they were in Melbourne to assist with the games.
I saw many people from my own electorate around the
city by coincidence because they were associated with
the games as volunteers. I am delighted that these
volunteers took the opportunity to be part of something
memorable.
For those of us who are privileged to hold public office
no doubt there were some occasions on which we were
formally involved as representatives of the community.
We attended functions associated with the games, and it
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is a privilege to have so been involved. However, I was
delighted to see volunteers invited to, for example, the
formal luncheon that Her Majesty the Queen attended
at the Royal Exhibition Building. It was a delight to
meet enthusiastic volunteers at the very start of the
games and to see that enthusiasm maintained right up
until the closing night.
The attitude of volunteers was interesting in that
irrespective of their particular interest in a sport — or
indeed sport at all — there were many volunteers who
just wanted to be part of a great event. Some
4500 athletes, along with around 1500 officials,
occupied the village as part of the competitive process
in which they were engaged, and I know the athletes
were extremely grateful to the volunteers who assisted
at the village and generally at the events.
I do not think that this is a motion on which to reflect
significantly on the performance of the athletes,
because that stands as a public record. The athletes
themselves know how well they performed in terms of
their individual performances in their relevant events.
Also it has been noted publicly that Australia’s medal
tally overall was very good by comparison with its
performance at the previous Commonwealth Games at
Manchester. We also have seen the individual
performances of athletes, with many personal bests
being achieved and records being set by Australians.
However, I do not think we are here to celebrate those
outstanding athletic achievements other than to note
them.
I think of the athletes who have put thousands of
man-hours into their relevant sports but have not been
so successful, particularly those from smaller nations
that simply do not have a population base or sporting
infrastructure that can allow them to excel.
I also want to pay particular tribute to elite athletes with
a disability (EAD). The athletes with a disability events
I saw at the Melbourne Cricket Ground (MCG) were
wonderful demonstrations of individual perseverance
and commitment under disadvantage for many of the
athletes involved. The fact that the EAD events have
been fully integrated into the Commonwealth Games is
a real testament to a change in the view held by the
community at large about disabled people and is
something of which any society can be proud. The
Commonwealth Games Association needs to be
commended for ensuring that that process has
developed. The original EAD events were held, I think,
in 1994.
The motion before the house recognises a whole range
of contributors. I do note that an incredible number of
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staff were involved, including 1200 technical officials
and 5000 contractors, along with the permanent staff of
M2006. I understand that 500 full-time staff were
involved in the lead-up to and operations of the games
project.
I have recognised the contribution and leadership of
Ron Walker in this place before, as have other
members, but we should not forget that this project —
if we can call it that — the 2006 Commonwealth
Games in Melbourne, was an initiative of the Kennett
government. It is disappointing that Jeff Kennett, a
former Premier of Victoria, has not been properly
recognised as the champion who assured the political
commitment to achieving the objective of securing the
Commonwealth Games for Melbourne. It was the
vision of Jeff Kennett and Ron Walker that ensured we
had an outstanding event, which I know is unlikely to
be repeated in Melbourne in my lifetime. I am
privileged to have been a part of it in a small way.
On a personal note, about five years ago my young
daughters pressed me to take them to the
Commonwealth Games netball. I admit to the house my
frustration with the ballot system which did not easily
render appropriate tickets for the netball. In any event, I
managed to negotiate the challenges of ticketing and
ensure that my daughters were ultimately able to see the
netball.
I was pleased to have the opportunity to attend the
Rugby 7s competition. The negotiation of the ticketing
process for that event also became a challenge, but I
managed to secure the necessary tickets to see the
Rugby 7s, a favourite spectator sport of mine.
I was uplifted by the events at the MCG. I attended the
athletics on three days and evenings. Those events were
simply stunning. In every case, I was totally delighted
not only to see the performance of the champions —
those who either won their heats or won medals — but
also the personal commitment by individual
sportspersons who were competing for the joy of being
participants in their events.
I simply congratulate all who were associated in any
way with the Commonwealth Games and hope that all
of them take with them the pride that I think they well
deserve for their association.
The Leader of the Government used a phrase which
raises some concerns for me. In the minister’s
contribution he used a few words I thought I should
refer to my dictionary for, to fully comprehend them.
He talked about ‘hyperbole’. I went to my Oxford
Australian Dictionary which says that ‘hyperbole’
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means ‘an exaggeration’. Yes, I think there are
elements of the minister’s speech which were an
exaggeration. He used a phrase I will not again
mention, but I will be provoked to say that his
comments about bipartisanship are best defined as
hypocrisy, which is something we should all be
concerned about, as it is when people affect a view that
is not accurate. ‘Hypocrisy’ is ‘a simulation of a virtue’
according to the Oxford Australian Dictionary. Yes, it
is quite clear that the exaggeration the minister himself
notes in his comments about using hyperbole is correct
in respect of his discussion about bipartisanship. The
dictionary also clearly defines ‘hypocrisy’ as ‘a
simulation of a virtue and insincerity’.
I would challenge the minister on his assertion of a
bipartisan approach to the Commonwealth Games. The
reality is that when the Kennett government secured the
games, there was bipartisanship in the sense that Jeff
Kennett signed the formal documents during the
caretaking government period after consultation with
his prospective successor, Premier Steve Bracks.
Therefore there was bipartisanship, but almost every
action taken by the government in the period since its
coming to office and gaining administration of the
policy arrangements for the games has been to utilise
the games in a political way.
Day after day in this house the Minister for
Commonwealth Games has used question time to
promote himself and his government, to diminish the
standing of the Liberal and National parties in respect
of this event. The Leader of the Government is no
longer in the chamber, I suspect because he is
embarrassed about what he has said. It is a shame that
this truly wonderful event could not have avoided the
politics of hypocrisy which the Leader of the
Government has demonstrated.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — It gives me great
pleasure on behalf of The Nationals to indicate our total
support for the motion before the chamber. Admittedly
I speak as a biased sports fan. I actually thought the
games were terrific. I enjoyed the spectacle of the
games largely as a television viewer as I did not get to a
large number of events, but certainly the performances
of some of the athletes from across the commonwealth
were inspiring.
I also thought the performances of some our elite
athletes with disabilities were equally inspiring. Like
the Leader of the Opposition I enjoyed the integration
of the elite athletes with disabilities (EAD) events with
the other regular program. It is a great initiative of the
Commonwealth Games that now, rather than having
separate events as we do with the Olympic Games and
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Paralympics, we have athletes of all abilities contesting
events at the one forum. I thought that was terrific and
much better than previous practice.

the games and very few of them were, even though it
was school holidays. The barrier was the transport costs
associated with getting to the games.

I had the fortune to attend two athletics events of the
games. One was a night of the swimming at the
Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre; the other was a
night at the Melbourne Cricket Ground (MCG) where I
watched some athletic events. On each occasion I was
fortunate that I was able to obtain tickets through the
initial ballot. I was extremely disappointed that I was
not able to get tickets through the ballot for a basketball
event, such as the one in Traralgon, a part of regional
Victoria in my electorate. I applied but missed out on
tickets to that event; I will make further comment about
that in a minute. I absolutely and thoroughly enjoyed
those two events that I was able to get tickets for and
attend. My wife and I also spent half a day and an
evening participating in some of the cultural events and
having a look at some of the shows that were on
display, particularly those in the Alexandra Gardens.

I think the government could have trialled for at least a
two-week period the provision of free public transport
not only in Melbourne to ticket-holders but throughout
the state to see what the impact would be. The facts are
that if mum and dad and three kids had wanted to travel
down from Bairnsdale by train, it was going to cost
them in the vicinity of $200 to get there and back. That
is a significant financial barrier. They could have got a
$10 ticket — we fought hard to ensure that people who
had Commonwealth Games events tickets could get a
$10 return ticket on the day of their event — and while
that was welcomed, there were lots of other aspects of
the games that people could have attended without a
ticket. One was the program of cultural events that were
put on as part of Melbourne Festival 2006. It would
have been a highlight for many kids to have come
down to Melbourne to see the programs that were on
display and experience some of the interactive stuff that
entertained children at Birrarung Marr, which I thought
was also very good. A lot of young country children
missed that opportunity because of the cost of travel. I
think it would have been more inclusive had the
government provided free public transport to facilitate
that.

I want compliment the people associated with the
running of the Commonwealth Games. Like the Leader
of the Government and the Leader of the Opposition,
first and foremost I congratulate and thank the games
volunteers. I thought they did a fantastic job. When I
came across them at the events I attended they were
courteous, well informed, cheerful and presented a
great face for the city of Melbourne and the state of
Victoria. I thought they did an outstanding job, and I
commend them on it. Equally it was a superlative effort
by those associated with the organisation and running
of the games to make everything work like clockwork
right throughout the network, and I congratulate them.
As I said, the performance of athletes was inspiring.
There were many highlights. Everybody has their own
highlights, and I am not going to nominate mine, but
there certainly were some inspiring performances. The
cultural program, Festival Melbourne 2006, was a great
initiative, and there was plenty of entertainment for
people who were not able to secure tickets to events.
I want to make a couple of comments that I hope
people do not interpret as criticisms, because first and
foremost I thought the games were an outstanding
success. However, there are things I think we could
have done better, and I just want to mention some of
them. First of all, despite the talk about all Victorians
being united by the moment and participating in the
games, that was difficult for people who live long
distances from Melbourne. The fact is that it was costly
for them to participate. In the week prior to the games,
when I was in the East Gippsland part of my electorate,
I asked a few groups of kids how many were going to

I also believe one factor detracting from the television
coverage — and that is largely what country Victorians
got — was the excessive number of advertisements
about the government of the day. Several people rang
my office to say they were sick of seeing Premier
Bracks on the television, because every program was
interrupted by government advertising. I think the
government probably did itself a disservice by showing
the number of Victorian government advertisements
that were spread throughout the television coverage of
the games. I think the links on the web site to country
areas of Victoria for tourism opportunities were also
deficient, even though I had raised the matter in the
weeks preceding the games. However, I do not want to
labour those points. As I said, I wanted to raise them as
points because I did not want them to detract from the
significance of the Commonwealth Games. I think
Melbourne did it well, and those in the government
responsible for it should be congratulated. Those people
from a previous government who secured the games for
Melbourne should be equally congratulated.
I just want to single out one person. I thought the
Honourable Justin Madden, the Minister for
Commonwealth Games, did an excellent job but
perhaps did not get the credit he deserved for delivering
those games. The face of the government seemed to be
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the Premier of the state, whereas I think Mr Madden
came of age with respect to his role as Minister for
Commonwealth Games. He did an extremely good job,
but I did not see him presenting too many medals or
standing on stage.
I congratulate the minister on the job he did in
presenting the Commonwealth Games. I congratulate
all of those involved with the games, and in line with
the motion I particularly thank the volunteers and the
staff who worked hard to deliver a great games for the
commonwealth nations. I also congratulate again
able-bodied athletes and elite athletes with a disability
who performed so well and provided such a great
spectacle for all those who were able to partake of that
entertainment.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — It gives me
absolutely tremendous pleasure to speak on this motion.
I would also like to concentrate on the volunteers. I
think all parties agree that the games were fantastic. I
suppose we are, at least on this occasion, if not united
by the moment at least united by the event. Members in
this house would know that I take every opportunity to
praise and acknowledge the tremendous work that
volunteers do in our community. I have made the point
on a number of occasions that volunteers are essentially
the glue which binds our society together. Indeed,
without volunteers we would not have a society in any
way similar to the one we have at the moment.
For the last two years — I digress slightly, but it is in
relation to volunteers — I have attended, and I will be
attending this year, the Volunteer Appreciation Day at
the Mornington racecourse. This lunch is organised by
Peninsula Health, and it is always uplifting to see the
many people who give so freely of their time to help
those who are less fortunate. A range of volunteers
provide services to the sick and the elderly. In particular
a number of volunteers provide help to patients
undergoing chemotherapy and help palliative care
patients and their families at what is obviously a very
difficult time.
Each year Peninsula Health gives certificates to
volunteers who provided 10, 15 and sometimes even
20 years of volunteering service. It is very humbling to
see the large number of people who are recognised in
this way. The City of Casey, one of five local
authorities in my electorate, annually recognises the
tremendous work of its volunteers who work so hard
and provide the services which make Casey such a
great place to live and — dare I say — raise a family.
Casey estimates that 10 000 people volunteered in some
way.
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In relation to the games, the volunteers made the games
in Melbourne the success they were. Their distinctive
uniforms and preparedness to be helpful made the
games a most pleasurable experience. As has already
been mentioned during this debate, a significant
personal commitment was made by the volunteers, not
just regarding the time at events, but also time
undergoing training programs to be part of the
volunteer cohort. To do something which helps our
fellow citizens is a very uplifting and rewarding
experience. I think we all know that if we look after our
fellow citizens, they will look after us.
Some organisations now encourage their employees to
perform voluntary work. For instance Exxon Mobil in
my electorate of Western Port Province gives $1000 to
an organisation which has an employee who gives
20 hours of voluntary work a year. Last year I
understand $150 000 was directed in this way. I would
like to commend Exxon Mobil for its initiative.
Volunteers are essential to the smooth running of our
society. I would like to commend them all, particularly
those involved in the Commonwealth Games.
I would like to make a few brief comments on the other
elements of the notice of motion. I congratulate the
4500 athletes who came to our country to compete. I
attended the Queen’s lunch, which was held on the day
the games opened, with my wife. We had a very
interesting conversation with Tracy Morris, who is a
Welsh athlete. She was competing in the marathon and
came fourth in that event. To come fourth in any event
is probably worse than coming any other position,
because you only just miss out on a medal. Tracy
achieved her personal best time. She is probably back
in Wales now, but I would like to congratulate her for
her tremendous achievement. It was a wonderful
experience to meet her and she was a most delightful
person.
The Commonwealth Games cultural program has been
mentioned. It was a tremendous initiative to combine
cultural events with sporting events. This country has a
reputation for being a sporting nation, but we can be
proud of our cultural activities as well. We have
world-class orchestras and world-class ballet
companies. To combine a sporting occasion with a
cultural event was a great way to showcase ourselves to
the world. As has been mentioned, more people
attended the cultural events than the sporting events,
which is quite significant.
I am more than happy to acknowledge the tremendous
contribution of the organising committees which were
involved in the event. I acknowledge the contributions
of Jeff Kennett and Ron Walker in bringing this event
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to the state. If I remember correctly, when Ron Walker
lodged his bid with the commonwealth office in
London, he was the only person lodging a bid. In no
way should that detract from the vision which Jeff
Kennett had for this state. This was one of the examples
of that vision. I congratulate him, Ron Walker and all
other people concerned.
I would like to particularly mention the Queen’s baton
relay. That was a tremendous initiative which began
about a year before the games started and visited all the
71 countries in the commonwealth. I was part of the
baton relay from Frankston to Sorrento. I was with a
young man who was from New Zealand who had been
working on the baton relay since it had started. He was
talking about the experiences he had had in African
nations which the baton had visited. It was interesting
to hear from him that well before the games there was
great enthusiasm in Africa for the baton relay and the
Commonwealth Games in general.
As has been mentioned, other organisations involved in
the Commonwealth Games — the transport services,
Victoria Police and everyone else involved — gave
tremendous support to the event to make it the success
it was. Finally, as the motion says, the people of
Victoria should be mentioned. I personally never had
any doubt at all that Victoria would get behind the
games. I anticipated — and I do not think there was any
great gift of prescience — that the crowds would be
terrific, they would embrace the events and they would
come to cheer and get involved. If anything can be said
about Victoria, it is that we enjoy our sport. It was elite
sport and we all enjoyed that experience.
Australia did tremendously well, which helped. There
were 84 gold medals awarded to Australia. If Ian
Thorpe had not caught cold, or bronchial congestion,
and Grant Hackett had not injured his shoulder, we
would have probably received more than 90 gold
medals. But 84 gold medals is a tremendous
achievement. Everyone worked so hard to make the
games a success. I am more than happy to join the
Leader of the Government, the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of The Nationals in
complimenting everyone who made such a great
contribution to such a terrific event.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
It is amazing to think that, after all the talking,
preparation and planning, the 11-day Commonwealth
Games are now over.
For as long as I have been in this chamber, and for as
long as most members have been here, we have heard
about the preparations for the 18th Commonwealth
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Games — a project that commenced under the previous
government and was continued by the current
government. It is amazing to think that now, in late
March 2006 after all that time and planning, the games
have finished.
I would like to place on record my support for the work
of the 14 000 volunteers who were involved in the
Commonwealth Games. There is no doubt that those
people made an enormous contribution to the delivery
of the games. If one were to attempt to put a value on
their contribution, it would run into tens of millions of
dollars. Throughout the course of the games, as I went
to various venues and had the opportunity to talk to
volunteers, I continued to be amazed by their
enthusiasm and commitment to the roles they were
undertaking for the games.
Quite often I would encounter volunteers late at
night — perhaps at 10.00 p.m. or 11.00 p.m. — who
had been rostered on duty for most of the day and had
been doing it not just for the duration of the
Commonwealth Games but indeed, many of them,
since the beginning of March. I never ceased to be
amazed at how they remained enthusiastic about their
tasks. Early on in the games I suspected that towards
the end of the games some of their enthusiasm might
have flagged, but it did not, and they continued to
provide outstanding service to the visitors to Melbourne
and other people involved with the games.
Even as late as today, some volunteers are still on duty
in the transport role. I think today might be their last
day of service, so they have basically been on task for
the full month and have done an outstanding job, as
have members of the Australian defence force, Victoria
Police and the other service agencies that have been
involved in providing service support to the
Commonwealth Games.
I would also like to place on record my congratulations
and thanks to the organising committee. As the
Honourable Jeff Hilton said — and I commend him for
acknowledging the role that the previous government
played in securing this event — the genesis for the
18th Commonwealth Games started 10 years ago with a
bid proposed by the previous government at a time
when Victoria was a very different place and Victoria’s
outlook was very different.
Victoria as a state was then in a very deep recession. It
had a crisis of confidence. We had lost a bid for the
1996 Olympic Games, and there seriously was a
negative outlook about Victoria. The bid for the 2006
Commonwealth Games provided Victoria with an
opportunity to aim towards an attainable goal, and I
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think that fairly drawn-out bid process, the three or four
years it went on through the 1990s, was important to
restoring confidence in Victoria, and the win was
important to restoring confidence in Victoria. I place on
record thanks to Jeff Kennett for his role as Premier,
and to Ron Walker, who was initially bid chairman and
then chairman of the organising committee with
responsibility for delivering the games.
I have noticed in recent months some unfortunate
comments in the media suggesting that Ron Walker’s
motivation in doing this was to secure a knighthood
from the Queen. That is something I would reject
outright. For someone like Ron Walker, who has
committed himself to Melbourne and Victoria over
many decades, it is very unfortunate that we have seen
reports like that. I would suggest for someone like
Mr Walker, who is so committed to Melbourne and
Victoria, the success in delivering the
18th Commonwealth Games is reward in itself, and I
very much doubt that he would be looking for extra
honours and baubles, having been so successful in
delivering this event.
I would also like to acknowledge the achievements of
the 4500 athletes who were involved in the
Commonwealth Games. We hear a lot about the large
teams and Australia’s achievements in the games. It is
interesting to reflect that from this November’s election
we will be contesting new electorates; it is a matter of
record that I will be seeking to be elected to the
south-eastern region, so I was therefore very interested
to discover that of the 71 teams competing in the
Commonwealth Games, 35 of them were smaller than
the population of the south-eastern region. A full 50 per
cent of commonwealth countries have populations of
under 600 000. Many of our competitors were from
very small countries, and they put in a sterling effort. I
think many of those smaller nations should be
acknowledged.
The Leader of the Opposition, in his contribution,
remarked on the Leader of the Government’s claim to
bipartisanship. This is one area I would like to pick up
on because the conduct of the Premier during the
Commonwealth Games was something to be remarked
upon. Early on in the games when Her Majesty the
Queen was visiting we had the extraordinary sight of
the Premier, an avowed republican, following the
Queen around like a mangy dog with its tongue
hanging out. Everywhere the Queen went, the Premier
was in trail.
We then saw the Premier trying to overshadow and
sideline the Lord Mayor of Melbourne. I think it is a
matter of record now that the Victorian public
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responded very badly to the Premier’s attempt to
overshadow the Lord Mayor, as we saw with the
reception that John So got at both the opening and
closing ceremonies. Mr Hall, in his contribution, said
that perhaps the Premier had also taken the limelight
from the Minister for Commonwealth Games, Justin
Madden. I would agree with Mr Hall in those
comments, that while the Premier was very prominent
on the medal dais, we did not see much of the minister
who has been committed to this project for the last six
or seven years.
There were also reports of the Premier positioning
himself for the most prominent medal presentations,
which attracted greater media coverage, after he had
scrapped other medal presentations. I think it is very
unfortunate that the Premier chose to conduct himself
in that way.
The final example of this was on Monday at the
volunteers parade in the city where the Premier’s office,
and the Premier, refused to allow the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place to participate and speak in
the formalities at that parade despite the fact that the
Leader of the Opposition was representing the federal
government and the federal minister, who was in
Parliament in Canberra.
In conclusion, though, I have to say there is no doubt
that the 18th Commonwealth Games were a fantastic
party for Victoria, but they were also an expensive
party. In delivering the games the government has spent
well over $1 billion — that is, roughly $100 million a
day — and of course if you are spending $1 billion, at
the end of the day you need to get more than just a big
party. In the months and years ahead Victorians will
look forward to finding out what the true and enduring
legacy of the 18th Commonwealth Games will be.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I am pleased to speak
in support of this motion. I want to begin by firstly
placing on record my congratulations to the Minister
for Commonwealth Games, who is also the Minister for
Sport and Recreation, the Honourable Justin Madden,
for presiding over the enormously successful
Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games.
Melbourne’s games were proclaimed as ‘the best
games’ by Commonwealth Games Federation president
Mike Fennell, and I cannot help but agree with him. I
want to take this opportunity to congratulate everyone
involved in making Melbourne 2006 such a stunning
success. I particularly want to acknowledge and thank
the many thousands of volunteers who so
enthusiastically threw themselves into the games.
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I had the opportunity to talk to a number of them during
my attendance at various events. A number of my local
constituents were volunteers, and I know they felt
extremely privileged to be part of such an historic
occasion. One woman in particular I met was staying at
the games village with the team from Ghana. She had
come down from Queensland to participate as a
volunteer. She was absolutely thrilled to be part of the
games and to have had the opportunity to stay with that
team at the games village. It is fantastic that the spirit of
volunteerism is alive and well here in Victoria, and that
so many thousands of individuals were prepared to
commit their time to make the games a success and to
showcase our wonderful city and state to the entire
world.
I also want to acknowledge the contribution of the
many thousands of police, emergency services workers
and transport workers who also worked extremely hard
to make the games work like a well-oiled machine. I
also want to acknowledge the staff at M2006 and the
Office of Commonwealth Games Coordination, who
provided tremendous support and assistance in making
the games such a great success. Ticketing, transport,
security, venues — everything — went off without a
hiccup. There have been some media stories in recent
days about the extent of the security bill for the games.
I think that was all money well spent, and that
Melburnians and Victorians are extremely relieved that
everything ran as smoothly as it did and without any
incidents.
It would be remiss of me not to make some mention of
the great triumph that the games were for the Australian
athletes, who won 221 medals, including 84 gold
medals — more than twice the medal tally of the next
country, England. I was personally able to attend
several of the events during the games, all with tickets,
I should add, that I had bought during the first ticketing
ballot process. They included the opening ceremony,
which I thought was spectacular, several days of
athletics, the men’s and women’s singles finals of the
lawn bowls at the State Lawn Bowls Centre at
Thornbury in my electorate, and also the men’s hockey
final on the final day of the games.
For me the personal highlights included John
Steffensen winning the men’s 400 metres, when I had
the great pleasure of sitting in the third row with my
father at the finishing line at the Melbourne Cricket
Ground (MCG) seeing Kerryn McCann’s inspirational
performance in the women’s marathon on the first day
of the athletics, and seeing Australia win against
Pakistan in the men’s hockey on the final day of the
games. It was also inspirational to see many African
nations do extremely well at the games. Particularly
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worthy of note is the sporting prowess of the
long-distance runners in the Kenyan team, and seeing
countries like Uganda achieving their first-ever
Commonwealth Games gold medals.
The games showcased the sporting achievements of
athletes from all over the commonwealth. In particular I
want to congratulate the Ghanaian Commonwealth
Games team, which I had the honour of welcoming on
behalf of the Premier, on its gold-medal-winning
performances in the men’s long jump and
weight-lifting. I also had the opportunity and privilege
to meet a small team from a small country, Lesotho,
which won silver in the boxing. That country is linked
to the City of Banyule, so I had an opportunity to meet
with the team’s members when that city put on a
welcoming morning tea for the team. I thought it was
terrific that the city also organised various activities for
the Lesotho team. Victorian councils welcomed and
sponsored teams from around the world, and I thank
them for getting involved in supporting the various
teams from overseas. Many important connections and
friendships were made during the course of the games,
and I hope those contacts and friendships will last for a
long time.
The games also provided an opportunity for Victorians,
and Australians more generally, to learn more about the
71 nations that participated in the games, many of
which may not be well known to Australians. I thought
it was terrific to have every nation, including some very
small nations, marching into the MCG and receiving
great support from the predominantly Australian crowd.
Concurrently with the sporting triumphs, entertainers
from around Australia and the world put on amazing
performances as part of the festival and cultural
program. There were the Yarra fish, street theatre,
buskers and acrobats in the big top at Alexandra
Gardens. The cultural festival had a lot to offer for
everyone. I certainly hope the offer from the minister
for local councils to express interest in having one of
the fish relocated to their local areas will be taken up by
one of the councils in my electorate, the City of
Darebin. It would be a great idea to have one of those
fish end up at Edwardes Lake in Reservoir. In recent
times the council has made a concerted effort to have a
number of items of public art on display at the lake, and
one of the fish — perhaps the one representing
Singapore, the City of Darebin’s linked commonwealth
country — would be a fantastic addition.
In many respects these Commonwealth Games have
provided a benchmark for future sporting events in
Australia. They have demonstrated that if you make
sure there is something for everyone — sport, art,
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performances — you will get the wholehearted, even
passionate, involvement of Australians. Many people
have already commented on the wonderful, positive
feeling that pervaded Melbourne during the course of
the games. Prior to the games, commentators had in
some respects questioned the relevance of the
Commonwealth Games in the 21st century, but I think
that after the conclusion of the games even the most
jaded critic of the commonwealth would have to
acknowledge that the Commonwealth Games were a
tremendous event and certainly presented Melbourne at
its best. If anything, the games provided an opportunity
for nations from all sections of the globe — both
developed and undeveloped, black and white — to
connect. Bringing them all together in a celebration of
this magnitude can only be a good thing. It is a positive
example to the rest of the world of how many disparate
nations can come together in harmony.
The games will leave a tremendous legacy for Victoria.
The MCG is now a fabulous venue; without question it
is probably the best venue of its type in our country. In
addition, I am very pleased that the State Lawn Bowls
Centre was located in Thornbury in my electorate and
will provide many opportunities for people not only
locally but also throughout the state who participate in
the sport of lawn bowls.
In conclusion I reiterate my congratulations to everyone
involved in the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth
Games. I hope we can maintain the good feeling
engendered by the games long into the future.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — One of the
observations I make of my experience of the
Commonwealth Games is that we in Victoria have
again shown ourselves to be great event organisers, but
I wonder if we have shown ourselves to be as generous
as hosts as we might have been. In that I particularly
reflect on the media coverage of the Commonwealth
Games which paid, in my opinion, all-too-scant
recognition of athletes from other countries. In other
words, there was a great celebration of Australian
winners — and I certainly appreciate their efforts and
applaud them — but it is a great pity that there was not
an opportunity for Australians to become more familiar
with some of the other countries and competitors from
other countries who participated in these games and
whose achievements were also notable — and, in many
cases, world class.
That was disappointing. I am not suggesting that that
was necessarily within the purview of the government.
It is something that we as a state need to reflect on,
going forward, in terms of our level of generosity.
Certainly that media coverage was not consistent with

Thursday, 30 March 2006

most of the other hosting experience that Victoria put
on for the Commonwealth Games. The festivals that
were conducted, the participation of volunteers and the
enthusiasm of so many people in celebrating these
games with people from other countries was one of the
great and inspiring aspects of the Commonwealth
Games. It is just a pity that the media did not catch up
and celebrate the participation of so many other nations
as much as it celebrated Australian gold medals.
I am very pleased to associate myself with a number of
comments that have been made by other speakers, and
to that extent it is not necessary to dwell on them. I
certainly think from my perspective the involvement of
athletes with a disability as part of an integrated games
program was an outstanding success and was
something to be applauded. I have to say those athletes
were absolutely inspiring — every bit as inspiring as
some of the elite sportspeople who we celebrate so
frequently. When I look at some of the achievements of
people who have overcome hurdles in their lives, I
think I could not achieve anything like that in any of the
disciplines they are participating in. It is just an
amazing thing; as I said, I find them truly inspiring.
I would like to indicate a couple of areas of concern I
have about the games. I do not want to dwell on them,
but I was disappointed in the orgy of government
advertising that surrounded the games because some of
the advertising did not really do a lot to advance
Victoria’s position notwithstanding what the spin
doctors might have said. A number of the
advertisements were clearly designed to attract the
attention of people who might have their minds on a
vote later this year rather than on actually showcasing
Victoria.
I get concerned with some of the major events that we
do not do more to showcase Victoria. So often when we
have major events we do not pay enough attention to
selling the city around those events. Again, I am not
sure that the coverage and some of the advertising that
was undertaken did enough to broaden people’s
understanding and enjoyment of our state.
I was also concerned on the advertising front about the
spectacular success of one particular government
advertising initiative — that was the one telling people
not to come to the city if they did not have some
specific business there or if they were not attending the
Commonwealth Games. That advertising campaign
was spectacularly successful. Unfortunately, whilst the
Commonwealth Games events were so well patronised,
there were many businesses right throughout the city
and central Melbourne area which were certainly
concerned about their trading levels.
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I note that the Queen Victoria market commented on
just how low their customer traffic levels were during
the Commonwealth Games. Quite a number of other
businesses outside the main spine of activity also
appeared to suffer. No doubt many businesses in
suburban Melbourne and perhaps throughout Victoria
had particular success with their trading over the
two-week period because people not going to the city
no doubt patronised businesses in the suburban areas
especially given that it was a school holiday period. It is
unfortunate that some of the businesses missed out on
the opportunity created by the Commonwealth Games.
No doubt Melburnians will flock back to those
businesses in the weeks ahead, and those people will
see their businesses thrive on the basis of an ongoing
interest in Melbourne.
I take this opportunity to congratulate the Melbourne
2006 organisers and particularly the leadership of Ron
Walker. He is a man who has left an indelible mark on
Melbourne, Victoria and Australia. This week, having
just completed the Commonwealth Games, he strides
across — and indeed he is a man of a stature; he does
literally stride — the stage at Melbourne to the Grand
Prix, which is another international event which very
much puts Melbourne on the map. He is to be
congratulated for the contribution he makes.
I also acknowledge the contribution of the various
ministers, their departments and no doubt the large
team they would have assembled of people who were
involved in working together and integrating
departmental responses to the various requirements of
the games. They would have run across many areas
from the state emergency people to public hospital
people, and certainly transport, being on alert. They all
did a splendid job.
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track. Obviously there were a lot of jokes about the
number of athletes who chose to leave the village and
seek an opportunity to stay in Australia. It is interesting
when looking at a country like Sierra Leone to note that
the reality is the Commonwealth Games and the actions
of those athletes focuses our minds on how lucky we
are in Australia and in Melbourne and how different our
lives could be if, like those athletes, we lived in a
country like Sierra Leone, which has been torn by civil
war for so many years. The horror those athletes have
seen is something that we cannot possibly comprehend.
To have them come here and experience part of what
we have to offer in this country is fundamental to the
Commonwealth Games and the spirit of the friendly
games.
I was particularly pleased to attend a lunchtime forum
on drugs in sport, which was run by the Speaker in the
other place. One of the points made at the forum was
the low level of drug incidence in the sports activities at
these Commonwealth Games. It may be the drug
technology is behind the athletes, and that point was
made at the forum — that the athletes are always one
step ahead of the technology if they wish to go down
that track.
One of the key points made at the forum which
impressed me was that a lot of effort was put into
making competitors, particularly those from other
countries, aware of exactly what the rules were of the
drug policy and in making sure they understood where
they might transgress with drug issues if they were not
careful — such as with common medications and the
way they took particular substances. That helped a lot
of participating athletes and contributed very much to
the knowledge base of the smaller countries.

I congratulate the Minister for Commonwealth Games,
the Honourable Justin Madden, on his delivery of an
exciting and successful games and the Premier, Steve
Bracks. Can I also acknowledge at this point the federal
government’s outstanding contribution to the
Commonwealth Games and ensured their success.
Without the City of Melbourne’s support and
underpinning the work of the state government in
regard to venues and activities in and around the city of
Melbourne, the games would not have been successful.
I acknowledge Cr John So as the mayor and leader of
the City of Melbourne team and on their work that
contributed to the success of the games.

People will go away thinking Melbourne is a very
friendly and safe city, which is all to the good. I look
forward to seeing the reality of the legacies the
government has promised will accrue from the
Commonwealth Games under the management of the
Minister for Commonwealth Games, Mr Madden. I
look forward to seeing the financial outcomes of the
games, because I am not sure that at all times the
government has been transparent with those,
notwithstanding that I think the investment is well
worth while. I look forward in that context, given the
plethora of government advertising, to see all the new
investment that will be accrued by this state as a result
of the effort to promote Melbourne and Victoria.

As a sideline, I thought the adoption of countries by
municipalities around the state was a good idea. The
city of Whitehorse adopted Sierra Leone, whose
athletes proved to be adept runners, not always on the

Congratulations to all of those people who had any part
in the success of these games, and that includes
members of the public who visited the various sports
and festival activities. One of the fantastic things about
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these games is that there were no hooligans or untoward
incidents. People behaved themselves splendidly and
got on with the business of enjoying what was a great
sporting event and great festival activities for the city.
They put aside all the stupid things we sometimes read
about that are associated with other sports events in
other places around the world, where people do not
have the same objectives and appreciation of the skills,
performances and commitment of so many people to
the advancement of their sports and the development of
their nations. Congratulations to everybody associated
with the Commonwealth Games.
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — I rise
to support the motion. While I acknowledge the
comments of previous speakers, I take a slightly
different approach. As Mr Atkinson has said, the
Commonwealth Games were able to be experienced at
a local level through the baton relay, local councils
adopting countries and through having some facilities
and things take place such as at Lysterfield Park bike
track where mountain bike racing took place. I do not
know what it is about the east, which Mr Atkinson and
I represent, but of the 221 medals won by Australians,
over 5 per cent of the recipients come from our local
area — six gold, two silver and three bronze medals!
Ms Carbines — Shameless!
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM — Yes, I am
shameless. Burwood’s 23 year-old Scott Martin won
gold in the men’s discus. Who will forget his
memorable victory dance after throwing 63.49 metres.
He also won a bronze medal in the shot put.
Steve Hooker from the Box Hill athletics club won gold
in the pole vault with a Commonwealth Games record
of 5.8 metres. He attempted 6 metres. I do not know if
members remember it, but he almost got over the bar
when his chest hit the bar and it came off. I hope he
achieves that height in the future.
Weightlifters Aleksan, or Alex, Karapetyan won gold
in the 94-kilogram category. Simon Heffernan of Forest
Hill retired after winning a silver medal in the same
category. Alex Karapetyan’s three lifts in the snatch
were 155 kilograms, 160 kilograms and an amazing
165 kilograms — 14 kilograms better than the
second-placed lifter. In the clean and jerk Alex lifted
185 kilograms. His combined lifts were 350 kilograms
which assured him the gold medal.
Janine Ilich from Box Hill North won silver as part of
the netball team that was defeated by New Zealand.
Janine is 34 years old with two children, one of whom
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is only six months old. You have to salute how hard it
is to be an athlete and work at that level.
Brooke Hansen, whom I have met and have had in my
home, represents the Nunawading swimming club. She
won silver in the 200-metre individual medley.
Mark Fountain, a Vermont South track runner, won
bronze in the 1500-metre track race.
Other locals competed who did not win medals. Former
Box Hill diver, Scott Robinson, competed with a
broken wrist and narrowly missed a bronze medal in
the 3-metre synchronised springboard final. Olympic
great Kyle Vander Kuyp from Mitcham announced he
would retire from the hurdles after not qualifying for
the final of the 110-metre event. Erica Sigmont of
Blackburn finished third in her 800-metre track heat but
failed to qualify for the semifinal.
Two of the team members from the inaugural women’s
basketball team who won gold were from the east:
Jacinta Hamilton lives in Doncaster East and plays with
Nunawading juniors, and fellow team member, Carly
Wilson, is from Vermont. In the men’s basketball Jason
Smith who has competed in two Olympic games and
grew up in Vermont and last played for the
Nunawading Spectre in 2003, was part of the team that
won gold against New Zealand.
At the other end of my electorate in Knox there were
mountain bike activities. Thirteen thousand people
watched at Lysterfield Park and over 60 000 applied for
tickets to watch. It is a 6.4-kilometre track and is now a
permanent part of our electorate.
I salute all the local athletes from Nunawading,
Whitehorse, from the east and from all over Australia
for their dedication and commitment to be able to
perform at this level. I salute all competitors at these
games. Sport unites the moment and the community. Of
the 45 000 volunteers, in my estimation after a quick
look at the list that was published recently, over 1000
came from Koonung Province. I thank them for their
contribution.
I had interstate visitors who went to the Commonwealth
Games staying with me, and I was exceptionally proud
when they kept saying to me after they came home
each day — after attending either games functions or
free festival events in the city — how great Melbourne
was and how wonderful the Commonwealth Games
were. I salute everyone involved.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I share the
sentiments of all members and take great pleasure in
conveying my positive thoughts to the government and
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to the organising committee of Melbourne 2006 on the
work they did in bringing about the tremendous 18th
Commonwealth Games.
I went along to the opening ceremony and enjoyed the
fireworks. I did not quite get the boy and the duck
theme, but I put that down to my lack of cultural
expertise as opposed to any failure on behalf of the
organisers. I pass on my congratulations to the Minister
for Commonwealth Games, the Honourable Justin
Madden, because he handled himself reasonably
well — although he started to gloat a little in the days
immediately before and immediately after the games.
The games were six or seven years in the making, and,
together with Ron Walker, he showed excellent
leadership in bringing about a trouble-free games.
During the build-up to the games many decisions were
not treated with the openness and transparency that the
opposition parties were hoping for. We would have
liked to know more details in relation to the games
village and the handover of the land. We would have
liked to know more details on the deal that had been
done with the City of Melbourne in relation to the
preparation of the city and the cost. We would have
liked to have been privately briefed on the costs
blow-out for games security.
We should have had greater access to the information.
Goodwill was shown by The Nationals and the Liberals
because we were all in this together. The Nationals
truly wanted to see a great Commonwealth Games.
There were some aspects that could have been
improved, but all in all, the government representatives
did their job well in bringing these games about in the
manner in which they were conducted.
Everybody has been keen to pass on congratulations to
the volunteers, because it is more or less acknowledged
that they made the games. I join that chorus as well but
would like to single out another group that sometimes
gets passed over — that is, the paid staff who were
working with Melbourne 2006 and the Office of
Commonwealth Games.
There is no doubt that group of people was
tremendously motivated to bring about a great games
event. I know that from first-hand knowledge because I
have two nieces who played integral parts in bringing
the games about. In the last few months leading up to
the games they were crawling into bed at ridiculously
late hours and getting out of bed well before sunrise to
get their jobs completed. They were trying to cover all
the various contingencies and foreseeable problems
raised as possible issues and threats. Those solutions
and contingency plans were put in place, and I
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congratulate Loretta and Jenny Bourke for the work
they did — but I add that there were many hundreds of
other staff who were working on the Commonwealth
Games to bring about the achieved result.
Also, mention was made of the patrons who went along
and paid their money. In a sense the atmosphere fuelled
on itself, to have about 80 000 supporters pack the
Melbourne Cricket Ground for the athletic events on
most occasions. Those who were at the MCG and were
lucky enough to see Kerryn McCann bring home the
gold medal for Australia in the women’s marathon
would have stood and cheered when she ran into the
stadium next-to-neck with the overseas runner. That
was one of the great moments of the games that people
will certainly not forget in a hurry. There were other
tremendous examples of athletes playing their part.
The spirit generated by the crowds to not only have a
good time but to ensure that everybody else had a good
time must be congratulated. Certainly on the occasions
that we went along to watch the various events —
basketball, the opening and closing ceremonies, or
athletics — we had a tremendous experience. I had
other many positive experiences at the netball, hockey
and the like. I certainly want to pay tribute to the
crowds that went along to witness the athletes perform
at their absolute best.
The athletes from the 71 countries certainly need to be
congratulated in the spirit in which the games were
conducted. There were very few controversies in
relation to the drugs issue that has tended to dog most
major events such as world championships,
Commonwealth Games, Olympic Games and so on
over the last 10 years. While we had issues in relation
to some of the weightlifters and other abnormalities
regarding drug testing procedures, in general the spirit
in which the athletes competed at the games, with their
competitiveness and fierceness of competition, was
tremendous, yet it was done in the spirit of
sportsmanship. They also need special mention as well.
We were critical about the public transport system
initially announced solely for those who happened to
live within the metropolitan rail and bus system. It was
not until about a week later that the government
acknowledged that something had to be done for
regional Victorians, and it came up with the $10 plan.
The strictness associated with that $10 plan forced
Victorians to come down only the day before the events
they were to attend and return to the country or regional
Victoria the day after, or even on the day of
competition. That strictness was totally unnecessary
and should have been avoided.
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I still have not had addressed why country and regional
Victorians were not able to come down to the games
three or four days in advance. Obviously they could
only get the one $10 ticket. Why they could not have
come down days in advance to enjoy the festivities
surrounding Melbourne and then go back three days
later is absolutely beyond me, but nobody took the time
to try to explain what the rationale behind the
government’s thinking was in that regard by being so
prescriptive.
Another part of the ballot that was clearly wrong was
enabling families with a maximum number of four
members to sit together. When I went along to the
athletics and the regional basketball I had to sit my four
children in the stands, then my wife and I had to go
elsewhere to get our own seats, which was a ludicrous
situation. If a family wished to sit together at these great
events, then surely the government could have made
alterations to the ballot to enable that to happen. Fancy
having such great events and having three, four or five
children sitting in one location while their parents were
sitting 300 metres, 400 metres or 500 metres away! If
the government had its pre-games time over again, I
would be staggered if it did not put its hand up and
acknowledge that it certainly got that part of the ballot
wrong.
It was beyond me why the government chose to take
this restrictive view on families with only two children
to acquire a block of tickets through the ballot. It made
no sense that families should be split at such a great
event as the Commonwealth Games. Hopefully when
the government has the opportunity at other major
events — the World Swimming Championships are
coming to Melbourne in 2007 — it will allow families
to purchase a block of tickets and sit together to enjoy
those events as a family.
Another issue I raise is that the government certainly
paid a premium to have the $20 million concrete
athletics track put down in sections so that it could be
picked up in sections. The government was prepared to
pay the additional money so that we would be left with
that $20 million legacy at the conclusion of the games.
The government is now saying that it will be too
expensive to move it and the end product will not be
suitable for world-class performances. That means that
somewhere along the line someone has got something
wrong. We should have put down the cheaper track in
the first instance by having the concrete laid in one total
mix with no intention of taking it up. Obviously then it
could have been broken up.
To pay for the expensive track and then have it just
crushed up and got rid of in the cheapest possible
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fashion at the end of the games means that we have
paid for an expensive model track that will never be
used again. The government is not likely to have the
opportunity again. I was looking forward to seeing that
track at a suburban or regional sports field such as the
John Landy Athletics Field in Geelong, so that we
would have the lasting legacy of that athletics track for
the next 20 or 30 years or for however long a concrete
athletics track lasts.
Although there have been a few positive criticisms
along the way, we cannot let them dominate. They do
not overshadow the fact that we all enjoyed a
tremendous Commonwealth Games. It was addressed
in this Parliament in a tripartisan manner. Members of
the opposition parties respect Minister Madden for
helping us whenever possible. Some 12 months before
the games we were given a briefing at which we could
ask any questions on the preparation for the games,
including how the athletes village was coming along. A
fair range of information was made available to us,
without some of the more intricate details — which was
frustrating for the opposition but to be expected in this
field.
All in all, again the volunteers need to be congratulated.
A special thanks to all the paid staff who sometimes
just had to do the work expected of them. There is no
doubt from my first-hand knowledge that those people
worked exceptional hours to help put on the games.
They certainly need to be congratulated, as do the
crowds, athletes and officials. I want to give them all
hearty congratulations.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to this motion. The
Commonwealth Games have been very successful and
Victorians can be well proud of the achievements of our
community. I note that the games have a long history of
preparation that goes back to the days of the Kennett
government. I believe that Jeffrey Kennett was
instrumental in obtaining the games for Melbourne. I
note also the huge contribution made by Ron Walker,
whose individual contribution to Melbourne and
Victoria goes on and on and was exemplified by this
remarkable achievement of the Commonwealth Games
here in Victoria. Many lessons can be learnt from the
games. Some of those have been outlined by previous
speakers, including Mr Drum just now, and they are all
valuable points.
My contribution in the short time I have to comment on
the games will be to recognise the contribution of the
volunteers in particular. I am aware that there were
many volunteers from my electorate — many who
made a huge contribution, people who have been able
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and willing to give selflessly of their time, energy and
commitment.

Participatory sport in Victoria and nationally has been
given a shot in the arm.

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

It has been a significant opportunity for Victoria to be
projected around the world, and I hope that has
occurred. I think it has, and I look forward to seeing the
outcome of the examinations of the success of the
games in achieving those aims of projecting Victoria
and Melbourne to the rest of the world. That has huge
cultural and political significance, of course, but is
important also for trade, tourism and many of the other
exchanges that we have with people in other parts of
the world.

Sitting continued on motion of Ms BROAD
(Minister for Local Government).
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — In singling
out one or two volunteers I do not wish to be
incomplete in my recognition in any way. I know that
literally hundreds of volunteers from my area have
made a massive contribution statewide. The two
volunteers I wish to single out have made an exemplary
contribution and their long-term contribution not just on
this occasion but in other forums is significant. I
particularly single out Peter Norman and Jan Dimmick.
Hon. Andrea Coote — Wonderful people!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — They are fabulous people,
Mrs Coote; there is no question about that. They have
made a huge contribution to our community over many
years. As I said, that contribution is exemplified by
what they did during the games. I was very pleased to
meet Jan Dimmick at the luncheon for the Queen and to
have a very long discussion with her about her
activities. She and many others were excited to be at
that luncheon, which was an opportunity for
recognition of the contribution made by them and other
volunteers who were not there. That luncheon was a
grand occasion that will sit as a fitting memory in the
minds of people for many years to come.
I thought that the Queen’s contribution at that luncheon
was fabulous. The Prime Minister spoke extremely
well, but it was the Queen’s speech that particularly
touched me. It was remarkable when she indicated to
the audience that 105 years earlier her grandfather had
opened the federal Parliament in that very building.
That continuity and history is remarkable testimony to
the enduring strengths and nature of our system. In her
contribution the Queen highlighted the role of sport in
bringing together people from the many commonwealth
nations. I was touched by the fact that she singled out
the role of sport in bringing people together. That was
very much the tenor and tone of the games in
Melbourne.
Melbourne’s great sporting history has again been
strengthened by the games. Victorians are said to be
sports mad and the games were further evidence of that,
not just in the enormous number of people who
attended games events but also in the huge television
audiences for programs that showed the sporting
achievements and in the great success of Victorians and
other Australians in winning gold and other medals.

The games, like other Commonwealth Games before
them, have tied the commonwealth together and, as the
Queen indicated, have helped bring people from very
different backgrounds to a greater understanding of
each other. The enduring memories of the games will
be strong and positive, and Victoria’s place in the
commonwealth will have been strengthened
fantastically through these games.
I believe Victoria has a special place in the running of
these sorts of events. We have long been able to
conduct such events and did so as far back as the 1956
Olympics. There have been our great achievements
with the Australian grands prix, Australian Football
League games and Victorian Racing Club carnivals at
Flemington and elsewhere. Those sporting events are a
part of Melbourne and a part of Victoria.
Returning to the theme of volunteering, as I said earlier,
I want to place on record my congratulations and thanks
to the volunteers on behalf of this chamber, the
Victorian community and my electorate for the work
they did to make the games such a success. On
Saturday night my wife and I and came into the city
with my small boy and bumped into the President and
others as we were heading down to see the fish, which
were spectacular. I think Victorians enjoyed highlights
such as the fish. We were able to have a dinner with
friends and enjoy what was a remarkably large and
friendly crowd. I think that crowd typified the spirit of
the games and were enjoying every bit of the festival
and the show put on down by the river. I enjoyed the
night, and I know that thousands of others did.
However, the games would not have been possible
without volunteers.
Volunteers helped people to cross roads safely and
controlled the traffic. They guided people to different
parts and points of the venues and assured the safety
and free passage of the crowd. These are important
things, and the volunteers did a remarkable job. I am
very pleased to place on record my personal thanks,
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those of my electorate as a whole and, I am sure, those
of the entire Victorian community for the work done by
the volunteers. As I said earlier, the two individuals I
picked out — Jan Dimmick and Peter Norman —
exemplify the remarkable contribution of the
volunteers. Somebody like Jan Dimmick has
contributed as a volunteer not just to the Liberal Party
but to the broader community over many years. Her
work at and contribution to Kooyong Lawn Tennis
Club and Australian Open tennis events over many
years are testament to the good spirit and community
mindedness of so many volunteers.
It is important to recognise that that spirit of
volunteering is not only immediately helpful but helps
build community confidence and spirit. The generosity
of volunteers is important in acting as a glue that holds
our community together. People who perform voluntary
work from week to week deserve to be recognised.
Whilst I was listening to other members speak in this
chamber I spent some time looking at the honour roll
published in the Age this week in recognition of the
contribution of volunteers throughout the games period.
It contains the names of 15 000 volunteers.
Hon. Andrea Coote — Read them!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — In the 5 minutes I have
remaining, Mrs Coote, I do not think that I could read
them, although I would very much like to incorporate
the name of every volunteer in Hansard. I think the
Parliament could look at doing that through some
mechanism, and I invite the government to cooperate
with the opposition in incorporating into Hansard the
name of each and every volunteer who took part. There
must be some mechanism. I see the President
scratching her head trying to work out what form of
order would be necessary. However, given the
inventiveness and knowledge of the clerks but I am sure
that they would be able to find some way that we could
formally incorporate the name of each and every one of
the volunteers who has contributed. I invite the
government to consider the achievement of that aim
with the opposition, and I reiterate my thanks to the
volunteers. My congratulations go to each and every
one of them, and I put on record my extraordinary
pleasure at the achievement of these games.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Ms CARBINES (Geelong).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYMENT
(AWARD ENTITLEMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr GAVIN
JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care).

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES (VOLATILE SUBSTANCES)
(EXTENSION OF PROVISIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr GAVIN
JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care).

DISABILITY BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr GAVIN
JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care).

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS
(Minister for Energy Industries) on motion of
Mr Lenders.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — With
pleasure, I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Water in another place. It concerns
delays in the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project, and
particularly cost blow-out warnings and local
government fears of having to increase rates to pay for
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pipeline firefighting infrastructure. This vital project for
the Wimmera–Mallee district will eliminate wasteful
evaporation and leakage from open channels by
replacing it with an efficient piping system. However,
the longer it takes to deliver the biggest water
infrastructure project since the Snowy Mountains
scheme, the more water is wasted and the more
susceptible this project will be to cost overruns.
The original cost of $501 million was used to determine
funding apportionment between the state and federal
governments and water users. High fuel prices have
already increased the cost of polythene pipe by as much
as 20 per cent and polythene tanks by 15 per cent,
which will raise doubts about the $501 million budget.
The pipeline cost could blow out by at least
$45 million, as was reported in a study undertaken by
Sinclair Knight Merz (SKM) for the Essential Services
Commission. This cost could even be exceeded, and it
could take more than the projected five to seven years
to complete. While Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water
maintains the cost will not exceed $501 million as a
result of managing of the financial risk and limiting the
duration of the project, SKM’s revised estimate of
$546 million suggests there is still significant risk the
cost will blow out beyond current projections.
Of even more concern is a report published on page 1
of the Wimmera Mail Times of 20 March 2006, which
says that local governments are expected to pay for new
firefighting facilities along the pipeline. Local
governments are fearful that they will have to increase
rates to meet the costs of installing firefighting
infrastructure, which cost may reach several million
dollars, with the councils having to find between
$230 000 and $800 000 each.
This in effect means that water users — and indeed
many ratepayers who will not access the piped water —
will be paying more than their one-third of the
pipeline’s cost. The Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is a
massive infrastructure project, and access to it for
firefighting purposes should be included in the project.
This essential service should not have been treated as
an afterthought, in the expectation that ratepayers
would pick up the bill. Will the minister provide
assurances that the community will not be left to meet
any cost blow-outs of the pipeline project and that he
will provide a one-off grant to local councils to meet
the cost of installing firefighting infrastructure?

Industrial relations: WorkChoices
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Industrial Relations in the other place, the
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Honourable Rob Hulls. It relates to the new workplace
regulations introduced by the federal government.
Many people in my electorate of Western Port Province
have raised concerns with me, and I ask the minister to
communicate with the community as to the Victorian
government’s response to these new regulations.
The concerns of my electorate are well founded. The
regulations have been in place for only four days but
we are already seeing employers exploiting the
regulations at the expense of employees. Employees
have been terminated and then offered their jobs back
but at casual rates, with no annual leave, sick leave or
holiday pay. The federal Minister for Employment and
Workplace Relations has apparently indicated that a
clash of personalities can be grounds for dismissal. That
is disgraceful; there is no employee protection in such
an arrangement.
The federal government has made the point that
workers can negotiate these terms and conditions. This
is true, but when in Western Port Province an employer
advertises three semi-skilled positions and receives
more than 400 replies, there is no fairness in the
negotiation process. The balance is very much with the
employer and not with the employee.
The federal government obviously intends to reduce the
cost of labour in the economy and create what is known
as the working poor — a pool of low-skilled, low-paid
workers. This is totally at variance with the traditional
Australian values of decency and a fair go, and these
changes are very extreme. They go against the ethos of
what makes Australia the wonderful country that it is.
My community is desirous of a Victorian government
response to these changes, and I ask that the minister
provide that response.

Baxter-Tooradin–Fultons–Hawkins roads,
Baxter: safety
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I seek
the assistance of the Minister for Transport in the other
place. On seven previous occasions in this chamber in
recent years I have mentioned great concern in the
community in the northern part of the Mornington
Peninsula about the dangerous situation that involves at
the intersection of Baxter-Tooradin Road and Fultons
and Hawkins roads at Baxter, well known in the area as
the intersection near the Baxter Tavern.
As I said, I have mentioned this seven times previously
in the chamber, conveying my constituents’ concerns
about the traffic hazards at this rather complex corner. I
say sincerely I believe it is the most dangerous
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intersection in the province that I have the privilege of
representing. I mean that directly.

from this constituency. It has increased to 25 per cent
since 2003, and we are now up to 2006.

By indirect means I have been given a copy of a letter
from VicRoads to the local federal member dated
3 February. I am happy to provide correspondence to
the minister to help him with this matter. I will quote
from the letter:

Once a crime or a suspected crime is reported, the
police step in and take over the investigation. It is my
understanding that all assistance and funding for Crime
Stoppers basically comes from Channel 9, which shows
a program re-creating a crime every Monday; the
Herald Sun with its page of crime scenes each week;
radio 3AW; radio 774; and Motorola. There is no doubt
that this sponsorship is most welcome. Crime Stoppers
has to apply for grants for recurrent funding, which is
ad hoc, and it may or may not be successful. The job of
Crime Stoppers is to make its phones ring. The more
the phones ring, the more success it has, as citizens are
helping police combat crime.

As there —

appear to —
have been no casualty crashes at this intersection since
November 2002, it appears that the project undertaken in
2001 has improved safety. It is considered that a proposal for
major works at this intersection, such as a roundabout, would
be unlikely to attract government funding in the short term.

That is a disgrace; it shows a direct insensitivity by the
people at VicRoads and it is at total odds with the
feeling of the community. There is an ever-present,
serious possibility of accidents happening, and they do
happen at a regular rate at that intersection. I am told by
a local businessman who is in a position to know that in
his estimation, on average there is an accident every
two to three weeks at the corner, yet VicRoads
dismissed this because there have been no casualty
accidents. I do not know where VicRoads gets its
information from but it is not in concert with the
common knowledge of the area.
Be that as it may, VicRoads and the state government
should take notice of what the community is saying. I
will provide the minister with a letter from the Baxter
Traders Association to help with this matter. The
question is: will the minister make urgent
representations to the management of VicRoads to take
action and require VicRoads to fix this dangerous
intersection?

Crime Stoppers: funding
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — The issue I raise
is for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
in another place, the Honourable Tim Holding. It
concerns the lack of any recurrent funding for Crime
Stoppers from the Bracks government. A brochure with
the heading ‘Putting the finger on crime’ shows how
successful Crime Stoppers has been. It says:
In 2003 just under 29 000 anonymous calls led to 719 arrests
and 3728 charges. Police recovered stolen property valued at
over $4.8 million and drugs at over $4.7 million. The Crime
Stoppers program recognises that these figures can only
increase if more people take action to pass on this
information.

Before Crime Stoppers started advertising its services
in country Victoria, only 5 per cent of reports came

The action I seek from the minister is to put in place a
funding source which would enable Crime Stoppers to
become even more successful than it presently is. It
needs a dedicated funding source which would allow it
to increase promotion, posters, brochures, staffing et
cetera to keep the phones ringing. It is my
understanding that last year, for example, there were
30 000 convictions — that is, people found guilty of a
crime — in Victoria. One of my suggestions to the
minister is why not have a $20 surcharge for each
conviction to be passed on to Crime Stoppers? If the
minister has a better idea, let us hear it. Putting the
finger on crime will make Victoria a better place to live,
work and raise a family.

Prisons: sexual offender program
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
My query tonight is for the Minister for Corrections in
the other place. It relates to some information which has
come my way via residents living in the vicinity of the
existing Langi Kal Kal Prison. This is an open prison
which is near the Ararat jail. For the record, a range of
serious sex offenders and protection prisoners are based
at the Ararat jail.
It has been put to me that Langi Kal Kal has been part
of the training regime for prison officers in the
corrections system. As a result, in its early formation a
range of houses were provided for the prison officers as
part of their training. Over a period of time the prison
has become more professional, and some of those
houses have since been closed or removed.
However, it has been brought to my clear attention by a
number of concerned citizens that there is a move by
the corrections department to house a concentration of
what can only be described as the sickest of our
community. There is a suggestion that there is going to
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be a concentration of paedophiles who have served
their time but are now out in the community under the
serious sex offenders monitoring scheme, under
extended supervision orders. I understand that there will
be seven paedophiles, including Mr Baldy and other
serious ones, who will be centred in that location.
In my view these people are one of the problems we
have in our society. However, we do not want the
situation where there is a definite concentration of
paedophiles in one area in an environment where there
is no real direct supervision, because they are not
prisoners in the real scheme of things. Apart from
perhaps having monitoring devices attached to their
bodies, there is no other way of monitoring them.
Having a concentration of paedophiles is downright
dangerous. That is what I am bringing to the attention
of the minister. I am also trying to bring to the attention
of the community that this may or may not happen. I
ask that the minister take action to alleviate any fears or
concerns of the local residents of Langi Kal Kal and
indicate that no concentration of paedophiles will be
located there.

Hazardous waste: disposal
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Environment
in the other place. Ever since the Bracks Labor
government decided it wanted to shut down the toxic
waste facilities at Lyndhurst and Tullamarine, its
process to find another site has been poor, to say the
least¸ and a more accurate description would be
‘disgraceful’. Firstly, the government showed up
unannounced to unaware farmers in three different parts
of the state to proclaim its intention was one of
compulsory acquisition of private land. The ensuing
fight was a serious mistake. Then, after announcing that
no other sites were under consideration, the government
abandoned its quest for private land and focused its
attention on Crown land at Hattah-Nowingi. This was
land the government had secretly been analysing for
some months.
While the debate has been going about where the best
place to house a toxic waste dump is, possibly the most
important debate has never seen the light of day — that
is, why we are putting a toxic waste dump and toxic
waste by-products in glorified landfills in the first place.
Quite clearly technology has improved thermal
destruction methods so much that we governments of
European countries and the United States of America
are embracing thermal technologies and gasification
plants as the preferred methods of dealing with toxic
waste and hazardous waste by-products.
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The Entech Group is an Australian company based in
Perth which has been fighting the prejudices of various
Australian state governments and their respective lobby
groups for many years now. The United States of
America Environmental Protection Agency has detailed
a comparative analysis that proves that modern
waste-to-energy technology produces less hazardous air
pollutants, including dioxins, than any other fossil fuel
for the equivalent energy output.
My request to the Minister for Environment is that he
provide to me his factual reasoning and up-to-date
scientific data that disproves the clear fact that
gasification-type waste-to-energy systems are
environmentally superior renewable energy providers
that deal with the destruction of toxic waste, and that he
investigate the possibility of engaging Entech as
consultants to determine the suitability of its technology
to deal with Victoria’s toxic waste problem.

Gaming: problem gambling
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Gaming in the other place. The matter I wish to
raise concerns the issue of problem gambling and
gambling in our culturally and linguistically diverse
(CALD) communities.
Most members would be aware that our government
has implemented a strategy that it developed and is still
developing which follows the recommendations of the
Problem Gambling Research Report for Communities,
a report commissioned by the government to examine
existing problem gambling services — the services that
are already in place to be accessed and utilised by
individuals who recognise they have a problem with
gambling or by members of their families or their
friends who recognise they have a problem with
gambling. The government has looked at those services
and has consulted with ethnically diverse communities
so that when such services are developed, put in place
or recognised as being needed they will be culturally
sensitive and will have a targeted approach to people
from CALD communities to tackle problem gambling.
We need to be providing culturally and linguistically
appropriate responses to problem gambling in our
culturally diverse communities. We recognise there are
issues, concerns and problems in CALD communities.
Specifically my query is: what new initiatives or
programs is the minister or his department considering
or implementing? I would like to know specifically
what action they are taking that is aimed at problem
gambling in our CALD communities. Those
communities are not just in metropolitan areas, where
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we have large numbers of people from CALD
communities, but also in rural and regional areas, where
large CALD communities have access to gaming and
gaming machines. I am interested in knowing what
specific programs the minister is developing in this
area.

Devilbend Reservoir: conservation reserve
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My matter
tonight is for the attention of the Minister for
Environment in another place. It concerns Devilbend
park on the Mornington Peninsula in the lower house
electorate of Hastings.
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public open space and public land. We need to be
adding to the stock of land devoted to cultural and
environmental principles. This is the importance of
Devilbend in this particular case.
I note the Age’s editorial on this, which I think got it
right in terms of the community’s aims and objectives.
In that light I am asking the Minister for Environment
to reconsider and to act to reassess the government’s
position, to commit the whole 40 hectares — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Rail: crossing signage

Ms Hadden — Don’t expect an answer, Mr Davis!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, I do not expect an
answer. I am very aware that this government rarely
answers questions and is usually prepared to block the
release of information and sensible requests. But I note
that the government has followed the Liberal Party and
proclaimed a conservation area at the Devilbend
Reservoir which is a zone of 1057 hectares situated in
the middle of the Mornington Peninsula. It is an
important zone and natural values of significance in
terms of biodiversity and particularly bird life. I pay
tribute to the work of Ms Rogers and others from Birds
Australia, who have bought forward new significant
scientific evidence about the importance of that site for
bird life. I equally note the importance of the zone as
part of an integrated biodiversity plan for the
Mornington Peninsula. The size of the land is
important.
The government made its announcement some days
after the Liberal Party had declared it would turn the
whole 1057 hectares into a conservation park. The
government churlishly, without consideration for the
long-term interests of the community of Victoria and
the peninsula, and with a lower level of generosity than
I would have hoped for, sought to flog a significant
40-hectare chunk of the land.
I know there is always an economic case for flogging
public land, and treasurers and others love that, but
sometimes you have to take a longer term view; this
government has not been good at that. Whether it be the
Kew Cottages site or Burnley or other areas, it has been
prepared to flog public land.
Ms Hadden interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Royal Park was
mentioned by Ms Hadden. Other examples exist, and I
make the point that governments need to be looking at
the long term. We need to be adding to the stock of

Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) — I
wish to raise an issue for the attention of the Minister
for Transport in another place. It concerns upgrading
railway crossings. I have a constituent, Mr Theodore
Lascaris from Glen Waverley, who has been
campaigning for improved signage at railway crossings
for some time. I think he has quite a good idea that I do
not believe would be too costly for the government.
It is something that occurs at level crossings in France,
because Mr Lascaris has sent me a photograph which
shows that it is possible, and he tells me that it works. It
is really quite simple. It is a matter of having better
signage at railway crossings, which reminds the public
to be constantly aware that sometimes two trains come
from different directions at almost the same time and
that you must look both ways. The French translation
on these signs is ‘Do not cross without looking both
ways. A train can conceal another’. He suggests we use
the word ‘hide’. There is a simpler sign — ‘A train can
conceal another’.
I note from the government’s web site that the minister
has established a Victorian railway crossing safety
steering committee to advise the government on how to
continue to respond to safety concerns at level
crossings. I believe that committee was set up after the
death of a pedestrian at the Bentleigh railway crossing
some 12 or 18 months ago.
I consider this is a very good suggestion from my
constituent, and I ask the transport minister to seriously
consider it and to put this idea before the railway
crossing safety steering committee.

Water: fluoridation
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Health in the other place. The
Bracks government’s typical bulldozer ways of forcing
fluoridation on non-fluoridated rural and regional
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potable water supplies is met with annoyance and anger
by many local communities across the state.
Communities are saying they do not want fluoride
added to their potable water supplies.
In recent weeks we have seen petitions tabled in this
place by the Honourable Peter Hall on behalf of
Gippslanders and also by me, where petitioners are
saying they do want forced fluoridation; they want an
unbiased education program on both the arguments for
and against fluoridation of potable water supplies.
Local government communities at Wodonga,
Wangaratta and Horsham are also calling for the state
government to run a health impact study on fluoridation
and then hold a referendum. On Monday, 22 March,
Horsham Rural City Council passed a resolution that
the state government had an obligation to ask the
Horsham community if it wanted fluoride added to its
water supply. Cr Bernie Gross said it was wrong for a
government to enforce the use of wholesale drugs over
a community when some people may not be able to
take or handle it.
Cr Gross also said that we have three options: ask the
government to conduct a study on fluoride; ask the
government for a referendum; or do nothing. People
should be able to make up their own minds and tell the
government. It is not for the government to tell the
people what is best for them. Cr Michael Ryan of
Horsham city council supported the motion, saying that
the issue should be put to a referendum of the people.
Wodonga and Wangaratta councils are also asking the
government for a health impact study on fluoride before
it is added to potable water supplies, especially given
that Melbourne, Albury and Echuca have had fluoride
added to their potable water supplies for over two
decades now. A health impact study should now be
done. Ballarat’s water supply has had a fluoridation ban
in force since 1976, and many of my constituents are
opposed to compulsory mass medication by
fluoridating our potable water supply which takes away
our inalienable human right of freedom of choice.
People do not want our potable water supply polluted
by the addition of fluorosalicic acid, the toxic waste
from the phosphate fertiliser industry. Fluoridation
should never be an excuse for a government’s failure to
adequately fund dental health care in this state.
Queensland’ s legislation encourages public debate and
guarantees a referendum and consent of the community
before fluoridation of public water supplies. The
Brisbane Lord Mayor’s task force in 1997 considered
the issue over 12 months and came down clearly
against fluoridating Brisbane’s water supply.
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Victoria should follow Queensland’s lead on this very
important social issue. World Health Organisation
research shows that tooth decay has declined at a
similar rate in all Western countries irrespective of the
presence or otherwise of fluoride. New evidence for
potential serious harm for long-term fluoride ingestion
is also emerging and must be objectively debated in a
full community consultation and education process.
Therefore I request the Minister for Health to listen to
the calls from rural communities across this state and
undertake a health impact study immediately, then a
referendum in each local government area, before
fluoridation is imposed on communities.

Officer secondary college: funding
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Education and Training in the other place. It relates
to the provision of a secondary school in the outer
south-eastern growth corridor at Officer. This is an
issue that continues to be of concern to people in the
outer south-east.
Honourable members will have heard me speak
previously about the growth that we have experienced
in the city of Casey, where at peak 80 new houses a
week were being completed, delivering 80 new families
a week, 160 new cars and in many cases around
160 new children a week into the area.
While that growth has now slowed in the city of Casey,
we are seeing similar growth in the shire of Cardinia
between Beaconsfield and Pakenham. Growth is
rapidly ramping up in that area, and it is therefore
important that the government starts to turn its mind to
the issue of providing adequate education facilities.
We have seen with the Casey experience that many of
the forecasts done by the education department and by
the Department of Infrastructure have proved to be
completely inadequate in terms of their estimation of
the growth rates for those areas, and there is concern
that the forecasts that the department is currently
relying upon for Cardinia will be similarly inaccurate.
Accordingly there is great concern among the
community that there is at the moment no provision for
a secondary school in the Officer area. I therefore call
on the minister to ensure that the process is started
immediately for the identification and reservation of an
appropriate future site for a secondary school in Officer.
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Boating: Mallacoota ramp
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Planning in
the other place concerning the Mallacoota, Bastion
Point, ocean access boat ramp.
The East Gippsland Shire Council is the proponent of a
project to replace the existing ocean access boat ramp at
Bastion Point, Mallacoota, with an upgraded facility
built to the current Australian standard.
Mallacoota has a permanent population of 1000 and is a
major Victorian centre for the harvesting and
processing of wild abalone. Twenty-six abalone
licence-holders harvest some 500 tonnes per annum,
with a value of approximately $17 million. Sixteen
commercial fishing licence and permit-holders
currently launch boats at Bastion Point. Mallacoota
Inlet has been closed to commercial fishing operations.
Mallacoota is a major holiday and tourist destination in
eastern Victoria with a holiday season population of
6500. Mallacoota is the service centre for Gabo Island,
Victoria’s eastern marine parks and the Croajingalong
National Park.
The current facility was built in the 1960s and has
reached the end of its economic life. Boats are required
to be launched with a tractor and two crew, and the
ramp is not easily utilised by recreational boat users. It
is located adjacent to Mallacoota’s main swimming
beach and is popular as a nursery surfing area. It
requires the regular removal of sand, requires that
vehicles have access to the beach, provides the only
ocean access for licensed abalone and commercial
fishermen, is the only ocean access boat ramp between
Cape Conron and Eden in New South Wales, and is a
major community asset and contributor to the
Mallacoota economy.
There are major safety issues, and these need to be
resolved. Since the 1980s, and in particular since 1988
when the first study by the Port of Melbourne Authority
was commissioned, there have been 18 years of
ongoing discussion. The matter is still not resolved but
is in a formal process.
An environment effects study (EES) process is partially
complete. A coastal processes study has been
completed in accordance with the requirements of the
technical reference group and accepted by the shire. It
is in accord with the council’s wish that the community
has been kept involved and informed and that the report
is public. Six technical studies have been undertaken,
and the reports have been examined by the technical
reference group. They have revealed there is no reason
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why the boat ramp should not be built. As I say, this is
an issue of public safety because of the conflict with
swimmers, surfers and boat users. The final study of the
EES is now in hand.
Accepting that due process must be followed, will the
minister expedite all further approval processes to
relieve the community and council of the costs in time
and money?

Schools: Bendigo
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — As I have
already raised an adjournment matter, I seek leave from
the government to make up for the adjournment matter
I missed out on yesterday.
Leave granted.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Education and Training in the other
place. Recently the government, through the education
department in the Loddon-Mallee region, produced a
business plan for the future of Bendigo’s year 7 to
year 10 secondary colleges. Under the plan, Weeroona
College and Eaglehawk Secondary College will have
new schools built on their existing sites. Their
catchment areas and therefore their student population
is not expected to alter to any significant degree.
The situation is different for Kangaroo Flat, Golden
Square and Flora Hill secondary colleges. Under this
government proposal Golden Square will be shut down
and its students will be forced to attend the new schools
being built at Flora Hill and Kangaroo Flat. The student
population at these two schools is expected to be in the
vicinity of 1200 to 1300 per school — just for years 7
to 10. For students and parents who have been involved
with the Golden Square and Kangaroo Flat schools, this
will roughly mean a doubling of the existing school
population.
Reducing the number of government secondary schools
in Bendigo from five to four, and therefore doubling the
student population at two of those schools, is a very
serious issue. My request to the minister is to meet with
the school councils and outline how the student
outcomes will be improved across all disciplines,
including social development outcomes, at such large
schools. The fear among Bendigo parents and students
is that while Bendigo continues to grow in population
we should be building additional high schools, not
reducing the number of high schools available to our
students.
In just a few short days parents from the Golden Square
Secondary College collected over 800 signatures on a
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petition calling for the education minister to revise the
education plan and build a new school on the Golden
Square site. I have examined a wide range of research
that has been carried out in Victoria, within Australia
and overseas. That research clearly states that for
effective education the appropriate size for years 7 to 12
secondary colleges is somewhere between 400 and 800.
When that figure is extrapolated back to year 7 to
year 10 students, you find that the ideal size should be
somewhere around 550 at the maximum. Yet here we
have a plan that will see a maximum college population
in the vicinity of 1300.

The Honourable Damian Drum raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment in the other place concerning
the management of hazardous waste, including
gasification waste-to-energy technology. I will refer
that matter to the minister.

I have previously called on the minister to provide data
that stipulates why outcomes are improved with such
extreme high numbers at one school. Many Bendigo
parents are concerned that the plan to create four year 7
to year 10 schools has nothing to do with student
outcomes, but is simply the best plan available for an
inadequate amount of money. We need to be assured by
the minister, with a trip to the school councils in
Bendigo, that this will improve our educational
outcomes and not just be the best that can be done for
an inadequate amount of money.

The Honourable David Davis raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment in the other place seeking
further protection of land at the Devilbend reservoir
park on the Mornington Peninsula. I will refer that
request to the minister.

Responses
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The Honourable David Koch raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture in the other place and sought
funding assurances for the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I
will refer that matter to the minister.
Mr Hilton raised a matter for the Minister for Industrial
Relations in the other place. He requested that the
minister communicate to the Western Port community
the Victorian government’s response to the actions of
the federal government on industrial relations. I will
refer that matter to the minister.
The Honourable Ron Bowden raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport in the other place concerning
safety concerns at the intersection near the Baxter
Tavern in his electorate, and is seeking action by
VicRoads. I will refer that matter to the minister.
The Honourable John Vogels raised a matter for the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
other place seeking funding for Crime Stoppers in the
country. I will refer that request to the minister.
The Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva raised a matter for
the Minister for Corrections in the other place seeking
assurances in relation to possible use of housing at the
Langi Kal Kal prison. I will refer that request to the
minister.

The Honourable Kaye Darveniza raised a matter for the
Minister for Gaming in the other place in relation to
information about new programs and actions that have
been implemented for culturally and linguistically
diverse communities in relation to problem gambling. I
will refer that request to the minister.

The Honourable Andrew Brideson raised a matter for
the Minister for Transport in the other place concerning
a request that the minister consider ideas to further
improve safety at level crossings. I will refer that
request to the minister.
Ms Hadden raised a matter for the Minister for Health
in the other place seeking health impact studies and
referenda in relation to the fluoridation of water
supplies. I will refer that request to the minister.
The Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips raised a matter
for the Minister for Education and Training in the other
place concerning population growth in the shire of
Cardinia and the need for the identification of a future
site for a secondary school at Officer. I will refer that
request to the minister.
The Honourable Philip Davis raised a matter for the
Minister for Planning in the other place seeking that the
minister expedite the planning process in relation to the
boat ramp at Mallacoota. I will refer that request to the
minister.
Finally, the Honourable Damian Drum raised a matter
for the Minister for Education Services. He requested
that she meet with school councils in the Bendigo area
to discuss education outcomes associated with the
schools in the Bendigo area.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 5.23 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 28 March 2006
Health: public hospitals — staff
1338.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to each financial year from 1999-2000 to 2002-2003, how many staff were working in the
public hospital system as — (i) medical staff; (ii) nursing staff; (iii) allied health staff; (iv) catering staff;
(v) cleaning and maintenance staff; (vi) administrative staff; and (vii) social workers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (i) to (vii) is that to the extent the information is publicly available it will be published in
hospital annual reports. Any information over and above this is not routinely published.

Health: Bayside Health — consultancies
1426.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Bayside Health for 2002-03:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

What was the total number of consultancy contracts over $100,000.
What was the total cost of consultancy contracts over $100,000.
What was the cost of each consultancy contract over $100,000.
What is the name of the company that each of the consultancy contracts over $100,000 was
awarded to.
What is the contract purpose and description for each consultancy contract over $100,000.
What was the commencement day of each consultancy contract over $100,000.
What was or is the expiry date of each consultancy contract over $100,000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not collect this information.

Health: Austin Health — consultancies
1439.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Austin Health for 2002-03:
(a)
(b)
(c)

What was the total number of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the total cost of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the cost of each consultancy contract under $100,000.
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(e)
(f)
(g)
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What is the name of the company that each of the consultancy contracts under $100,000 was
awarded to.
What is the contract purpose and description for each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was the commencement day of each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was or is the expiry date of each consultancy contract under $100,000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not collect this information.

Health: Bayside Health — consultancies
1440.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Bayside Health for 2002-03:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

What was the total number of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the total cost of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the cost of each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What is the name of the company that each of the consultancy contracts under $100,000 was
awarded to.
What is the contract purpose and description for each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was the commencement day of each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was or is the expiry date of each consultancy contract under $100,000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not collect this information.

Health: Eastern Health — consultancies
1441.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Eastern Health for 2002-03:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

What was the total number of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the total cost of consultancy contracts under $100,000.
What was the cost of each contract under $100,000.
What is the name of the company that each of the consultancy contracts under $100,000 was
awarded to.
What is the contract purpose and description for each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was the commencement day of each consultancy contract under $100,000.
What was or is the expiry date of each consultancy contract under $100,000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not collect this information.
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Health: Rural Northwest Health — consultancies
1453.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Rural Northwest Health for 2002-03:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)

What is total cost of consultancy consultancies under $100,000.
What is the name of each supplier for all consultancies under $100,000.
What is the purpose of each contract under $100,000.
What is the total cost of consultancies over $100,000.
What is the name of each supplier for all consultancies over $100,000.
What is the purpose of each contract over $100,000.
How many executive salaries were paid by the health service.
What was the total cost of the executive salaries paid.
What were the names of those executives paid by the health service.
How many motor vehicles were purchased or under lease by the health service.
What was the total cost of motor vehicles purchased or under lease.
What was the total cost of staff accommodation paid by the health service.
How many mobile phone bills were paid by the health service.
What was the total cost of mobile phone bills paid for by the health service.
How many mobile phones are paid for by the health service.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not collect this information.

Health: Terang and Mortlake Health Service — board members
1466.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Terang and Mortlake Health Service and the recent advertisement and appointment of board
members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.
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Health: Tallangatta Health Service — board members
1467.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Tallangatta Health Service and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Cohuna District Hospital — board members
1468.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Cohuna District Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Mansfield District Hospital — board members
1469.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Mansfield District Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
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How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Echuca Regional Hospital — board members
1470.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Echuca Regional Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Nathalia Hospital — board members
1471.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Nathalia Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Wodonga Regional Health Service — board members
1472.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Wodonga Regional Health Service and the recent advertisement and appointment of board
members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: South Gippsland Hospital — board members
1473.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to South Gippsland Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.
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Health: Alpine Health — board members
1474.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Alpine Health and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: East Grampians Health Service — board members
1475.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to East Grampians Health Service and the recent advertisement and appointment of board
members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Stawell Regional Health — board members
1476.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Stawell Regional Health and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
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Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Yarrawonga District Health Service — board members
1477.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Yarrawonga District Health Service and the recent advertisement and appointment of board
members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Health: Wonthaggi Hospital — board members
1478.

THE HON. DAVID DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): In
relation to Wonthaggi Hospital and the recent advertisement and appointment of board members:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

How many board terms expired.
How many board positions were available to be filled.
Did those board members seek re-appointment.
How many applications were received for board appointment.
On what date were the board members appointed.
On what date did the terms of new board members commence.
On what date will the terms of the new board members be completed.
Are there any remaining board vacancies.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer to parts (a) to (h) is that information about board appointments considered to be in the public interest
will be published by the hospital in its forthcoming annual report. Information over and above this is not routinely
published.

Information and communication technology: advertising campaigns
1490.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology: In relation to the department and each agency and authority within the
Minister’s administration, since 1 January 2003, what are the details of all advertising campaigns
indicating the purpose and total costs of each campaign.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A total of one advertising campaign was undertaken by the Department of Infrastructure relating to my Information
and Communications Technology portfolio between 1 January 2003 and 30 March 2004.
The following program was undertaken:
1.

New Realities ICT Careers Awareness Program

The purpose of this awareness campaign was to inform Victorians of the 2003 New Realities program which was
launched on 15 April 2003 and concluded 19 September 2003. The program was aimed at the parents of students in
Years 9 and 10, and provided valuable information about ICT careers so that parents could help their teenagers
choose a bright future.
The total cost of the program including advertising was $473,000.
There are no relevant agencies or authorities within my administration.

Information and communication technology: publications
1494.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology: Since January 2003 to 30 March 2004, what are the details of all
publications produced, indicating in each case the — (i) title; (ii) date of issue/distribution; (iii) cost of
production; (iv) number printed; (v) name of printer; (vi) details of distribution, including numbers and
cost; and (vii) purpose of production.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
For a list of publications produced by Multimedia Victoria in the Department of Infrastructure, please refer to the
Department’s Annual Reports for 2002-03 and 2003-04.
There were no publications produced by the Office of the Chief Information Officer, Department of Premier and
Cabinet for the requested period.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board — advertising
2162.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services
Board’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)
(b)
(c)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.
Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.
To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
The advertising expenditure undertaken by the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board between 1 July
2002 and 30 June 2003 totalled $162,217.18. This figure is inclusive of GST ($14,747.02). This expenditure
includes advertising, sponsorship contribution and joint promotional work with other authorities. This consists of:
Fire Safety Community Education Programs:
These programs are designed to provide community education on fire safety.
– Shop-a-docket advertising to the Vietnamese communities in the Western suburbs of Melbourne - $5,714.95
($5,195.41 excluding GST) for the period 19 November 2002 to 28 February 2003
– GasSafe–contribution of $10,000 ($9,090.91 excluding GST) toward the winter gas safety campaign conducted
by the Office of Gas Safety–Winter 2003.
– Production and printing of winter fire safety campaign posters $10,510.50 ($9.555.00 excluding GST)
– MFB/CFA joint winter safety campaign totalling $19,420.30 ($17,654.82 excluding GST) coordinated by the
CFA. The CFA manages this campaign. Please refer to the CFA for the campaign financial details.
– Yellow Pages advertising for Community Safety - $6,089.00 ($5,535.45 excluding GST)
Fire Equipment Services (FES)
FES is an independent business unit of the MFB and while it contributes to the financial performance of the
organisation, it derives no funding from State or Local Government or from Insurance contributions.
– Annual advertising in the yellow pages $26,884.00 ($24,480 excluding GST)
– Production of marketing collateral including promotional calculators, pens, rulers, brochures, posters, signage
and stationery $58,258.20 ($52,962.00 excluding GST). This amount includes several separate amounts spread
across the financial year including:
– $31,270.00 ($28,427.27 excluding GST) for marketing collateral as described above with a contract
purchase order to Graphic Design Communications, approved and raised on 18 September 2002.
– $15,966.50 ($14.515.00 excluding GST) purchase from Marketing Solutions Pty Ltd.
Request for Tenders
– In line with policy and financial delegations individual requests for tender totalled $8,819.58 ($8,017.80
excluding GST). This includes several tenders with individual contract purchase orders raised to cover each
tender.
Staff Advertising
– Advertising for various situations vacant totalled $11,020.65 ($10,018.77 excluding GST) incorporating several
positions throughout the year with media placements in The Melbourne Age, Herald-Sun, Geelong Advertiser,
The Australian, and the Australian Financial Review.
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Other
– Sponsorship contribution toward the Department of Justice Calendar targeting workforce diversity $5,500.00
($5,000 excluding GST)

State and regional development: Victorian Industry Participation Policy report — projects
4709.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
State and Regional Development): In relation to the Victorian Industry Participation Policy (VIPP)
report for 2003-04:
(1)

Further to Table 1, ‘Application of the VIPP since inception’ on page 3 of the report —
(a) What were the 25 new projects that VIPP was applied to in 2001;
(b) What were the 46 new projects that VIPP was applied to in 2001-02;
(c) What were the 56 new projects that VIPP was applied to in 2002-03;
(d) What were the 99 new projects that VIPP was applied to in 2003-04;
(e) What new jobs were created from each of the 25 new projects that VIPP was applied to in
2001;
(f) What new jobs were created from each of the 46 new projects that VIPP was applied to in
2001-02;
(g) What new jobs were created from each of the 56 new projects that VIPP was applied to in
2002-03; and
(h) What new jobs were created from each of the 99 new projects that VIPP was applied to in
2003-04.

(2)

Further to point 3f on page 5 of the report —
(a) Why did VIPP not apply to 23 projects;
(b) To how many projects was VIPP partially applied and why;
(c) To how many projects was VIPP applied incorrectly;
(d) To which projects was VIPP applied incorrectly; and
(e) Why did some projects have VIPP applied incorrectly.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This matter is not part of my Ministerial responsibility.

Information and communication technology: consultancies
4883.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology: Since 1 April 2004, in respect of the department and each agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration, what are the details of each consultancy commissioned,
indicating the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

date;
cost;
purpose;
name and address of the consultant;
recommendations made;
action taken in response to any recommendations; and
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whether tenders were called.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
For the period to 4 May 2005 when this Question was raised, the answers to points (a), (b), (c), (d) and (g) for my
portfolio as Minister for Information and Communication Technology are contained in the Attachment.
However the information requested for points (e) and (f) of the question, is not readily available. The time and
resources necessary to obtain and process the information sought cannot be justified.
There are no relevant agencies or authorities within my administration.
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Vendor Name

Vendor Address

Information & Communications Technology Portfolio–Consultancies
1 April 2004–4 May 2005
Contract Name/Purpose

MULTIMEDIA VICTORIA, DEPARTMENT OF INFRASTRUCTURE
Broadband Attitudinal Research Open Mind Research
6 Drummond Street,
Group
Carlton
Fivenines Consulting
PO Box 359, Mt Waverly,
3149
4th Floor, 128 Exhibition St,
Melbourne 3000

Economic Impacts of
Broadband Adoption in
Victoria–Additional Options
KPMG Corporate
Finance

Acil Tasman

161 Collins Street,
Melbourne VIC 3000

Lvl 6, 224-236 Queen St,
Melbourne 3000

Allen Consulting Group

Financial Modelling–Wired
Development

Whitehorse Strategic
Group
Gibson Quai

Review of MMV Workforce
Data Collection & Reporting
Sub-Sectors of Competitive
Advantage within Victorian ICT
Industry

Whitehorse Competitive Study
2004
Gas Pipeline Fibre Review

Pricewaterhouse Coopers

Acil Tasman

GPO Box 1331L,
Melbourne 3001

Lvl 6, 224-236 Queen St,
Melbourne 3000

Vision ICT

Level 3, 45 Williams Street,
Melbourne 3000
Level 1, 118 Balmain
Street, Melbourne 3000
PO Box 848, Bendigo
Central, 3552

ICT Market Assessment for
P&TS Businesses in Victoria’s
Northern Region
Modelling HiBIS Implications
for Victoria

Feasibility Study of Computer
for Every Child

Procurement Method

3 or More Quotations - DOI General
Conditions for Provision of Services
1 Quotation - DOI General
Conditions for Provision of Services
Certificate of Waiver from
Quotations - DOI Agreement for
Professional Services or
Consultancy
Certificate of Waiver from
Quotations - DOI Agreement for
Professional Services or
Consultancy
Certificate of Waiver from
Quotations - DOI Agreement for
Professional Services or
Consultancy
1 Quotation - DOI General
Conditions for Provision of Services
3 or More Quotations - DOI General
Conditions for Provision of Services
3 or More Quotations - DOI General
Conditions for Provision of Services
Certificate of Waiver from
Quotations - DOI Agreement for
Professional Services or
Consultancy
Certificate of Waiver from
Quotations - DOI Agreement for
Professional Services or
Consultancy

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

23/8/04

2/8/04

19/7/04

1/7/04

30/6/04

18/6/04

31/5/04

3/5/04

21/4/04

Start Date

$33,000

$60,000

$65,000

$132,000

$15,950

$66,500

$15,000
($0 spent)

$99,000

$21,945

$38,000

Current
Contract
Value (inc
Var & Ext)

ATTACHMENT LC 4883

N

15/9/04

Public Tender
Called Y/N

N

Vendor Name

Vendor Address

Procurement Method

Dandolo Partners Pty Ltd Level 34, 360 Collins St,
Public Tender
Growing the ICT Industry
through collaboration with
Melbourne 3000
strategic Victorian industry
sectors
BDO Consulting
Access to ICT Training for ICT
563 Bourke Street,
3 or More Quotations–DOI General
Contractors
Melbourne 3000
Conditions for Provision of Services
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER AND CABINET
eServices Panel
Data Centre Consolidation
Deloitte Touche
PO Box N837, Grosvenor
Business Case development
Tohmatsu
Place, Sydney, NSW 1220
Tactics Consulting
eServices Panel
Website Management
Level 2, 180 Albert Road,
Framework Communications
South Melbourne, VIC
Strategy Report
3205
ParisFirst Pty Ltd
eServices Panel
Website Management
Level 5.01/365 Little
Framework Organisational
Collins St, Melbourne, VIC
Capability
3000
Enterprise Content Management Landell Corporation
PO Box 18311, Melbourne, 1 quote
Strategic Project Plan
VIC 8003
3 quotes
Enterprise Content Management Total Metrics Pty Ltd
Suite 1, 667 Burke Rd,
Strategic Project Plan Cost
Camberwell, VIC 3124
Model
Band 1 Solutions
1 quote
State Crisis Centre
17A Were St,
Communications
Montmorency, VIC 3089
Eclipse Group Pty Ltd
eServices Panel
Integrated Website
PO Box N837 Grosvenor
Measurement and Demographic
Place, Sydney, NSW 1220
Profiling
Wave Axion Pty Ltd
eServices Panel
ICT Strategy process and
11 Otira Rd, Caulfield
implementation
North, VIC 3161
eServices Panel
Victorian Business Master Key
Stenning and Associates
Office 1, 51 Salamanca
Business Case and Project
Pty Ltd
Place, Hobart, TAS 7000
Initiation Document
Data Centre Consolidation
Blake Dawson Waldron
Level 39, 101 Collins St,
Legal Services panel
Probity Advisory Services
Melbourne, VIC 3000
Level 18, IBM Centre,
Data Centre Consolidation DET SMS Management and
Southbank, VIC 3006
eServices Panel
Business Case Development
Technology
eServices Panel
Whole of Victorian Government NOUS Group
380 Flinders Lane,
(WoVG) Grants , Strategic
Melbourne VIC 3000
Policy Framework Analysis

Contract Name/Purpose

8/12/04

2/5/05

13 April 04
20 April 04

3 May 04

7 May 04
24 May 04

11 Jun 04
1 Jun 04

18 Jun 04
5 Jul 04

19 Jul 04

26 Jul 04
26 Jul 04

N

N
N

N

N
N

N
N

N
N

N

N
N

Start Date

Y

Public Tender
Called Y/N

$34,650
$49,665

COUNCIL

$25,000

$109,395

$3,465

$248,820

$7,700

15,000

1104

$5,700

$94,400

$80,860

$41,800

$93,500

Current
Contract
Value (inc
Var & Ext)
$148,500
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Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu

Landell Corporation

Intangible Management
Pty Ltd

TFG International

Vendor Name

2 Ferguson St,
Williamstown VIC 3016

GPO Box 78B, Melbourne,
VIC 3001

PO Box 18311, Melbourne,
VIC 8003

Suite 157, 199 Toorak Rd,
South Yarra, VIC 3141

Level 12 Gateway, 1
Macquarie Place, Circular,
Sydney, NSW 2000

Vendor Address

3 quotes

eServices Panel

eServices Panel

eServices Panel

1 quote

Exemption from 3 quotes

3 quotes

Procurement Method

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

1 Nov 04

5 Oct 04

1 Oct 04

27 Aug 04

23 Aug 04

17 Aug 04

16 Aug 04

29 Jul 04

$98,400

$30,000

$100,000

$70,909

$278,800

$13,000

$55,000

Current
Contract
Value (inc
Var & Ext)
$52,500

Start Date

Contract Name/Purpose

MKS Consulting
Systems

GPO Box 78B, Melbourne,
VIC 3001
Level 7, 10 Barrack St,
Sydney, NSW 2000

eServices Panel

Public Tender
Called Y/N

Development of a Strategic
Business Plan for VicNET

Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu
META Group

GPO Box 78B, Melbourne,
VIC 3001

Development of an approach for
valuation of intangible benefits

Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu

$78,750

$39,800

17 Nov 04

26 Nov 04

$17,600

N

N

1 Dec 04

$18,000

eServices Panel

eServices Panel

N

6 Jan 05

Suite 1, 667 Burke Rd,
Camberwell, VIC 3124

eServices Panel

N

Total Metrics Pty Ltd

1 quote

Acumentum Pty Ltd

Data Centre Consolidation
Strategic Project Plan advisory
services
Human Resource Management
System Business Process
Strategy
Website Management
Framework Stage 2B
Implementation
WoVG Shared Services
Business Model–Initiation phase
Enterprise Architecture
Methodology Implementation
Plan
WoVG Electronic Grants
Management Requirements and
Business Case
Software Metrics Services–
WoVG Electronic Grants
Management System Request
For Tender process
Website User Interface
Standards
Stenning and Associates

TFG International

Level 12 Gateway, 1
Macquarie Place, Circular
Quay, Sydney, NSW 2000

Level 11, Ashley House,
409 St Kilda Rd,
Melbourne, VIC 3004
Office 1, 51 Salamanca
Place, Hobart, TAS 7000

Development of a Business Case
and Project Initiation Document
(PID) for the Victorian Business
Masterkey (VBMK)
Land Exchange Investment
review

4 Sadie St, Mount
Waverley, VIC 3149
Level 30, 360 Collins St,
Melbourne, VIC 3000
4 Sadie St, Mount
Waverley, VIC 3149
GPO Box 78B, Melbourne,
VIC 3001

Software Engineering
Management
PA Consulting

Software Engineering
Management
Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu

N

N
N
N
N

3 quotes
eServices Panel
3 quotes
eServices Panel

N

N

Public Tender
Called Y/N

eServices Panel

Probity Services panel

eServices Panel

Procurement Method

3 May 05

2 May 05

11 Apr 05

10 Mar 05

10 Mar 05

23 Feb 05

14 Jan 05

Start Date

$321,200

$15,000

$88,000

$20,000

$24,000

$3,000

Current
Contract
Value (inc
Var & Ext)
$3,740

1106

Shared Services Business Case
Development

Shared Services Business Case
Development
Major ICT Project Reporting

Level 39, 101 Collins St,
Melbourne, VIC 3000
175 Dorcas St, South
Melbourne, VIC 3205

Blake Dawson Waldron

Charismatek

GPO Box 78B, Melbourne,
VIC 3001

Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu

Revision to WoVG Electronic
Grants Management System
Business Case
Legal advice on Open Standing
Offer Arrangements for Assets
Propose options and identify
costs for the LEAP database
redevelopment.
LEAP redevelopment options

Vendor Address

Vendor Name

Contract Name/Purpose
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Major projects: Docklands Authority — communications staff
4992.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Major Projects: As at 30 June
2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Docklands Authority are engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
As at 30 June 2005, the Docklands Authority did not exist. Docklands Authority and the URLC merged on 1
August 2003 to form VicUrban. Given this, there were no Docklands Authority officers engaged in
communications as at 30 June 2005.

Major projects: VicUrban — communications staff
4993.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Major Projects: As at 30 June
2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the VicUrban are engaged in communications, including public, corporate
and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
VicUrban is involved in one the biggest urban renewal programs undertaken in Australia and as a result interaction
with stakeholders and the Victorian public is a necessary part of that program.
Therefore, a number of VicUrban staff at times may engage in communications. On this basis, it would be an
unreasonable diversion of resources to provide the information requested.

Arts: Opera Victoria — performance dates
5258.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the Government’s new policy to re-establish Opera Victoria:
(1)
(2)

On what date will it be confirmed where Opera Victoria will perform.
On what date will the new Opera Victoria start performing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The announcement of performance venues and dates will be made by Victorian Opera in 2006.
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Arts: Opera Victoria — funding
5259.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): From where will funding for the new Opera Victoria project come.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The allocation of $7.6m over four years for a Victorian opera venture was announced in the 2005-06 budget.

Arts: Edith Melva Thompson Bequest Fund — uses
5260.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the Edith Melva Thompson Bequest Fund:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Has Arts Victoria used any of this bequest fund to date.
Does the Government plan to use this bequest fund in the future.
If this fund is to be used, specifically where within Arts Victoria would it be used.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Arts Victoria is not a party to the proceedings in which the executors of the will of Mrs Thompson have sought the
Supreme Court’s directions as to who should receive the bequest.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — stability
5261.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): How is the Government going to achieve and sustain the operational and financial stability of
the Australian Centre for the Moving Image in 2005-06.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of ACMI’s financial results for 2004-2005 are contained in the organisation’s annual report.

Arts: Victorian College of the Arts and University of Melbourne — proposed amalgamation
5262.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts):
(1)
(2)

Does the Government support the proposed amalgamation of the Victorian College of the Arts
and the University of Melbourne.
What are the reasons for the Government’s response to this issue.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian College of the Arts has been an affiliated college of the University of Melbourne since 1991. The
Victorian College of the Arts will fully integrate with the University from 1 January 2007, becoming the Faculty of
the VCA.
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Arts: Victorian College of the Arts — funding
5263.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What funding has the Government (through Arts Victoria) given to the Victorian College of
the Arts in 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003, 2003-2004 and 2004-2005, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Since 1999/2000 the Victorian College of the Arts has received from the State Government a total of $1,300,964.28
in operating funding and $10 million in capital funds.

Police and emergency services: mobile traffic safety cameras
5281.

THE HON. ANDREW BRIDESON — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services): What is the general criteria for the siting of mobile traffic safety
cameras.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The primary aim of the mobile camera program is to encourage drivers to comply with speed limits, and thus
reduce the unacceptable level of trauma on Victoria’s roads.
Mobile speed camera site selection is a critical element of the speed camera program and the criteria have been
carefully developed to meet known technical, legal and community acceptance requirements.
The placement of mobile cameras is influenced by accident statistics and other risk factors identified by Victoria
Police in consultation with VicRoads, the Transport Accident Commission and Community Road Safety Councils.
Potential mobile camera sites are assessed by the various Traffic Management Units of Victoria Police and have a
documented history of serious and major injury collisions within the previous 12 months or have been the subject
of a valid written complaint of excessive speeds. The written assessment must indicate that driver behaviour
demonstrates a significant risk of speed related collisions.
Prior to a location being used as a mobile camera site, it must first be evaluated and approved by the relevant
Traffic Management Unit.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — deaccession of newspaper collection
5318.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s proposal to deaccession its newspaper collection:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What is the dollar value of the newspapers that the Library proposes to deaccession.
How much will it cost the Library to deaccession its newspapers.
What accounting model has the Library used to determine the value of the assets it proposes to
deaccession and why was this model selected over other accounting models.
What dollar value did the Library place on the social capital stored in the newspapers it has
acquired and stored over the last century and which it now proposes to deaccession.
How was this dollar value used to determine which newspapers the Library chose to deaccession
from its collections.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The newspapers proposed for deaccessioning have no commercial value and that the Library estimates that direct
costs for deaccessioning these papers will be less than $2,000.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — deaccession of newspaper collections
5319.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s proposal to deaccession newspaper collections
from the Library, what are the long-term plans for the collections.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Library will continue to collect and store all Victorian newspapers, and selected interstate and international
titles. The Library currently provides electronic access to over 300 international and Australian newspapers.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — deaccession of newspaper collections
5320.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): What are the Government’s reasons for proposing to deaccession:
(1)
(2)
(3)

The State Library of Victoria’s 20 year run collection of the Queensland Maryborough Chronicle
newspaper to the National Library of Australia.
Interstate and international hard copy newspapers, including ‘unique issues’, that have been
purchased with Victorian funds and that are used for purposes of research.
Other parts of the Library’s newspaper collection.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The State Library does not propose to deaccession a 20-year run of the Maryborough Chronicle to the National
Library of Australia.

Environment: Sustainability and Environment — freedom of information requests
6079.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Department
of Sustainability and Environment for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 28 March 2006

COUNCIL

1111

Details of the number of requests received and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the Attorney
General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6093.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the
Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6094.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the
Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
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In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Mallee Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
6095.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mallee
Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: North Central Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6096.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the North
Central Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: North East Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
6097.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the North East
Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority — freedom of
information requests
6098.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Port Phillip
and Westernport Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6099.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the West
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information requests
6100.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Wimmera
Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Victorian Coastal Council — freedom of information requests
6101.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Coastal Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Victorian Environment Assessment Council — freedom of information requests
6102.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Environment Assessment Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Central Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
6103.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Central
Coastal Board for 2004-05:
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How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Gippsland Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
6104.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Gippsland
Coastal Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Western Coastal Board — freedom of information requests
6105.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Western
Coastal Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
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released in full; and
given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Barwon Water — freedom of information requests
6106.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Barwon Water
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Central Gippsland Water — freedom of information requests
6107.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Central
Gippsland Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1118

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 28 March 2006

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Central Highlands Water — freedom of information requests
6108.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Central
Highlands Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Coliban Water — freedom of information requests
6109.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Coliban Water
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Westernport Water — freedom of information requests
6110.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Westernport
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Glenelg Water — freedom of information requests
6111.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Glenelg Water
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1120

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 28 March 2006

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Goulburn Valley Water — freedom of information requests
6112.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Goulburn Valley
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Lower Murray Urban and Rural Water Authority — freedom of information
requests
6114.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Lower
Murray Urban and Rural Water Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: North East Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
6115.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the North East
Region Water Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Portland Coast Water — freedom of information requests
6116.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Portland Coast
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: South West Water — freedom of information requests
6117.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by South West
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Western Region Water Authority — freedom of information requests
6118.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Western
Region Water Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: First Mildura Irrigation Trust — freedom of information requests
6119.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the First Mildura
Irrigation Trust for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Southern Rural Water — freedom of information requests
6120.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Southern Rural
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Goulburn-Murray Water — freedom of information requests
6121.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by
Goulburn-Murray Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Lower Murray Water — freedom of information requests
6122.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Lower Murray
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Grampians Wimmera Mallee Water — freedom of information requests
6123.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Grampians
Wimmera Mallee Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: City West Water — freedom of information requests
6124.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by City West Water
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Police and emergency services: Victoria State Emergency Service — stress-related leave
7090.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to staff members of the Victoria State Emergency
Service on stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost;
and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(i)

Information relating to the number of stress leave days taken is unavailable. However, the duration of the
claims can be provided as follows:
– Case 1: Claim duration 21 Jun 04 to 24 Jan 05;
– Case 2: Claim duration 18 Oct 04 to 17 Aug 05;
– Case 3: Claim duration 2 Feb 05 to 17 Aug 05.

(ii)

The estimated cost is $45,056.

(iii) A total of three WorkCover claims were made. Each claim was made by a volunteer.
It should be noted that VICSES maintains a Critical Incident Stress Management Program, headed by a staff
psychologist and staffed by volunteer members of the Service, which considerably ameliorates the impact on
VICSES responders of the stressful aspects of their work in dealing with emergency situations.

Attorney-General: Municipal Electoral Tribunal — stress-related leave
7099.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to staff members of the Municipal Electoral Tribunal on stress-related
leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of
staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There was no stress-related leave taken by staff of the Municipal Electoral Tribunal in 2004-05.
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Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — stress-related leave
7180.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Caulfield Racecourse Trust on
stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — stress-related leave
7181.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park)
Trust on stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost;
and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board — stress-related leave
7182.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of
Management on stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii)
estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — stress-related leave
7183.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Shrine of Remembrance Trust on
stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.
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Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — stress-related leave
7184.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Yarra Bend Park Trust on stress-related
leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of
staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more appropriately
be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — stress-related leave
7194.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Timber Promotion Council on
stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Timber Promotion Council is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — stress-related leave
7247.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to staff members of the Historic Buildings Management
Committee on stress-related leave in 2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Commonwealth Games: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — stress-related leave
7273.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: In
relation to staff members of Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd on stress-related leave in
2004-05, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
Due to the parameters set under privacy legislation regarding personal information, Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games Corporation (M2006) is only able to determine the number of WorkCover stress related
cases and is not in a position to comment on any personal sick leave details.
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In view of this, the number of M2006 staff on WorkCover stress-related leave in 2004-05 is nil.

Premier: Racing and Gambling Acts (Amendment) Bill — royal assent
7375.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): With reference
to his undated letter to the Presiding Officers concerning the delay of Royal Assent to the Racing and
Gambling Acts (Amendment) Bill —
(1)

On what date was it brought to the attention of the Government that there were significant
compliance issues with a group of stakeholders.
(2) Who specifically brought these issues to the attention of the Government.
(3) By what process were these issues brought to the attention of the Government.
(4) Which group of stakeholders had these concerns.
(5) What action did the Government take to assess the issues so raised.
(6) Were the views of Racing Victoria Limited sought once these issues had been brought to the
attention of the Government.
(7) What specific actions were necessary by the concerned stakeholders to bring them into
compliance.
(8) How did the Government determine that six weeks was the appropriate length of time for deferral.
(9) Why didn’t the Government publicly announce its decision to advise the Governor to defer assent.
(10) What other legislation has been deferred in Victoria in this way since the advent of responsible
government.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

During October 2005.

(2)

The Australian Association of Bookmaking Companies, Racing Victoria Limited, corporate bookmakers and
other wagering service providers.

(3)

By a variety of methods to the Minister for Racing.

(4)

Answered in response to question 2.

(5)

The Minister for Racing requested departmental advice.

(6)

Yes.

(7)

The Government ensured that the racing codes in exercising their new powers were aware of the need for
procedural fairness and processes specific to each of the three (3) codes and the need for affected wagering
providers to be notified.

(8)

As a reasonable period to ensure the department could provide the advice confirming industry compliance
and readiness, including advising affected operators of their obligations.

(9)

The Government used appropriate Parliamentary procedures.

(10) Solicitor Generals’ legal opinion is that the deferral advice to the Governor was constitutional.
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Health: fluorosis
7379.

THE HON. PETER HALL — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
is the rate of fluorosis in Melbourne school children, including the source of the figures.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The prevalence of dental fluorosis in Melbourne children is within expected limits. A 1998 study by the University
of Melbourne concluded that ‘that the degree of fluorosis in Melbourne is within expected limits of an optimally
fluoridated community. This degree of fluorosis is of no public health concern, and the Melbourne water
fluoridation program is strongly endorsed.’
Name of study: Dental fluorosis prevalence in Melbourne 12-year-olds is within expected limits
Evans W., Morgan M. and Conn J.
The University of Melbourne
Presented at the IADR ANZ Division 38th Annual Scientific Meeting, September 1998
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 29 March 2006
Arts: State Library of Victoria — deaccession of newspaper collections
5321.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the proposal to deaccession newspapers at the State Library of Victoria, has the
Government and the Library consulted with the Crown Law Department as to whether the current
deaccession proposals comply with the intent and spirit of the Libraries Act 1988.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Section 50 of the Libraries Act 1988 is clear in the arrangements for the disposal of assets, including
deaccessioning items from the Collation.

Arts: State Library of Victoria, Ballarat storage facility — contract
5324.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts):
(1)
(2)

When will the State Library of Victoria’s service contract with the University of Ballarat for the
running of the Library’s Ballarat storage facility be finalised.
What are the reasons for the service contract not having been finalised.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The service contract between the State Library of Victoria and the University of Ballarat will be finalised in time to
commence operations at the store. This is in accordance with the Library’s timetable for this project.

Arts: State Library of Victoria, Ballarat storage facility — transfer of storage items
5325.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s storage facility in Ballarat, why will the transfer
of the Library’s storage items take a total of eight months to be delivered and made available to the
public.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The collection needs to be thoroughly cleaned, sorted, packaged and labeled prior to the move. The move will be
sequenced carefully to ensure that the collection is shelved in correct order for easy retrieval.
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Arts: State Library of Victoria, Ballarat storage facility — construction
5326.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s storage facility in Ballarat:
(1)

(2)

Can the Library guarantee that the lack of synchronicity between the signing of the contract for the
construction of the storage facility for the Library, and the yet-to-be-signed contract with the
University of Ballarat, has not given the University any advantage in negotiations over the
services it will provide the Library and has not jeopardised the best outcome for the Library’s
users.
Will the search for missing books currently offered by the Library be part of its service contract
with the University of Ballarat.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Library has an excellent working relationship with the University of Ballarat which will help to ensure a
mutually beneficial arrangement and a high standard of service for its users from the new storage facility.
The Library will continue to provide this service.

Arts: State Library of Victoria, Ballarat storage facility — contractual arrangements and auditing
process
5327.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s storage facility in Ballarat:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What particular government policy relating to contractual obligations of a non-State Government
service provider has guided the Library’s negotiations with the University of Ballarat.
What key performance indicators will be used to determine whether the University is meeting its
contractual obligations in running the Library’s Ballarat storage facility.
Will an independent auditor conduct an audit of the key performance indicators specified in the
service contract between the Library and the University of Ballarat.
How often would this independent audit occur.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The negotiations are being conducted in accordance with all relevant government policy.
Key performance indicators will be established as part of the service contract.
A regular audit of the key performance indicators will be conducted by the Library’s internal auditors.

Arts: State Library of Victoria, Ballarat storage facility — staff reductions
5328.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to the reduction of services at the State Library of Victoria which have taken place
in 2005, does the Minister envisage further reductions in the next 3 years; if so, which services will
these be and why.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Library will continue to review its services from time to time and make changes to ensure that available
resources are put to the best possible use.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — evening services
5329.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
the Arts): In relation to services at the State Library of Victoria, when does the Minister envisage a
resumption of normal evening services such as book retrieval from the stacks, access to the Australiana
reference desk and key reference room.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Library will continue to review its services from time to time and make changes to ensure that available
resources are put to the best possible use.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — entertainment expenses
5371.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Historic Buildings Management Committee’s
entertainment expenses incurred in 2004-05, what are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of
$500, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date incurred;
cost;
number of guests;
purpose; and
name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Arts: Film Victoria — external legal advice
5543.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by Film Victoria on external legal advice since 1 June
2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The amount spent on legal advice by Film Victoria since 1 June 2004 totals $12,910.02.
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Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — external legal advice
5544.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust on
external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust has spent nothing on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

Arts: Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria — external legal advice
5545.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of
Victoria on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria manages the affairs of the National Gallery of Victoria.
Total expenditure by the Gallery on legal advice was $96,154.

Arts: National Gallery of Victoria — external legal advice
5546.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the National Gallery of Victoria on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 5545.

Arts: Library Board of Victoria — external legal advice
5547.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Library Board of Victoria on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Library Board of Victoria manages the affairs of the State Library of Victoria. Total expenditure by the Library
on legal advice from 1 June 2004 to 30 September 2005 was $42,200.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — external legal advice
5548.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the State Library of Victoria on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 5547.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — external legal advice
5549.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Museums Board of Victoria on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Estimated legal advice provided to Museums Board of Victoria since 1 June 2004 amounts to $295,001.26.

Arts: Museum Victoria — external legal advice
5550.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Museum Victoria on external legal advice since
1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 5549.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — external legal advice
5551.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Victorian Arts Centre Trust on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total expenditure by the Victorian Arts Centre Trust on legal advice since 1 June 2004 was $230,450.39.

Arts: Victorian Council of the Arts — external legal advice
5552.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Victorian Council of the Arts on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Council of the Arts has no expenditure on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.
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Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — external legal advice
5587.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Caulfield Racecourse Trust on external
legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — external legal advice
5588.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park)
Trust on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — external legal advice
5589.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of
Management on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — external legal advice
5590.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Shrine of Remembrance Trust on external
legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.
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Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — external legal advice
5591.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Yarra Bend Park Trust on external legal
advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — external legal advice
5601.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Timber Promotion Council on external
legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Timber Promotion Council is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — external legal advice
5655.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): How much has been spent by the Historic Buildings Management
Committee on external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Police and emergency services: Victoria State Emergency Service — entertainment expenses
5726.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Victoria State Emergency Service’s
entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Expenditure on entertainment expenses totalled $875.05.

(2)

There were no items of expenditure exceeding $500.

Racing: Greyhound Racing Victoria — entertainment expenses
5748.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Racing): In relation to Greyhound Racing Victoria’s entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

$67,759.13

(2)

Itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500:

(a) Date
(b) Cost
(c) No. of
Guests
(d) Purpose

(e) Service
Provider

25/11/2004
$981.82
18

9/12/2004
$503.31
42

10/12/2004
$4,027.27
48

11/02/2005
$1,035.00
12

18/02/2005
$57,778.92
426

Entertain the following Industry
partners: TABCORP, Harness
Racing Victoria,
Media/Advertising/Sponsorship
Premium Beverages; Tourism
Victoria; 45 Degrees; Craftsman
Press; Outdoor Media; Football
Victoria, Andrew McKay.
Sandown Greyhound Racing
Club

Christmas
Function

Stakeholder
Function

Greyhound
of the Year
- 2004

Greyhound
Racing
Victoria–
held on
premises

Link Tours–Emu
Bottom

Club
Managers/
Greyhound
Racing
Victoria
Senior
Managers
dinner
Chine On
Paramount.

Crown
Casino

Racing: Harness Racing Victoria — entertainment expenses
5749.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Racing): In relation to Harness Racing Victoria’s entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)

What was the total cost incurred.
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What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

$16,157.

(2)

Itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500:

(a) Date

(b)Cost

(c)Guests

Aug-04
Sep-04

$2,610
$787

28
10

Oct-04

$1,091

20

Nov-04
Nov-04
Dec-04
Dec-04

$720
$1,756
$5,713
$1,018

8
22
94
20

(d) Purpose
Industry Promotion - Vin
Knight Medal Dinner
Grand Final Luncheon
Industry Promotion Lewinns Ladies Luncheon
Industry Promotion Caduceus Club Luncheon
Stewards Function
Christmas Function
Christmas Lunch

(e) Service Provider
Harness Racing Weekly
Vingt Cinq Club
Moonee Valley Race Club
Caduceus Club
Melbourne Savage Club
Atlantic South Warf
Vic Harbour Kitchen & Bar

Police and emergency services: Private Agents Registry — entertainment expenses
5762.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Private Agents Registry’s entertainment expenses
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The total cost incurred from entertainment expenses by the Private Agents Registry in 2004-05 was
$1,102.41.

(2)

There were no individual items which exceeded $500.
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Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — entertainment expenses
5814.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Caulfield Racecourse Trust’s entertainment expenses for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — entertainment expenses
5815.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust’s
entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — entertainment expenses
5816.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management’s
entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
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purpose; and
name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — entertainment expenses
5817.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Shrine of Remembrance Trust’s entertainment expenses
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — entertainment expenses
5818.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Yarra Bend Park Trust’s entertainment expenses for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.
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Environment: Timber Promotion Council — entertainment expenses
5828.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Timber Promotion Council’s entertainment expenses for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Timber Promotion Council is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — entertainment expenses
5882.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Historic Buildings Management Committee’s
entertainment expenses for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

What was the total cost incurred.
What are the itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including —
(a) date incurred;
(b) cost;
(c) number of guests;
(d) purpose; and
(e) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Police and emergency services: Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner — capital works
6440.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Office of the Emergency Services
Commissioner’s allocation of funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement
and upgrades, what were the priority major projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were
each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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There were no priority major projects approved in the year 2004-05.

Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — capital works
6530.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Caulfield Racecourse Trust’s allocation of funds to major
capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority major
projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — capital works
6531.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust’s
allocation of funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades,
what were the priority major projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these
priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — capital works
6532.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management’s
allocation of funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades,
what were the priority major projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these
priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — capital works
6533.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Shrine of Remembrance Trust’s allocation of funds to
major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these priority projects
achieved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — capital works
6534.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Yarra Bend Park Trust’s allocation of funds to major
capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority major
projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — capital works
6544.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Timber Promotion Council’s allocation of funds to major
capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority major
projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Timber Promotion Council is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — capital works
6606.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the Historic Buildings Management Committee’s allocation of
funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the
priority major projects that were approved for the year 2004-05 and were each of these priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Sport and recreation: minister’s office — mobile telephones
6654.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA— To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: What was
the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff for 2004-05.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2004-05, the cost of providing mobile telephone services to my staff was $9,348.33.

Finance: VicRoads — office accommodation
6694.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance: In relation to VicRoads’s
leases of office accommodation:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the location of each lease currently held.
What is the expiry of the leases currently held.
What is the cost per metre of each lease currently held.
What is the total cost of each lease currently held over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This organisation does not fall within the ministerial responsibility of the Minister for Finance. Repeated failure to
appropriately direct questions on notice to the Minister responsible places unnecessary demands on the resources of
my department and devalues the entire questions on notice provisions of the Parliament.

Tourism: Australian Grand Prix Corporation — overseas travel
6837.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the
Minister for Tourism): In relation to overseas travel by the Australian Grand Prix Corporation for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2004-05, twelve overseas trips were made to the United Kingdom, France, New Zealand, Hong Kong, China,
Hungary and the Czech Republic by officials of the Australian Grand Prix Corporation for the purpose of
attendance at races, meetings and a sales promotion.
Costs associated with the overseas travel were $67,479.67 for airfares, $2,670.68 for car rental and hire cars,
$1,969.84 for taxis, $19,994.82 for accommodation and $2,456.44 for meals and incidentals.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1146

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 29 March 2006

No family members, associates or guests accompanied the travellers.

Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — overseas travel
6867.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
overseas travel by the Patriotic Funds Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
From 1 July 2004 to 10 January 2005, the number of overseas trips taken by the Patriotic Funds Council was nil.
On 10 January 2005, the Council became the responsibility of the Premier therefore the Department of Justice
holds no data since that date.

Commonwealth Games: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — overseas travel
7044.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: In
relation to overseas travel by Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that/as follows:
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1.

The details of the 35 overseas trips undertaken by Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation from
1 July 2004 to 30 June 2005 are outlined below.

2.

The destinations of these trips included Athens, London, Geneva, Monaco, Toronto, Japan and multiple
countries and territories in Europe, Americas, Africa and the Caribbean for the Queens Baton Relay.

3.

The purpose of these visits were:a)

Athens Olympic Games
A total of 8 staff and board members from M2006 attended the Athens Olympics in a range of
capacities:The Olympic Games is the largest multi-sport event in the world. It provides an important opportunity
to observe key aspects of delivery and meet with stakeholders. In addition, as 54 of the 71
Commonwealth Games Associations are also National Olympic Committees, the CGF Executive Board
and General Assembly meet during Olympic Games. M2006 has contractual obligations to attend this
General Assembly to:
– report to the Executive Board and its committees
– report to the General Assembly and obtain approval for the Athletes Village.
In addition M2006 took the opportunity to:
– host a briefing for the international media themed Next Stop Melbourne
– observe key aspects of the Games including the opening ceremony which was produced by Jack
Morton Worldwide, who are also producing the M2006 opening and closing ceremonies, the venues,
the Athletes’ Village and the technology used in presenting the Games.

b)

Queens Baton Relay
– International Launch - The launch of the QBR International Leg was hosted by the Commonwealth
Games Federation in the forecourt of Buckingham Palace on Tuesday 14 March 2005. Three M2006
personnel travelled to London in February prior to the launch for preparations. Five M2006
personnel travelled to London in March to attend the launch. Following the official launch, the Baton
was taken to the Commonwealth Day Observance at Westminster Abbey and a reception at the
Commonwealth Secretariat at Marlborough House.
The event was a huge success with the launch of the Relay and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth
Games receiving extensive publicity throughout Australia and around the world.
– Accompanying the Baton on the International Leg - To facilitate the passage of the Baton around the
world, in general one M2006 staff member and two external support personnel (contracted
photographers and Victoria Police personnel) travel with the Baton and work with community
leaders to ensure the Baton is presented effectively and in an organised manner in order to gain
maximum exposure. During this period, the Baton travelled to Commonwealth countries and
territories in Europe, Americas, Africa and Caribbean. Over this period, three M2006 staff members
accompanied the Baton at different stages.

c)

Games planning and sporting events
Eight trips were undertaken by M2006 personnel to participate in a range of international events and
opportunities for observation of event or ceremonies operations. These included:
– International Sporting Events - M2006 staff attend International sporting events such as world
championships to view Commonwealth Games events in operation from a planning, technology,
logistics and risk management perspective.
– Sport Accord - Sport Accord is an annual conference of all the international sports federations and
sports industry players. It has proven to be a very effective forum for M2006 to meet annually with
all the International Federations who will oversee the competitions in their various sports at the 2006
Commonwealth Games, removing the need for M2006 to travel to the individual offices around the
world or to pay for officials to visit Melbourne.
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– One M2006 staff member visited Japan and United Kingdom to inspect technical systems being
commissioned for the Opening and Closing Ceremonies.
d)

e)
4.

International Broadcast Rights Negotiations
– Two international visits were undertaken to London and to Toronto for the purpose of meeting with
potential international television rights holders regarding broadcast rights and opportunities. For
established relationships, contract negotiations and finalising contracts are better managed face to
face.
Three visits were undertaken to London by M2006 to attend meetings to arrange Royal involvement in
the Games and format of Commonwealth Day celebrations.

The total cost of overseas visits undertaken by Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation in
2004/05 was:–
–
–
–

5.

Airfares
Taxis, hire cars
Accommodation
Entertainment

$322,489
$47,401
$221,114
$3,040

Family Members
Two family members, the partners of the Chairman of M2006 and CEO of M2006, accompanied staff in
official capacities on the Athens Olympics trip as attendance was expected at formal events hosted by the
CGF. The total cost of these family members’ attendance was $50,470.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 30 March 2006
Corrections: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
5435.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to alcohol purchased by the Minister’s Office since 30 June 2004, what was
the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of each purchase;
the value of each purchase; and
the items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No alcohol has been purchased by the Minister’s Office from 30 June 2004 to 4 October 2005, the date the question
was asked.

Education services: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
5436.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education Services): In relation to alcohol purchased by the Minister’s Office since 30 June 2004,
what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of each purchase;
the value of each purchase; and
the items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Between 30 June 2004 and up to the date of your question on 5 October 2005, there was nil expenditure by my
office relating to alcohol purchases.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — external legal advice
5542.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for the Arts): How much has been spent by the Australian Centre for the Moving Image on
external legal advice since 1 June 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The amount incurred by the Australian Centre for the Moving Image since 1 June 2004 totals $202,926
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Environment: Alpine Resorts Coordinating Council — freedom of information requests
6047.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Alpine
Resorts Coordinating Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information requests
6048.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Falls Creek
Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
6049.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Lake
Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
6050.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mount Baw
Baw Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Mount Buller Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
6051.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mount Buller
Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
6052.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mount
Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board — freedom of information
requests
6053.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Mount
Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — freedom of information requests
6054.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Caulfield
Racecourse Trust for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Caulfield Racecourse Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — freedom of information
requests
6055.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the National
Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust for 2004-05:
(1)

How many requests were received.

1153
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Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — freedom of information
requests
6056.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Phillip Island
Nature Park Board of Management for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question
should more appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — freedom of information requests
6057.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Shrine of
Remembrance Trust for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Shrine of Remembrance Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 30 March 2006

COUNCIL

1155

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — freedom of information requests
6058.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Yarra Bend
Park Trust for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Yarra Bend Park Trust is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more appropriately
be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: EcoRecycle Victoria — freedom of information requests
6059.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the EcoRecycle
Victoria for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Environment Protection Authority — freedom of information requests
6060.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Environment
Protection Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
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released in part;
released in full; and
given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Environment Protection Board — freedom of information requests
6061.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Environment
Protection Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: National Parks Advisory Council — freedom of information requests
6062.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the National
Parks Advisory Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Parks Victoria — freedom of information requests
6063.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Parks Victoria
for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Reference Areas Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
6064.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Reference
Areas Advisory Committee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
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In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Royal Botanic Gardens Board — freedom of information requests
6065.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Royal
Botanic Gardens Board for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Scientific Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
6066.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Scientific
Advisory Committee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria — freedom of information requests
6067.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — freedom of information requests
6068.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Timber
Promotion Council for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Timber Promotion Council is not within my portfolio responsibilities and your question should more
appropriately be asked of the responsible Minister.

Environment: Trust for Nature — freedom of information requests
6069.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Trust for
Nature for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
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released in part;
released in full; and
given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6070.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Corangamite
Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — freedom of information
requests
6071.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the East
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Melbourne Water — freedom of information requests
6125.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Melbourne
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: South East Water — freedom of information requests
6126.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by South East
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water — freedom of information requests
6127.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Yarra Valley
Water for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Royal Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens — freedom of information
requests
6128.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Royal
Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Healesville Sanctuary — freedom of information requests
6129.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Healesville
Sanctuary for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Victoria’s Open Range Zoo at Werribee — freedom of information requests
6130.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by Victoria’s Open
Range Zoo at Werribee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.
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Environment: Alpine Advisory Committee — freedom of information requests
6141.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Alpine
Advisory Committee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — freedom of information requests
6142.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Historic
Buildings Management Committee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
(c) released in full; and
(d) given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in 1999.

Environment: Victorian Mineral Water Committee — freedom of information requests
6143.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian
Mineral Water Committee for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)

How many requests were received.
Of these requests, how many were —
(a) denied in full;
(b) released in part;
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released in full; and
given to the Minister before being given to the applicant.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Water and I answer it in that
capacity.
Details of the number of requests received by agencies and the outcomes of those requests are contained in the
Attorney General’s 2005 Freedom of Information Annual Report, which is publicly available.
In relation to part 2(d) of the question, all requests are processed in accordance with the Attorney General’s
Freedom of Information Guidelines of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October
2002.

Police and emergency services: Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner — interstate
travel
6214.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to interstate travel by the Office of the Emergency
Services Commissioner 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A total of 39 trips were undertaken by the Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner in 2004-05. The
destinations were Sydney, Darwin, Adelaide, Perth and Hobart and the purposes of the visits were to attend
conferences and meetings.
The costs of airfares totalled $20,156.82. There were no car rental/hire car costs. The costs of hiring taxis totalled
$3,398.83.
Accommodation costs totalled $3,710.90. An additional $1,388.25 was incurred from expenditure on food and
beverage. The names of the hotels are Crown Plaza, Holiday Inn, Best Western Tall Trees Motel, Riverview Hotel,
Barrass John Bright Motor Inn, Hyatt, Flag Choice, Doherty Hotels, Comfort Inn, Lenna Salamanca Terraces,
Stamford, Quality Inn McQuarie Manor and Quality Hotel The Melbourne.
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There were no entertainment costs. Other expenses totalled $53. One family member attended one trip at no cost to
the Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner.

Police and emergency services: Victoria State Emergency Service — interstate travel
6215.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to interstate travel by the Victoria State Emergency
Service in 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A total of 46 trips were undertaken. Destinations travelled to were Adelaide, Brisbane, Canberra, Darwin, Hobart,
Perth and Sydney.
The purposes of the visits included:
– Australian Bureau of Statistics Meeting;
– Australian Council of State Emergency Services, Sponsorship Meeting (ACSES);
– ACSES AAMI Sponsorship Meeting;
– ACSES Annual General Meeting & Australasian Fire Authorities Council (AFAC) Conference;
– AFAC Developing Future Leaders Program;
– Australian Council of State Emergency Services - Special General Meeting;
– Australian Road Rescue Organisation (ARRO) Meeting;
– Counter Terrorism Conference;
– Emergency Management Australia Safer Community Awards;
– Emergency Management Australia Volunteer Summit;
– Meeting with ACSES Chairman & NSWSES;
– National Communications Working Group (NCWG);
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– National SES Equipment Committee;
– National SES Public Relations Committee;
– National Training Committee;
– NETC - WAFESA Search Party Training Kit Committee;
– NSW SES Volunteer Conference;
– Productivity Commission Meeting;
– Single Statewide Emergency Number, Project Meeting (SSEN);
– SSEN, Project Meeting;
– Storms Conference.
The cost of airfares totalled $18,144.25. Car rental and hire car costs totalled $495.80. Costs associated with taxis
totalled $1,308.48. The cost of accommodation totalled $5,233.44. There were no entertainment costs. Other
expenses totalled $2,684.63.
No family members, guests or associates accompanied staff of the Victoria State Emergency Service.

Police and emergency services: Private Agents Registry — interstate travel
6250.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to interstate travel by the Private Agents Registry for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A total of three trips were undertaken to Sydney and Canberra. The purpose of the travel was to attend conferences
relating to the security industry.
The costs incurred included $1692.95 for airfares, $235 for taxi hire and $1180 for accommodation.
There were no car rental/ hire car costs.
Other expenses totalled $91.20.
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No family members or guests accompanied staff on these trips.

Police and emergency services: Victoria Police — interstate travel
6251.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to interstate travel by Victoria Police for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to expenditure on interstate travel, Victoria Police has provided the following information based on
relevant expense accounts:
– Air fares- National: $828,045.13;
– Vehicle Hire (not taxis): $38,739.36;
– Meals & Incidentals–National: $132,718.52.
It would be an unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police’s resources to provide a detailed breakdown of expenses
as specified by the question.

Police and emergency services: Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner — overseas travel
6841.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to overseas travel by the Office of the Emergency
Services Commissioner for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
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other expenses.

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
One overseas trip was undertaken by the Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner in 2004-05. The
destination was Sacramento, California and the purpose of the visit was to present a paper at a Conference.
The cost of airfares totalled $2,309.07. There were no car rental/hire car costs and the cost of taxi and bus fares
totalled $55. The cost of accommodation (including meals) at the Holiday Inn Express, Sacramento totalled $966.
No entertainment costs were incurred. Other expenses totalled $95.
No family members, associates or guests accompanied the traveller on this trip.

Police and emergency services: Victoria State Emergency Service — overseas travel
6842.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to overseas travel by the Victoria State Emergency
Service for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A total of four overseas trips were undertaken. The destinations were Christchurch and Auckland (x2) in New
Zealand, and Germany via London. The purpose of the visits were to attend an Australian Road Rescue
Organisation (ARRO) meeting (x2), to attend the Single Statewide Emergency Number Meeting (SSEN) and to
visit the London Fire Service and attend the Interschulz Emergency Services Expo.
Airfares totalled $6,031.79. There were no costs associated with car rental or hire cars and there were no costs
associated with taxis. Accommodation expenses totalled $3,530.42. There were no entertainment expenses. Other
expenses totalled $3174.03.
No family members, guests or associates accompanied staff of the Victoria State Emergency Service.
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Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — overseas travel
6878.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to overseas travel by the Police Appeals Board for
2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Expenditure by the Police Appeals Board on overseas travel for 2004-2005 was nil.

Police and emergency services: Victoria Police — overseas travel
6880.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to overseas travel by Victoria Police for 2004-05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
In relation to expenditure on overseas travel, Victoria Police has provided the following information based on
relevant expense accounts:
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– Air Fares–Overseas: $159,253.64;
– Personal Expenses–Overseas: $ 73,839.13;
– Meals & Incidentals–Overseas: $124,608.00.
It would be an unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police’s resources to provide a detailed breakdown of expenses
as specified by the question.
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Justice Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1055, 1056,
1057, 1058, 1067
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games
athletics track, 924, 925
benefits, 924, 1002
cultural events, 930
floating fish, 1001
Melbourne Cricket Ground, 923
public transport, 1004
security, 926
sporting equipment, 927
volunteers, 929
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COUNCIL

MIKAKOS, Ms (Jika Jika)

RICH-PHILLIPS, Hon. G. K. (Eumemmerring)

Bills

Adjournment

Crimes (Document Destruction) Bill, 959
Infringements Bill, 1047
Justice Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1052
Liquor Control Reform (Amendment) Bill, 951
Commonwealth Games: achievements, 1074
Members statements
National Centre for Hellenic Studies and Research, 1030
Soccer: World Cup 2018, 931
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: benefits, 924

MITCHELL, Hon. R. G. (Central Highlands)
Questions without notice
Minerals and petroleum: exploration, 1059

Officer secondary college: funding, 1087
Commonwealth Games: achievements, 1073
Members statements
Auditor-General: appointment, 973
Petitions
Clyde Road, Berwick: upgrade, 936
Points of order, 1001
Statements on reports and papers
Treasury and Finance: report 2004–05, 1038

ROMANES, Ms (Melbourne) (See also DEPUTY PRESIDENT
and CHAIR OF COMMITTEES, The)
Members statements
Moreland: 10th anniversary, 973

NGUYEN, Hon. S. M. (Melbourne West)
Biofuel: government vehicles, 986
Members statements

Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: floating fish, 1000

SCHEFFER, Mr (Monash)

Rotary: overseas aid for children, 975
Bills
OLEXANDER, Hon. A. P. (Silvan)
Questions without notice
Environment: greenhouse gas emissions, 1065

Liquor Control Reform (Amendment) Bill, 953
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Strategies to reduce harmful alcohol consumption, 937
Members statements

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. M. M. Gould)

Jobo Raswoko and Stephen Thoahlane, 933
Petitions

Business of the house
Division list, 1023
Sound system, 1027
Rulings, 1001, 1024, 1027, 1032, 1058, 1064
Suspension of member, 1066

Schools: public education, 971
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: public transport, 1004

SMITH, Mr (Chelsea)
Bills

PULLEN, Mr (Higinbotham)
Members statements
Kim Pitt, 932
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: cultural events, 930

Rail Safety Bill, 1016
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill, 1016
Members statements
Industrial relations: WorkChoices, 935, 1028
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: benefits, 1002

v
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COUNCIL

SOMYUREK, Mr (Eumemmerring)
Biofuel: government vehicles, 990
Members statements
Commonwealth Games: benefits, 1028

STONEY, Hon. E. G. (Central Highlands)
Adjournment
Willow trees: control, 967
Members statements
Tourism Victoria: mountain cattlemen, 972

STRONG, Hon. C. A. (Higinbotham)
Bills
Crimes (Document Destruction) Bill, 957
Justice Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1024, 1050,
1056, 1058
Biofuel: government vehicles, 992
Members statements
Industrial relations: WorkChoices, 974

28, 29 and 30 March 2006

Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: information and communications
technology, 1007
Consumer affairs: rural and regional Victoria, 1064
Information and communications technology: health services, 1062
Liquor: Bendigo licence, 1061, 1062

VINEY, Mr (Chelsea)
Bills
Rail Safety Bill, 1019
Transport Legislation (Safety Investigations) Bill, 1019
Biofuel: government vehicles, 981
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: security, 925
Gas: supply, 1061

VOGELS, Hon. J. A. (Western)
Adjournment
Crime Stoppers: funding, 1084
Duyfken: sponsorship, 968
Biofuel: government vehicles, 991

Statements on reports and papers
Budget sector: mid-year financial report 2005–06, 1039

Members statements
Country Fire Authority: enterprise bargaining agreement, 935

THEOPHANOUS, Hon. T. C. (Jika Jika) (Minister for Energy
Industries and Minister for Resources)
Bills
Interpretation of Legislation (Further Amendment) Bill, 1039
Questions without notice
Energy: renewable sources, 1000
Environment: greenhouse gas emissions, 1065
Gas
Creswick supply, 1063, 1064
supply, 1061
Minerals and petroleum: exploration, 1060
Wind energy: capacity, 926, 927

THOMSON, Hon. M. R. (Melbourne North) (Minister for
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Information and
Communication Technology)
Bills
Liquor Control Reform (Amendment) Bill, 955, 956, 957

Questions without notice
Local government: campaign donations, 1060

