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ROYAL ASSENT
Tuesday, 19 June 2007

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 June 2007
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

ROYAL ASSENT

1733

for Planning I have not attended or been involved in
any matters in relation to the snowfields at all
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I think you would also
appreciate, President, that if and when matters need to
be declared, they will be declared.

Message read advising royal assent on 12 June to:
Questions interrupted.
Appropriation (Parliament 2007–08) Act
State Taxation and Gambling Legislation
Amendment (Budget Measures) Act.
Statute Law Repeals Act

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minister for Planning: conduct
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. I refer to the
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978, which states:
A Member who is a Minister shall ensure that no conflict
exists, or appears to exist, between his public duty and his
private interests …

Given the minister’s responsibility for planning and
overlays in the Victorian high country, is it not a fact
that the minister’s acceptance of lavish, free
accommodation at Victorian ski resorts clearly breaches
this act?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome this question, and I welcome Mr Davis’s
interest in planning matters. I am very happy to clarify
that matter for Mr Davis. In my former portfolio
responsibilities as Minister for Sport and Recreation I
did attend Falls Creek. There are a number of events
involved, but the major one I was involved with which
would interest many members on the other side of the
chamber was the Kangaroo Hoppit. For any of those
members who have not seen the Kangaroo Hoppit, it is
a particularly impressive event. It is one of a range of
international cross-country skiing events.
In carrying out my former portfolio responsibilities as
Minister for Sport and Recreation I was involved in
supporting the race, commencing the race, making
presentations after the race at the event, meeting with
the board of management and having discussions
around a number of other issues in relation to the
possibility of having a high-altitude performance
training centre for elite sports personnel. Can I just
make it quite clear that since I have been the Minister

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Atkinson’s
reference to the minister on his feet and addressing this
chamber as a ‘dill’ is unacceptable. Under standing
orders I ask him to remove himself from the chamber
for 30 minutes.
Mr Atkinson withdrew from chamber.
QUES
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Questions resumed.
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Will the
minister inform the house of the full details of the value
of meals, alcohol, each night’s accommodation and
other benefits accepted during his trip?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome the member’s question and his interest. This is
a relatively straightforward matter. As has been
mentioned, accommodation was provided at the Falls
Creek management flat. That flat is government owned,
hence government ministers stayed in it. As the
member would appreciate, there was no charge
involved in that for members, and because it was
owned by the government, there was not a value
associated with that.

Australian Synchrotron: progress
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Major Projects. Can the
minister advise the house of recent international reports
and collaborations about Victoria’s own world-class
Synchrotron?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Major
Projects) — I thank the member for his question and his
considerable interest in this important project for
Victoria. The Victorian synchrotron really is a visionary
achievement. It continues to gather international
plaudits and international recognition. Three recent
announcements underline just what a great achievement
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it is and what long-term benefits will accrue to Victoria
and Australia.

channel deepening supplementary environment effects
statement hearings?

Firstly, the International Machine Advisory Committee
for the Australian Synchrotron project met in May to
review progress on the synchrotron, and it evaluated the
project’s performance acceptance criteria (PPAC). The
august committee’s evaluation was that the construction
of the project had been a spectacular success, that the
goals of the PPAC had been met and that the project
had been delivered on budget and on time. On behalf of
the government I want to add to those comments and
extend my thanks and congratulations to Major Projects
Victoria for the way in which it has gone about
delivering during the commissioning stages of this very
important project for Victoria. It is a great technical and
scientific achievement for this state.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
again welcome the member’s interest in all matters
planning, particularly this one — the channel deepening
project. As I have mentioned in this chamber on a
number of occasions, this has been probably one of the
most extensive processes in relation to any project in
Victoria. Not only has there been an EES (environment
effects statement) but there has also been a
supplementary EES process in order to provide all
interested parties with the appropriate and relevant
information.

The second point I want to make that arises out of these
achievements is that the Bracks government was able to
announce recently the signing of a memorandum of
understanding to promote scientific collaboration
between the Australian Synchrotron and the European
Organisation for Nuclear Research, known as CERN,
which is located in Geneva, Switzerland. I hasten to add
that amongst the things that it does CERN has the
largest particle physics laboratory in the world. This
agreement will enable the Australian Synchrotron to
benefit from participation in research and development
related to advanced particle accelerator technology and
physics offered by CERN, so getting expertise in that
particular area is a very important achievement.
Thirdly, as was revealed during the visit by New
Zealand Prime Minister Helen Clark, over the next few
months 13 groups from research institutions around
Australia and New Zealand will come together at the
Australian Synchrotron to analyse proteins and
enzymes. They will investigate potential drugs for
memory loss and dementia, blood clotting, HIV, viral
inhibitors, cell death, growth factors and tuberculosis,
among other things. This very important piece of
research is to be conducted collaboratively by New
Zealand and Victoria. Melbourne and Victoria are now
at the forefront of high-tech research thanks to the
vision of the Bracks government in commissioning and
building the Victorian synchrotron.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Given that the channel
deepening project is one of the most significant
economic and environmental projects to be considered
in Melbourne for decades, I ask: why is the government
refusing to make publicly available transcripts of the

There is a process under way. My role has been to
determine the terms of reference for the inquiry into
that EES and also the terms of reference in relation to
the manner in which the hearings will be conducted. I
understand that those proceedings have commenced.
From there on, the matters will be left to that panel to
run that process in an appropriate way that does justice
to its terms of reference.
I have great confidence in the personnel who have been
appointed, and I have great confidence in the process
itself. I am confident that whatever result or report
comes from the panel will inform everybody, and the
government in particular, about any issues that need to
be considered in light of any planning or approval
processes required for the project to proceed, if it
should proceed.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Given the
interest in the project by members of Parliament, the
media and the general public, why is the government
seeking to gag the committee and limit the ability of
open and transparent participation of these supposed
public hearings?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
The member on the other side of the chamber has it
wrong for starters. It is obviously a conspiracy theory of
his and will no doubt relate to many other questions I
suspect I will receive in this chamber.
This process has been extensive; it has been and will
continue to be thorough and extensive. It seeks to allow
anybody and everybody who wishes to make comment
or be considered in relation to consideration by that
panel to be given that opportunity.
If opposition members have a view in relation to this
project — do they or do they not support it — then they
should make a submission to that panel. They can sit

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 June 2007

COUNCIL

here on neutral ground and lay claim to criticism on any
front they want, but until they have a position or a
policy on these matters they are just spitting into the
wind. I suggest that when they have a policy, they
should come back and present it to this chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister was
pretty close to debating that question.

Docklands: development
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Major Projects. Can the
minister advise the house of any recent developments
that VicUrban has facilitated in Docklands, and how
does this add to the character of the Docklands
precinct?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Major
Projects) — I thank the member for her question. On
Monday of this week I had the pleasure of opening a
new commercial building in the Docklands precinct. It
will cater specifically for small and home businesses
with 73 small office home office, or SOHO, units being
constructed as part of the building. The building is on
what is called site 1, which is part of the Watergate
development down at Docklands, a development which
has created 400 jobs during its construction and is a
$244 million project.
Mr Lenders — More good news.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — More good news,
yes. The Docklands precinct has been a spectacular
success over the last few years. I must commend
VicUrban for the work it has done in developing this
precinct. If you think about where Melbourne was and
how it faced the opposite direction, the redirection of
Melbourne by 180 degrees towards the water has been
a spectacular achievement. It has also meant that we
expect about 20 000 people to be living in Docklands,
making Docklands their home, by the time the precinct
is completed. That means 20 000 more residents for the
city of Melbourne.
In addition to that, we have seen some very large
commercial businesses go down there. We have such
the 6-star ANZ Bank building, which is under
construction. The National Australia Bank has built
down there, as have AXA and Medibank. A number of
very large commercial companies have gone down to
Docklands.
What we wanted to try to do, and what VicUrban
wanted to try to do, was fill the gap in between, because
we had large commercial buildings with residential
aspects next to them and we also wanted some areas for
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small and medium-sized enterprises. This building and
a number of others have been developed in the
Docklands area specifically to allow for these kinds of
small tenancies, small operations and small businesses.
I understand that a lot of tenants are already taking up
residence in this particular building, which has a whole
range of common facilities including boardrooms,
function rooms and so forth. It is wired for high-speed
broadband, so it is a good facility for these kinds of
small businesses. I also report to the house that one of
its early tenants is the Adelaide Crows— —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I was doing all
right until I mentioned that! We mused when we were
down there that you would not want all of them to go
up into the little space they have there for their office
after a match. In any case, it is just part of building the
character of the Docklands precinct. It will be a
magnificent precinct. About $4.5 billion has already
been invested in Docklands by the private sector. It has
created thousands of jobs during the period to now, and
we expect that over $10 billion will be invested
ultimately.
Just as importantly, over the 25-year period during
which the Docklands will eventually be all constructed
out and an average of 3000 full-time construction
workers will have worked on those projects. It is a
fantastic achievement for the city of Melbourne.

Planning: Melbourne 2030
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Noting that the first of
four general tasks of the Melbourne 2030 audit is to
consider whether recent development trends are
consistent with the outcomes sought through
Melbourne 2030, and given that recent public data from
the City of Wyndham shows that 2030 housing targets
are out by thousands, I ask: why is the government
spending taxpayers money to find outcomes that are
publicly available from councils?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Guy’s question in relation to Melbourne
2030, because every time we get a question in relation
to Melbourne 2030 it emphasises that we have a policy.
Every time we get a question in relation to Melbourne
2030 it reinforces that not only do we have a policy but
that we have a plan. Every time we get a question from
Mr Guy in relation to Melbourne 2030 it reinforces that
the opposition has no policy and no plan. I am always

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1736

COUNCIL

happy to answer questions in relation to Melbourne
2030.
We have committed to Melbourne 2030; we are also
committed to ensuring that it is reviewed after five
years. We are undertaking that. It is comprehensive. I
am happy to speak about that more comprehensively or
expand on it, but I will not debate the merits of it. Can I
just say that we are pleased, we are proud and we are
committed to Melbourne 2030. We will undertake the
review process as we announced we would. We will
continue to make sure that we consult with all the
relevant groups so they have the opportunity to have
their say in relation to Melbourne 2030.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — By way of a
supplementary question, the fourth task of four in the
audit reads:
Identification of key aspects of Melbourne 2030 where there
is a need for refinement of policy or implementation
initiatives to achieve the strategic intent of the strategy and
enhance Melbourne’s livability.

I ask: what on earth does this mean?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — It
is fairly obvious what that means. It is obvious that the
opposition expects things to be delivered in
monosyllables. Anything expressed in more than grunts
and moans is meaningless to the opposition. I suggest
that Mr Guy take the sentence and read it word by
word — and if he has trouble, he should read it aloud. If
he still has trouble, he should read it aloud to one of his
colleagues, like Mr Finn, who pretends to know about
everything. I suggest that Mr Guy should read it very
slowly, because that can help. He should draw a breath
between the words, digest the information and think
about it — and it might make sense.

Planning: Melbourne 2030
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is also to the Minister for Planning and is also
about Melbourne 2030. It has been nearly 5 years since
the Bracks government’s 30-year plan for Melbourne
and surrounding regions, Melbourne 2030, was
introduced. I ask the minister to advise the house what
progress has been made on implementing the plan and
what processes are in place to ensure that Melbourne
2030 remains a relevant policy tool for managing
growth and change in a sustainable manner.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Pakula’s question about and interest in
Melbourne 2030. I am a bit concerned that he may not
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have read it slowly enough for Mr Guy on the other
side of the chamber, but I am happy to ask him to read
it a bit slower, if Mr Guy needs him to.
We continue to be committed to maintaining
Melbourne, Victoria, as one of the most livable places
in the world — to make it attractive, livable and
prosperous not only for residents but for businesses and
visitors. Since the introduction of Melbourne 2030 we
have legislated in a number of areas to protect
Melbourne’s precious green wedges and to direct
housing to where new communities can access schools,
shops and transport. We are committed to streamlining
the planning processes, managing urban sprawl and
stopping development from smothering the coastline.
However, we do recognise that long-term plans such as
Melbourne 2030 need to accommodate new and
emerging trends and respond innovatively to issues that
arise at any level. They need to be dynamic and
responsive while anticipating future demands and
growth. That is why we have instigated the five-yearly
formal audit of Melbourne 2030. We have committed a
million dollars to that audit in the 2007–08 state budget.
I am pleased to advise the house that, as Mr Guy would
be aware, the audit is currently under way. The audit,
which includes a review of local and national trends,
began last year. As well as that the progress of
Melbourne 2030 is being assessed, informed by
meetings with key stakeholders. So far the responses —
both the response I have seen personally and the
response indicated to me by the department — have
been that there is widespread support for Melbourne
2030 and its principles, emphasising the importance of
focusing on its implementation. People are very
committed to it. They certainly support it in principle,
and they want to see us ensure we implement it even
more forcibly. But as I have said on a number of
occasions, good planning does not come about by
chance. Good planning comes about by choice, and no
doubt Victorians know that they have a choice about
chance and sprawl and that they have a choice about a
plan and policy.
Phase 2 of the audit has recently commenced, with the
appointment of the four-member expert group to help
review the submissions from the community, local
councils, industry and key stakeholders. Interested
parties will be given the opportunity of having their say
on the ongoing implementation of Melbourne 2030.
Community groups, local councils, industry, business
and the general public will be invited to make a
submission to the audit. The stakeholder group is
comprised of some eminent persons.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 June 2007

COUNCIL

1737

The chair is Professor Rob Moodie, who is the current
chair of global health at Melbourne University. He is
the former chief executive officer of the Victorian
Health Promotion Foundation and has almost 30 years
experience in multidisciplinary public policy roles.
Michael Wright, QC, has been a specialist in planning
law for 20 years. David Whitney is an eminent
Victorian planner with more than 35 years experience.
Dr Ann McAfee is an international planning expert
with many years of experience in the city of
Vancouver. Members opposite may not be fully aware
that the city of Vancouver has also been nominated as
one of the world’s most livable cities, so Dr McAfee is
highly regarded and highly respected in many of these
areas.

member for her question and her obvious interest in the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show,
which is a very important show. It is, surprisingly, one
of the major events that we have in the state. It actually
delivers a considerable amount of revenue and
generates a lot of interest among Melburnians and
people from interstate as well.

I expect the expert group to submit its report and
recommendations by the end of the year. I look forward
to the submissions from all interested parties in the
community who want to make submissions, including
councils, peak bodies, resident groups and individuals.
We expect that that will be reflected in those
submissions, those interests and that enthusiasm. We
also recognise that this will give us an even greater
opportunity to make sure that we maintain and enhance
Melbourne’s reputation as and continue our
commitment to making it the world’s most livable city.

In addition to the Melbourne international flower show
we have the L’Oréal fashion festival and the
international airshow, both of which attract hundreds of
thousands of people, including interstate travellers. We
have the grand prix. A range of international events are
held here in Victoria, and we are very proud of them.
The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
is one of those events. It is one of the events in which
we have a great deal of pride, and we take a great deal
of interest in ensuring that it is maintained and kept in
Victoria.

The Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
has been a very successful event, but it is not the only
major event of this sort that we attract here. A range of
major events come to this state, which are part of a mix
of major events that allow us to be named and known
not only throughout Australia but also internationally as
the major events capital of Australia.

Supplementary question

Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to draw the
attention of the house to a delegation in the gallery from
New Zealand, led by Mr Charles Chauvel, a member of
the New Zealand government.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Has the
minister met with representatives of the nursery
association to discuss the future of the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show? If so, what was
the outcome of the meeting, and if not, will the minister
now agree to meet with the nursery association to
discuss this important issue?
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Questions resumed.

Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show: future
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Industry and State Development,
who is also the Minister for Small Business. The
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is a
flagship demonstration for the Victorian nursery and
garden industry. The show contributes almost
$10 million annually to the Victorian economy and is in
danger of being lost to the state. What steps has the
minister taken to guarantee the future of this event and
to ensure that its benefits to the nursery industry and the
Victorian economy are secured?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I meet with a
variety of people. Anyone who looked in my diary
would see that I have an enormous number of meetings,
including meetings with the motor car industry, the
manufacturing sector, the aeronautics centre and a
range of other businesses as well. Some of these
meetings are not held by me; some are done by the
department itself, which is a very large department. I
am certain that meetings between the department and
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
representatives have taken place.
I can assure the member that I take an interest in this
event and that the department will be doing everything
it can to ensure that this event has a future in this state.
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Community services: Hurstbridge Farm youth
facility
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Community Services. Can the
minister inform the house what the Bracks government
is doing to support young people in state care who are
experiencing the aftermath of abuse and neglect to
make positive changes to their lives?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank Mr Tee for his question and his
concern about the wellbeing of young people in the
state of Victoria, particularly his concern about those
who have been most at risk of abuse through family
circumstances and through contact with people in the
community who may have damaged them emotionally
and physically. There may be a great deal of healing
that these young people have to go through before
hopefully they can have their confidence and capacity
to live rich and fulfilling lives restored.
I am very pleased to report to the house that as recently
as last night seven young Victorian people, probably
with some degree of apprehension, moved into a
brand-new facility in Hurstbridge, which the Bracks
government has supported. At that facility, whilst they
might have been a bit nervous and a bit toey in the
beginning, hopefully by the end of the night they slept
well in a secure environment, knowing that there are
supportive staff who are absolutely devoted to ensuring
that these young people are provided with some
comfort and support and that they can achieve great
things in their lives. Hopefully the quality of the
relationships that are formed in this loving and caring
environment will bring these young people back to
seeing the great opportunities that exist in the state of
Victoria.
Members of this chamber and the rest of the
community would be only too aware that there are
many thousands of children who, through no fault of
their own, are forced to live out of home each and every
night in the state of Victoria. I have been asked
questions in this house about what we are trying to do
to provide the wherewithal, safety, security and
wellbeing for these young people. This is a challenge
that all of us must confront. I am pleased to say that our
government recognises the need to make a
significant — —
Mrs Coote — How old are they?
Mr JENNINGS — The children who have moved
into the new Hurstbridge Farm facility, which was
opened on 8 June, are aged between 12 and 14. I was

Tuesday, 19 June 2007

very pleased to open this facility in the company of
great people who are providing quality care through the
Take Two program. There will be a great reservoir of
talented young workers.
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — In response to Mr Drum’s
interjection, the facility is on a 33-acre property and has
eight beds within two houses. It has been specially
created for the wellbeing of these young people. In fact
the therapeutic model of support provided by the staff
will be augmented by the animals on the farm. The
farm-like environment that will be created will
hopefully provide a whole range of interests, such as
nurturing activities, for the young people to be involved
in. Hopefully, through their care of the animals on the
property and their engagement in farming activities,
they will find a new connection and confidence, which
may have been so sorely lacking in the experiences they
have had until now.
Our government recognises the degree to which we as a
community have to make a commitment to these
children who have been at risk. Since 2000 we have
invested over $60 million to make sure that we
redevelop these residential settings for young people.
Indeed in the most recent budget an additional
$14 million has been allocated to take that work further,
so 12 new homes will be facilitated through the
investment in this year’s budget. Through the Take
Two program we, with the cooperation of a very
respectful and responsive community in Hurstbridge,
we will provide a caring environment for those young
people who have found themselves at Hurstbridge
Farm.
This program will be evaluated on the basis of its
therapeutic benefit to these young people. We are
hoping to replicate this model of intensive support in
years to come — and hopefully these seven young
people, who have moved in and will soon to be joined
by another young person, will have their lives turned
around. We hope they will feel secure, they will feel
confident and they will feel healed of the processes
which have damaged them until now. I look forward to
visiting them and seeing their progress as well as to
supporting the Take Two team in delivering these
results into the future.

Water: household savings
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. I refer the
minister to the report entitled Water Saving
Requirements for New Residential Buildings in
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Victoria — Options for Flexible Compliance by George
Wilkenfeld, which was commissioned by the minister’s
department and was delivered in June last year. I
presume he is considering it at the moment. The report
seems to indicate that 40 per cent of households in
Melbourne have a water-efficient shower, and therefore
that perhaps 1 million households do not have one, and
that 30 per cent savings can be achieved on the
200-litre-a-day average household use of water in the
shower — the largest single use of water in a
household. Given that Melburnians have accepted
ongoing and quite stringent water restrictions, does the
minister think they would accept a compulsory retrofit
program for shower heads if it were fully funded, and
has he investigated whether this could be done under
the Building Act, the planning act, the permanent
water-saving rules or on the lease or sale of a property?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Barber’s question in relation to these
matters. He raised a number of issues in his question.
Of course water saving is a priority of this government,
and the ways in which that should be implemented,
encouraged and regulated — what is a fair and
reasonable thing in terms of how those matters are
managed — will always be matters of general
discussion in the community. Mr Barber would be
aware of 5-star energy rating system in relation to new
housing, which has been highly successful. He would
also be aware that there has been mention publicly,
including through the media, of matters relating to
energy use and the size of households in relation to
changes that are taking place out there in the
community. I am also aware of some local governments
that are very eager to move on other water-saving
measures they would like to see implemented through
the planning system.
We are committed to making sure that we do not make
the planning system any more complex than it already
is, and we are trying to make the adjustments through
the building system. That is not to say we cannot
develop other measures within the planning system for
water saving, but we would like to see energy-saving
and water-saving principles implemented through the
building system. I have announced, as has the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change in the
other place, the move and policy commitment to the
next generation of 5-star energy and water-saving
measures that we look forward to being implemented in
future years. Certainly that would take up new
developments, and we expect that will also take up —
as Mr Barber has already mentioned in the chamber —
renovations to houses. But there is no doubt that there is
an ageing stock of housing that we need to consider,
and that has many implications. The way in which the
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housing stock is developed or redeveloped —
regulation, affordability and renovations — will no
doubt be a consideration.
What I am very pleased about, though, is that the
property development sector has already moved in this
direction. It is very conscious that it needs to implement
measures for water saving because the community now
expects them. The community is very supportive of and
enthusiastic about water saving. We want to try to
capitalise on that. There have been a number of
initiatives, but no doubt more will be announced,
around water-saving measures and how we can give
effect to them. There have been a number of
announcements today by the Premier and the minister
for water in relation to water management, but where
we can get local community action in relation to water
saving we encourage that, particularly in each
household. We will be giving many of those measures
greater consideration, but I want to reinforce that we do
not want to overburden consumers. We do not want
overregulate consumers, and we want to make sure that
we deliver this as much as practically possible through
the building stream rather than through the planning
stream.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
government is considering a desalination plant. The
proposal from the Liberal Party suggested that that
would cost about $400 million up front, with
$20 million in operating costs and that it would
generate 50 000 megalitres of water and add $15 a year
to the average person’s water bill. I will not dispute
those figures for now. The opposition did not say how
much greenhouse gas would be generated.
Would this proposal for retrofitting households not cost
about half as much, have no ongoing costs, save people
$15 a year on their water bills, generate the same
50 000 megalitres and probably save half a tonne of
greenhouse gases as well? If the minister is going
forward with a desalination plant and the EES
(environment effects statement) is going to require him
to examine alternatives — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Barber will ask his
supplementary question. This is not an opportunity for
debate.
Mr BARBER — I do not get many opportunities,
President. Is this an alternative that the minister would
consider when he is required to develop alternatives as
part of his EES?
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Barber’s interest in many of these matters.
He raised a number of issues, and I do not propose to
debate or extend the discussion on those matters any
further than I need to. We have been encouraging
householders to take up the option of more efficient
shower heads, other arrangements in relation to water
tanks and other measures that can potentially save
water in each of the respective households and no doubt
there will continue to be an emphasis on that. I suspect
there will be opportunities to ensure that we bring that
about in greater quantities and in ways that will have a
greater impact and give further effect to water-saving
measures in households. If that were to take place, it
would also mean there would be a number of ministers
involved, not just me.
In relation to the desalination plant, I know that the
location has basically been announced today. In terms
of any environmental process, there will be a thorough
environmental investigation in relation to those matters.
I will take advice as to the extent of the environment
effects statement process, given that many of these sorts
of plants have been developed in other parts of the
world and around the country already. I will receive
advice as to the extent of that.
I note that Mr Barber mentioned what the Liberal Party
has said, and I also note that Mr Barber mentioned
some of its figures in relation to the desalination plant
and the location. They are very sizeable figures in
relation to not only water savings but also the required
investment in this plant. I also note that Mr Barber
referred to the Liberal Party’s words in relation to this,
and, if I recall rightly, in the Liberal Party’s
commitment to a desalination plant it had already
nominated — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister!
Mr D. Davis — No, we had not.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I think where it would be
located had been referred to. Mr Barber referred to
some of those matters, and I understand the Liberal
Party was prepared to put $10 million into a project
of — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s answer
should be relevant to the question asked; it should not
be about Mr Barber’s opinion or any other issue he may
have raised. He was talking about shower heads the last
time I heard. The answer should be relevant.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I am trying to do justice
to a very expansive question by giving a very expansive
answer, because this is a very big issue. No doubt there
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will be consideration given to these matters to
complement the initiatives announced today, and I look
forward to working in conjunction with the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change in the other
house in relation to many of these matters and many of
these announcements going forward into the future.

Schools: Heidelberg
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Education. The Bracks
government has made education its no. 1 priority. Can
the minister outline to the house any recent plans that
will improve the educational outcomes of schools in the
Heidelberg area?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I thank
Mr Elasmar for his question and his interest in
education. It is good that someone in the house is
interested in education. No-one from the opposition has
asked any questions, although its federal minister has
an opinion on everything, and now its health minister
has an opinion on everything.
Mr P. Davis — On a point of order, President, with
great respect to the minister, I think he is reflecting on
members of the house. In particular I would like the
minister to note that I have a very keen interest in
education. I would like him to withdraw his remark.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The first part of
Mr Davis’s point of order was in fact correct, and I do
uphold it in that the minister should refrain from
including the opposition in the answer to his own
member’s question. The second part was not in order.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, President, for your
guidance and direction. Mr Elasmar raised the issue of
schools in the suburb of Heidelberg, which is in the
northern part of Melbourne, and asked whether
education was our no. 1 priority. It is our no. 1 priority
everywhere in the state.
Mr P. Davis — It is our no. 1 priority.
Mr LENDERS — For the record, I take up the
Leader of the Opposition’s interjection that education is
his no. 1 priority as well. I wish he would talk about it. I
wish he would ask every question in question time; I
would be delighted.
Mr Elasmar asked about education in Heidelberg.
There are seven government schools in Heidelberg
which are now part of a regeneration project, where this
government has committed to spend some of the
$1.9 billion we announced as an investment in
education for this term. I announced last week, with
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great delight, a $600 000 payment to that group of
schools in Heidelberg so they can do the planning
necessary for a regeneration. These seven schools — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mrs Peulich always interjects
when I speak. She may be a former teacher, but I would
welcome her accompanying me to Heidelberg to see
some schools at work, where we do more than just
dream of the days of John and Betty readers. Probably
the next federal regulation will be that there will be
Julie and Johnny readers! What we want to do here is
rebuild schools in Heidelberg.
Honourable members interjecting.
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We are committed to education. We are committed to
rebuilding Heidelberg schools. Mr Elasmar is based in
Heidelberg, so he has a great interest in this and cares
about these schools. Bellfield Primary School, Haig
Street Primary School, Olympic Village Primary
School, Banksia Secondary College, La Trobe
Secondary College, Northland Secondary College and
Macleod P–12 college are part of this project. I expect
great things out of it. It is a great school community.
The investments mean we are bringing our children into
the 21st century with great opportunities. It is all part of
making Victoria an even better place to live, work,
learn and raise a family.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Mr LENDERS — Scotty is the federal health
minister!
We will work with the Heidelberg community and with
these schools to start rebuilding so we have the best
possible educational opportunities for our students in
Heidelberg. These seven schools are working together,
and it is an amazing collaborative approach. I would
invite the opposition and the federal minister to come
and observe a genuine collaborative approach, where
the principals, school council presidents and other
interested people in the seven schools are saying, ‘What
have we got in common?’. The interests of the students
and the educational opportunities for young Victorians
for the 21st century is what motivates these school
communities to get together to work.

Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 48, 49,
134, 140, 141, 143, 145–8, 209–31, 267, 284–6, 289,
290, 292–4, 296, 297, 304, 316, 336, 375–7, 384, 399.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 8
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) presented Alert
Digest No. 8 of 2007, including appendices.
Laid on table.

I was delighted to visit the schools. Some have very old
facilities. For example, we went to the La Trobe
Secondary College, which is an old, light timber
constructed building designed in the early 1960s to last
for 25 years. The school is tired and needs to be rebuilt.
It is not just because we do not like old buildings, it is
because those young students in Heidelberg need to
have a great opportunity and need to be taught in
state-of-the-art facilities by good teachers. We can do
this by investing in our education system.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — Mrs Peulich and David Davis
interject and talk about why the school is dilapidated —
that is like getting a Dorothy Dixer from the opposition.
It is dilapidated because we did not invest in schools
between 1992 and 1999 in this state. In the year when
Labor came to government the investment in capital in
schools was $100 million. This budget is for
$555 million, which enables us to start rebuilding or
modernising 131 of this state’s 1594 government
schools.

Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General —
Public Hospital Financial Performance and
Sustainability, June 2007.
Results of Audits: Purchase of contaminated land by the
Melbourne Port Corporation and Raising and collection
of fees and charges by departments, June 2007.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to the Building Code of
Australia 2007.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C55.
Darebin Planning Scheme — Amendment C67.
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Greater Geelong Planning Scheme — Amendment
C149.
Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendment C39.
Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C81.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C67.

Rural Finance Act 1988 — Treasurer’s directive of 5 June
2007 to the Rural Finance Corporation of Victoria.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 43.
Subdivision Act 1988 — Transfer of Land Act 1958 —
No. 45.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Corporations (Ancillary
Provisions) Act 2001 — No. 44.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Ministers’ exception certificates under section 8(4) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 34, 43 and 44.
Ministers’ exemption certificates under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 177/2006 and 32.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Mr GUY giving notice of motion:
Honourable members interjecting.
Notices of motion interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! Under standing
order 13.02 I ask Mr Viney to vacate the chamber for
30 minutes.
Mr Viney withdrew from chamber.
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the Liberal Party’s policy of augmenting Melbourne’s
water supply by building a desalination plant — a
policy which it condemned in the lead-up to the
November 2006 election, and a policy which it voted
against in relation to a motion before the house less
than two months ago. This is an amazing turnaround,
but I congratulate the government for finally accepting
that the Liberal Party’s position of augmenting
Melbourne’s water supply with a desalination plant is a
sensible option.
I would also like to draw the attention of the house to
the fact that it has only taken the Labor Party 32 years
to catch up with the Liberal Party on the siting of such a
desalination plant, because the Standing Committee on
Water Supply, in its Report on Desalination as an
Alternative Means of Augmenting Melbourne’s Water
Supply, which was made to then Premier Dick Hamer
in 1975, recommended that, when desalination became
financially viable for water supply purposes, a
desalination plant should be located at Wonthaggi.
In conclusion, I say that the hypocrisy we have heard in
this place by the government attacking the Liberal
Party’s position on desalination is condemned out of
the mouths of the Premier and the ministers responsible
for the turnaround.

Gaming: poker machines
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to express
my concern about the haste in which the government is
proposing to change the rules governing the operation
of community clubs with gaming machines. As I
understand it, the way in which community benefits are
accounted for is proposed to be changed on 1 July this
year. I have two concerns with this. Firstly, I am
concerned that legislation to support such changes has
not yet even been debated in Parliament, and if changes
are to be made by ministerial order, then I say that is a
very underhanded way indeed of making that potential
change.

NOTICESOFMOTION

Notices of motion resumed.
Mr GUY continued giving notice of motion.
Further notices of motion given.
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Secondly, I am concerned that clubs have not been
properly consulted over this matter. One month is not
an appropriate period of time in which to discuss
something that potentially undermines the financial
viability of many of our community clubs, particularly
those in country Victoria, which contribute greatly to
their communities and do a wonderful job in terms of
the services they provide.

Water: desalination plant
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I note the
government’s conversion, as it were, on the road to
Wonthaggi by today’s announcement that it will adopt

Along with my colleagues in The Nationals, I call on
the government to put a 12-month moratorium on any
changes to the way in which community benefits are
accounted for. The issue needs to be fairly and
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even-handedly discussed with the clubs, within the
community and by the Parliament.

Crime: Chapel Street, Prahran
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Victoria Police crime statistics for 2005–06 identified
that there were 45 rapes in the city of Stonnington, an
increase of 42 per cent, that the incidence of robbery
was up 27 per cent and that assaults were up by
15.9 per cent. This is all highly unacceptable. We need
to have a far greater police presence in and around
Prahran and the city of Stonnington. I have had many
letters about this from constituents, and I would like to
quote from one I received recently, which says:
The Chapel Street environment remains a virtual safe haven
for antisocial behaviour with serious criminal activity
undiminished, particularly drug distribution via the late
nightclub system. There is, quite simply, an inadequate police
presence in the area and no doubt active connivance between
certain police and the drug cartels. Thus there is a need to deal
with policing failure and to make sure that the criminal justice
system is meting out much tougher sentences for crime.

This constituent has called for a closure of Chapel
Street to vehicular traffic between Toorak Road and
High Street on Friday and Saturday nights, and police
booths on the corner of Chapel Street and Toorak Road.
I call upon the government to make quite certain that
these allegations are not true and that Chapel Street
becomes a safe haven for all constituents of the
Stonnington region.

Cranbourne-Frankston Road, Langwarrin:
duplication
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to congratulate the residents of Langwarrin on the
completion of the Cranbourne-Frankston Road
duplication between Warrandyte Road and Centre Road
in Langwarrin. This $15.9 million duplication is a big
win for the local community. The project will improve
road safety and ease traffic congestion for motorists
travelling through the area.
Many residents rely on Cranbourne-Frankston Road as
their primary route for local travel and for access to
major arterial roads in the area, and the completion of
the project provides improved access for the
community. The duplication was a much-needed
project to cater for residential growth in Langwarrin
and the region in general, as motorists and cyclists are
now able to travel with greater safety and less stress.
Three sets of traffic signals have been installed along
the stretch of Cranbourne-Frankston Road, which
makes intersections safer and access for surrounding
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areas easier. As an added bonus, cyclist facilities have
been enhanced by the construction of separate bicycle
lanes on both sides of the road. In coming months
construction will start on the next stage of works
duplicating Centre Road to the Western Port Highway.
Therefore, by the end of the year, works will
commence on duplicating the next section of the
Cranbourne-Frankston Road, and motorists will be able
to drive on a fully duplicated road from Frankston to
the Western Port Highway. The project’s completion is
another milestone for the Bracks government’s
$163.6 million commitment to upgrade the key routes
in Melbourne’s outer metropolitan area.

Windermere Child and Family Services
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) —
Windermere Child and Family Services started
operation in Windermere Crescent, Brighton, in 1851.
Windermere is a not-for-profit secular organisation that
receives virtually no assistance from government. Now
based in the south-east of Melbourne — with major
centres at Narre Warren, Cranbourne and Pakenham —
it provides assistance for children and families who are
affected by issues such as family breakdown, suicide,
unemployment, emotional, physical and sexual abuse,
lack of housing and drug addiction.
Sadly, in the outer-east growth corridor the enormous
population growth of recent years, which has provided
opportunities for many, has also seen a rise in social
and economic problems. Windermere does an excellent
job in helping people in crisis with innovative programs
that have proven to be a real help and benefit, including
Kids Becoming Champions, which is an
early-intervention preventive program that targets
disadvantaged at-risk children of primary school age.
Programs such as these provide young people with
positive role models, self-esteem and a happy
environment in which to learn and make friends.
Last Saturday night I was fortunate to attend the
Windermere Ball, which was held in the city. The night
was a great success, and a large amount of money was
raised. I would like to congratulate all those involved in
the organisation of the ball and all the Windermere staff
for their hard work and dedication to those young
people and families who need a helping hand.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I wish to put on
record my disgust at the Bracks Labor government’s
decision announced today to build a pipeline from the
Goulburn River to the Sugarloaf Reservoir. The
Minister for Regional and Rural Development in the
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other place, Minister Brumby, has been quoted as
saying he would not pursue this project unless it had the
support of the community at large, irrigators and the
Victorian Farmers Federation.

Buddhist Congregation in Australia and New Zealand.
As part of that address, which was usefully translated
into English, the Most Venerable Thich Phuoc Hue
said:

On a recent trip to northern Victoria, when the
Treasurer tried to bully some of those northern river
councils into giving him their support, he was clearly
told by the irrigators and by the councils that that
support would not be forthcoming. They did not want
to have this Bracks Labor government taking the future
of the Goulburn Valley and flushing it down the toilets
of Melbourne. These councils understand the direct link
between water, industry, employment, wealth and
prosperity. They understand in having Melbourne take
the water out of the Goulburn Valley, this Bracks Labor
government will be condemning the irrigation areas of
northern Victoria to a future of less employment, less
wealth and less prosperity than would otherwise be the
case.

Vesak Day is no longer merely an event for commemoration
and has become a significant day internationally. We should
strive to live each day with a sense of love and understanding,
not only of others, but also of ourselves.

In 2005 the Bracks Labor government, under its
sustainable water policy, said it did not support taking
water across the Great Dividing Range, it did not
support taking water from irrigators to quench
Melbourne’s thirst and it did not support Melbourne’s
urban water authorities entering the water market of the
Goulburn Valley irrigators. It now seems that these
promises, just like the promises made before the
previous election in relation to the Scoresby highway,
freeway, or whatever we want to call it, are now
sounding more and more hollow. It seems that they are
simply being disregarded now that the election has been
won. This government has proven that it will say
anything prior to an election and something completely
different once the election has been won.

Buddhist Vesak Day: Braybrook celebrations
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — Last
Sunday week I was fortunate enough to attend the
Buddhist Vesak Day celebrations in Braybrook along
with my parliamentary colleagues Mr Finn;
Ms Hartland; the member for Footscray in the other
place, Marsha Thomson; and the former member for
Footscray, Mr Bruce Mildenhall. It was a great
celebration of community, of the Buddhist faith, of
Vietnamese culture and above all of peace and
tolerance. It was in my opinion the very best example
of Victoria’s style of multiculturalism at work. It was a
very Australian event but did not in any way derogate
from or jettison any of the original culture of the
participants.
The main address was given by the Most Venerable
Thich Phuoc Hue, president of the United Vietnamese

It is a sentiment of peace and tolerance and a lesson
which all of us, I think, can learn from.

Water: desalination plant
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — This morning
we once again witnessed the hypocrisy and dishonesty
of this Bracks Labor government. Before the 2006
election the Bracks Labor government ridiculed the
Liberal Party’s plan to build a desalination plant for
Victoria, yet six months later it is apparently going to
build one. It would be interesting to read Hansard,
because only a few months ago the Labor members in
this house, with the support of the Greens, were
recorded as combining to defeat a Liberal Party general
business motion to augment Melbourne’s water supply
with a desalination plant.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mr VOGELS — The Bracks government’s
members also lied when they stated categorically that
under Labor there would be no water moved from north
of the divide to south of the divide. Until yesterday they
claimed that unless the Goulburn Valley irrigators and
local communities, including the Victorian Farmers
Federation, agreed, there would be no north–south
pipeline. When the opposition met with the Goulburn
Valley Food Bowl Alliance a couple of weeks ago, the
cost of upgrading the water infrastructure in the
Goulburn Valley was costed at $2.2 billion and the
estimate for an upgrade was eight years — and let me
emphasise that no water was to flow to Melbourne until
the water savings had been made. Now we hear that the
state will provide only one-third of the $2.2 billion —
that is, $750 million — and Melbourne’s needs have
jumped ahead of those of the locals and the
environment.
In panic mode, after eight years of neglect, with the
minister skiing while Melbourne thirsted, we are going
to lay pipelines from one empty dam to another so that
when and if it does rain, ‘farmers be damned’. The city
will come first, even though no recycling or water
savings have been taking place in Melbourne over the
last eight years.
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Knox City Tennis Club
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like
to congratulate the executive of the Knox City Tennis
Club on being successful in turning around the tennis
club from being run down in 2000 to the successful
club it is today. When I was there last week, Steve
Dolling and Gary Leech showed me pictures of the bad
state the courts were in in 2000 and spoke to me about
the decision they needed to make at the time on
whether to walk away from the club or roll up their
sleeves and put a heap of work into getting the club
back to being an asset for the whole community.
Hundreds of tennis players in the Knox area are grateful
that the club committee chose the latter option.
Hundreds of juniors, hundreds of veterans and everyone
in between now use the club. The club was delighted
last week with the $16 000-plus the Bracks government
chipped in towards lighting up the two of the eight
courts that had not been lit. This will increase the use of
those courts greatly and also, importantly, increase
revenue for the club with which it can keep up its great
work.

State Emergency Service: volunteers
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — Today I
would like to pay tribute to our State Emergency
Service (SES) volunteers who have headed north to
help our neighbours in New South Wales clean up after
one of the worst storms there in 30 years. Still
recovering from a particularly bad fire season earlier
this year, these remarkable men and women have
donned their volunteer caps and headed off to help in
the clean-up after one of the worst storms on record.
I am particularly proud of the 16 volunteers from the
north-western region who went to New South Wales
last week. The volunteers were from Bendigo,
Castlemaine, Dunolly, Maryborough, Woodend and
Gisborne. They joined 40 others across the state who
headed north. This is the first time since 1999 that our
SES volunteers have been required to help another
state — an indication of the devastation that has rocked
those communities. It does not seem fair that the central
coast and Hunter Valley regions of New South Wales,
which so desperately needed rain, got over
400 millilitres — the average rainfall for two and a half
months — in just two and a half days.
The tragic deaths and the devastation caused will linger
for a long time, with horrific stories of family homes
and small businesses being ruined by water
contaminated with rubbish and sewage, but in this time
of need the Australian spirit of pitching in to help those
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less fortunate provides a much-needed ray of sunshine.
That ray was provided by our volunteers from the SES
of central Victoria.

Family Violence Court: Heidelberg and
Ballarat
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about the Family Violence Court division of the
Magistrates Court at Heidelberg and Ballarat. An
innovative pilot program aimed at significantly
reducing instances of family violence is being
undertaken under the auspices of Jeff Dolling, senior
registrar; Mick Conway, acting coordinator and Jason
Cabral, acting Family Violence Court division registrar.
In the case of Ballarat, Mr Steve Merbach is the senior
registrar heading up a dedicated team of professionals
who are committed to making change happen. They are
exceptional people providing an extraordinary service
to our community.
The Family Violence Court was established as a
division of the Magistrates Court of Victoria through an
amendment to the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989. The
division operates at the Magistrates Court at Ballarat
and Heidelberg. The aims of this new division are to
make access to the Magistrates Court easier for persons
who have experienced family violence, to promote the
safety of persons who have experienced family
violence, to increase the accountability of people who
have used violence and abuse against their partner and
families, and to increase the protection of children who
are exposed to family violence.
Recently a special presentation for local MPs was
organised by my parliamentary colleague Jenny
Mikakos, and I thank her for that. The seriousness of
this issue and the damage that is being done within our
society has impressed upon me the need to extend and
widen the pilot program to make it an integral weapon
against — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Rail: Kerang accident
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — On Sunday,
10 June, together with the Premier; the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, Ted Baillieu; the Leader
of the National Party in the other place, Peter Ryan; the
Minister for Public Transport, Lynne Kosky; two of my
fellow Northern Victoria Region representatives,
Donna Petrovich and Candy Broad; and the member for
Mildura in the other place, Peter Crisp, I attended an
ecumenical service held by the Kerang community. The
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ecumenical service unified church congregations,
emergency service and community organisations, the
communities of Kerang and Swan Hill, and political
parties to pray for those who were killed or injured in
Victoria’s horrendous rail accident.
In a touching ceremony, the mayor of Gannawarra
shire, Cr Keith den Houting, appealed to those present
not to remember Kerang as a place of great tragedy but
rather as a place of hope where the community pulled
together to assist those involved in the accident in their
hour of need. The service gave many of us the
opportunity to personally thank the emergency service
and community organisations that assisted at the scene
of the accident. Many of those involved in the rescue
work are volunteers, and we owe them a great debt of
gratitude for their contribution.
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particular we saw some terrific stuff from my good
friends at the several campuses of Sandringham
College, including the winning effort. I congratulate
Laura Armstrong, Maiken Attwood and Katie O’Rawe
for their success with the winning film.

Fr Ragheed Ganni

The service also gave us the opportunity to personally
pay our respects to the families who lost loved ones in
the accident and to offer comfort to many of the
survivors. This was a particularly touching experience,
and those families and survivors remain in my thoughts
and prayers. I hope they are able to find comfort in
knowing that others do understand and care. I hope that
Kerang is remembered as a place of hope and that the
Kerang community is remembered as a community that
gave so much to assist the families who lost loved ones
and the survivors in their hour of need.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I rise this
afternoon to mourn the death of Fr Ragheed Ganni,
who died on 3 June in Mosul, Iraq. Fr Ganni was a
Assyrian Chaldean Catholic priest who was murdered
in cold blood outside his church, along with three
deacons, after they refused to renounce their faith when
confronted by Islamic terrorists. This act of pure evil is
part of an ongoing campaign of ethnic cleansing
directed towards Iraqi Christians by radical Muslim
elements in that country. Islamofacists have
commenced a war on Christians in Iraq and indeed
throughout much of the Middle East. As I stand here
today genocide is occurring in Iraq. It is important for
the world to recognise that fact and do something about
it. This war on Christians must be condemned by the
civilised world. I call on all people in leadership
positions, particularly Islamic leaders in Australia and
throughout the Western world, to join in that
condemnation, as I am sure all members will join me in
condemning those radical Muslim extremists as they go
about their grisly mission.

Bayside Film Festival: youth awards

Floods: New South Wales

Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
Friday, 15 June, I had the pleasure of attending the
Bayside Youth Documentary Awards as part of the
Bayside Film Festival. I was there with Ms Pennicuik
from this house, Cr del Porto and other councillors
from the Bayside City Council, and the federal member
of Parliament for the area. It was a real pleasure to see
how young people had developed their creativity and
technical skills through what was on display, which
was mainly short documentary films of 3 to 7 minutes
in length. The kids had learnt a lot about not only
technology and how to use it and their creativity, but
also about teamwork and how to put a whole project
together through project planning and execution.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — While the
nation has suffered unduly from the harshest drought in
the living memory of most of us, we also see the
horrors that can be caused through floods, such as those
that have hit our sister state of New South Wales. As
representatives of the people, all of our hearts go out to
the victims, some of whom have lost only — if I can
put it that way — their homes and livestock while
others have lost members of their family. I am also
immensely proud as an Australian of the way the great
people from the State Emergency Service in New South
Wales have gone to the aid of the victims. We should
never forget those unsung heroes. As Australians we all
care about the welfare of our fellow citizens. We can
only pray that further deaths will not occur, that the
floods will recede and that life will return to normal.

I congratulate all those who participated: the team that
organised the awards, Julie Reid and Anna Monea from
Bayside City Council; Alan Brough from Spicks and
Specks, who kindly donated his time to be master of
ceremonies for the awards; and in particular the
students who presented their films at the awards. We
saw some terrific material from Debney Park
Secondary College, St Bedes College, Firbank
Grammar School and Brighton Secondary College. In
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HEALTH PROFESSIONS REGISTRATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education).
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill 2007.
In doing so I advise the house that the opposition
proposes to introduce an amendment to change the
implementation date of the Health Registration Act
2005 from 1 July 2007 to 1 July 2008. This bill amends
that earlier act.
Members in this chamber who were part of the last
Parliament will remember that bill going through the
Parliament, and they will remember the opposition’s
specific concerns about that bill. The debate today is
not about those earlier issues and earlier debates; it is
about the substance of this bill and some of the national
issues which surround it. The opposition does not
oppose the substance of this bill. I will shortly go
through the details of the bill, which makes a number of
changes which we generally support.
However, we would like to indicate our concerns about
how the government goes about this process in the light
of the national agenda of a national system of health
practitioner accreditation and registration. In light of
that we believe the government is wrong in
implementing the Health Professions Registration Act
2005 on the date which was envisaged initially — that
is, 1 July 2007. We think this will impact on health
practitioners.
There are a large number of health groups registered in
this state. There are 12 professional groups which are
registered in one form or another. They will come
together in the registration arrangements of the Health
Professions Registration Act 2005, which is a single act
that regulates those professions with common
provisions and so forth.
There are currently 11 separate registration acts; those
who undertake radiography are registered under a
different but not individual act. This bill and the earlier
Health Professions Registration Act apply to registered
health professionals such as medical practitioners,
nurses, pharmacists, dental-care providers,
chiropractors, osteopaths, optometrists, podiatrists,
Chinese medicine practitioners, psychologists, medical
radiation practitioners and physiotherapists. They form
an important group in our community. It is a group that
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is given great responsibilities and trust by the
community through the Parliament. The group is
required to discharge that trust with great care. I want to
place on the record that I think the registration boards
have by and large done a very good job. We will see
how the new structure operates in 2007, if indeed the
bill is passed as the government intends.
I do not want my speech to be too long, because I think
the essence of the bill is quite simple. There have been
national discussions under way which in broad
principle are supported by most parties in the
Parliament and most groups in the community. As I see
it, the changes are not opposed by most of the
professional groups. That is not to say there are not
questions of detail and arrangements that require
discussion, elucidation and further clarification by the
government. During the committee stage of this bill I
will ask a number of questions immediately before the
opposition moves its proposed amendments.
There is a great lack of clarity as to how the national
arrangements will operate. I have read carefully what
the minister said in the lower house during the
consideration-in-detail stage of the debate in response
to a series of questions asked by my colleague Helen
Shardey, the member for Caulfield and shadow
Minister for Health. I am not assured by what I read;
what I read made me more concerned. There is some
doubt as to how the arrangements, which have been
agreed to nationally, will apply. Whilst there is
agreement in principle on certain matters, there is still a
good deal of detail to be considered.
Notwithstanding that, the practical impact of the
principal act and the national decisions will impose a
significant financial and administrative burden on the
health industry in this state. This will be done through
the work which will be required of boards and board
members and the burden which will be placed on
individual practitioners who will be required to
re-register before 1 July 2007 in a more complex
manner than they have been accustomed to. Then some
period not long after that, as short as a year or perhaps a
little longer, they will be forced to re-register yet again
under a new system which will be introduced
nationally.
The minister and the Department of Human Services
are of the view that Victoria will play a leading role in
regard to this. That may well be, but the Queensland
government believes it will be introducing the leading
act, as it were, in the new national arrangements which
were agreed to in principle by the Council of Australian
Governments. It seems to me that there is some
confusion about what will precisely eventuate at a
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national level. It is sufficient to say that there is
uncertainty about it; and it is sufficient to say that if it is
agreed at a national level in further detail, and if the
lead act is introduced in Queensland and is followed by
the other states with perhaps appropriate modifications
for each individual state, we will set up a new system of
accreditation, a new system of registration and a new
national register for only 9 of the 12 professional
groups which I have referred to.
The net result is that those professional groups will
have to go through this multi-stepped process. I know
that there are some worthy things in the registration
legislation that went through this place a year or so ago,
and in essence the opposition supports the passage of
this bill, but this duplication of registrations is foolish.
We think it will force an onerous burden on the
registration boards and the practitioners. Costs
generated can only be passed back, through registration
fees, ultimately to the public, so it will modestly
increase health-care costs at a time when the
community broadly thinks health-care costs should be
moderated and kept down.
At the same time many of the health practitioners will
not want to go through the extra hoops that will be
required, and I have no doubt that there will be a loss of
registrant numbers in many of the professional groups. I
cannot quantify that, but given that we have a national
health-care workforce shortage — and that applies not
just to medical practitioners and nurses but to
physiotherapists, dentists and a range of other
health-care practitioners — the loss of registered
health-care practitioners, many of whom will have
served the community well over many years, is a very
bad outcome for the community, particularly in country
Victoria.
I would not be surprised — and it is very difficult to
quantify — to see the fall-off in registration at each of
those hurdles approach 10 per cent, which would be a
significant loss from the health-care workforce. That
could place a greater burden on many hospitals and
health-care facilities around the state.
The government has not thought through the practical
impact of this legislation. Those who are near the end
of their registration life, as it were — that is, the end of
their professional lives — will think, ‘Do I need to
tackle the hurdle of reapplying as if I am a brand new
registrant?’, which is what they are being asked to do.
They are being asked to front up with a passport points
system, go and scrounge around and find their old
certificates and so forth. I understand why a new
registration board would, for legal reasons, go through
those serious and sensible hoops, but an older
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registration board that had consistently registered health
practitioners would be more likely to maintain those
registrants.
The provisions in the earlier Health Professions
Registration Act will make some practitioners
reconsider their attitude to registration — whether they
need to be registered and whether they would be better
pursuing whatever else they do in life as well; for those
reasons there will be significant and concerning losses
from the health workforce.
The Productivity Commission has talked at length
about health workforce issues and has pointed to some
of the problems nationally, but it is not my intention
today to review much of that. Anyone interested in any
of that can read what I said during debate on the
passage through Parliament of the earlier Health
Professions Registration Act. This bill is only mildly
responsive to those concerns.
The broader national agenda of greater flexibility in the
health-care workforce has some merit but also has some
risks, and we have seen that when registration standards
are weakened, community safety can be put at risk.
It is very important in this context that Parliament and
the health community keep their focus on the quality of
health-care activity in this state. I for one would be
concerned as these national steps occur if there were
any weakening or relaxation of the requirements for
registration as they relate to the quality of our health
practitioners.
There is every reason to believe that in some aspects the
national agenda is pushing in that direction; by
‘national’ I mean all the states and territories but not
necessarily the commonwealth government, which may
have a slightly different position on a number of these
issues.
The main provisions of the bill, if I can quickly
summarise them, are: firstly, the application for
registration that allows boards to grant general
registrations to two categories of practitioners who may
not otherwise meet the requirements of section 5 of the
principal act — that is, the Health Professions
Registration Act and non-practising registrants who
were deemed under section 170 to be eligible for
general registration under section 5 of the principal act.
There is also a section on qualification for general
registration which enables a board to approve a course
of study that provides qualifications for registration on
one division of a registrar and to approve a specified
part of the same course for study to provide
qualifications for another division of the registrar.
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There is a general registration which expands eligibility
for registration beyond the qualification requirements in
section 5 of the principal act. For example, this might
ensure that there is a pathway which those practitioners
who opt to move from general registration to
non-practising registration who have not completed an
approved course of study can reapply for and be
granted general registration if it is appropriate.
There is specific registration enabling boards to extend
a period of registration for up to three months. There is
registration as a student, which allows boards to register
persons undertaking or completing any period of
clinical training as part of a course of study. There is
non-practising registration, which enables
non-practising registration to be granted to practitioners
eligible for either general or specific registration.
In theory there is a greater flexibility at renewal of
registration, although I think that that will be
overwhelmed by the bureaucratic procedures that are
likely to be in place as we go forward. There is
endorsement of registration for approved areas of
practice, endorsement of registration for health
practitioners for acupuncture requiring, in effect, a
greater control on other health practitioners who may
use acupuncture. A register of health practitioners
makes it discretionary rather than mandatory to enter
certain information such as qualifications and correct
addresses on the public registers of practitioners.
There are points about the suspension of registration at
any time, which provides greater flexibility to the
boards. These are some of the sections that are
welcomed in this amending bill.
Boards will be better able to report on the progress of
investigations. The legitimate point to be made is that
boards over time have not always been good at keeping
notifiers or complainants, for want of a better word,
well appraised of the progress of investigations. Much
of that could realistically have been handled by sensible
departmental guidelines for the boards, but the intention
of this bill is sensible.
There are different arrangements for the conduct of
panel hearings. The offence of publishing or
broadcasting the identity of a notifier does not now
carry any penalty. The amendment attaches a penalty of
60 penalty points for a natural person and 300 penalty
points for a body corporate if they offend by
broadcasting the identity of a notifier. That may be
justified. There is a question of the even-handedness of
it. Arguments have been put to me which ask some
questions about that, and it is certainly an arguable
point.
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The legislation contains clauses on clinical training
which make it discretionary rather than mandatory for
the registration boards to commence registering
students who are in clinical training. There are a
number of changes to restrictions on practising
optometry. It provides a number of exemptions for
practising optometry in addition to those already in the
act. There is an amendment which enables the
responsible board to delegate powers and functions to a
person engaged by the board to provide services to the
board. I am always thoughtful about such delegations,
but there are cogent arguments in favour of it.
There is a section dealing with the proceedings for
offences which enables the responsible board to
authorise the registrar, or a person employed by the
board under section 132 or engaged by the board to
provide services to the board, to take proceedings under
the principal act in the name of the responsible board.
There is authorisation of persons to assist in
enforcement. There are matters of carryover in existing
proceedings.
The issue of list members is significant too. The new
provisions ensure that when the principal act
commences, all persons who were on a list of persons
approved by the Governor in Council to be appointed to
a hearing panel for a formal or informal hearing are
taken to be on the list of names approved by the
Governor in Council under schedule 2 to the principal
act. That continuity is important; otherwise there may
well have been a hiatus in dealing with issues.
As I said at the start, both the health professions and the
community are generally happy with the matters in this
amendment bill. The question really surrounds the
implementation of the principal act in the light of the
national agenda that is currently afoot. I know that a
number of the health profession’s doctors, dentists,
pharmacists and physiotherapists — and initially
optometrists, but latterly not — have sent letters to the
Premier and others pointing to concerns about the
juxtaposition of the implementation of the principal act
with those national agendas that are afoot. Those points
are cogently made.
I am far from convinced that the department has the
right approach to all of this. I think there are agendas at
work here that have not been thought through. The
community will incur extra costs. Health practitioners
will, as I have said, very likely incur great
inconvenience and additional costs. There is likely to be
a diminution in the number of registered practitioners in
a number of categories. The department should think
carefully about this. I know the idea of the national
agenda is a good one, but we need to get the facts and
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the details right. We certainly did not need this act now,
only to replicate a registration process much later.
To give members some idea of the numbers, there are
tens of thousands of registered health practitioners.
From my recollection there are about 80 000 nurses,
tens of thousands of doctors, and thousands of other
registered health practitioners. Enormous numbers will
be caught up in the steps that are required here. I do not
want to say a lot more. I think the Liberal Party’s
position on this is clear. Whatever concerns we had
about the initial act, we support the substance of this
amendment bill. I take this opportunity to circulate the
amendments I will move to the bill.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to
standing orders.
Mr D. DAVIS — We propose in clause 2, line 9, to
omit all words and expressions on this line and to insert
the following:
(2) Section 34 comes into operation on 1 July 2008.

The second amendment we will move will be to
clause 35, line 18, to omit ‘2008’ and insert ‘2009’. My
third amendment will be to insert a new clause to
follow clause 3:
A

Commencement of Principal Act
For sections 2(2) to (4) of the Principal Act substitute—
(2) The remaining provisions of this Act come into
operation on 1 July 2008.

We think that these are very reasonable requests of the
Parliament and the government. They are simply
practical matters that should be dealt with in a sensible
manner. The issue of delay here is very minor when
compared to the size of the administrative burden that
will be generated by a full re-registration program
within a year or two. For that reason I think the Liberal
Party’s approach is the right one.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — The Nationals
will not be opposing the Health Professions
Registration Amendment Bill. We will also be
supporting the amendments to clauses 2 and 35 that
will be moved by the Liberal Party’s David Davis in
relation. That will in effect delay this legislation coming
into operation until 2008, which will give the national
scheme an opportunity to get itself up and running.
Hopefully we can therefore avoid having different
systems in place at the same time and the need to revisit
the current legislation in relation to the health
professions registration.
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This bill amends legislation we debated in this chamber
in 2005 — that is, only two years ago. That legislation
replaced some 12 separate acts, all covering the
registration of health professions staff. It also included
in its coverage the legislation some other health
professions that were not covered. The bill we debated
in 2005 comes into effect on 1 July 2007. Primarily it
aims at protecting the public by providing for the
registration of all health professionals. It also puts in
place a common system of investigation into
professional conduct and performance and the ability to
practise, which is something that has been well received
by the community. The legislation also transfers the
conduct of disciplinary hearings on serious professional
matters from the registration board to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
We have had the situation where about two-thirds to
three-quarters of all complaints put forward to the
various health boards around the state have been
handled internally. Obviously a percentage were
dismissed as there was no need to take them any
further, but some of them caused some people in the
community a degree of anxiety because they felt as if
they were being steamrolled by an internal inquiry.
Whilst it will add a dramatic amount of process, red
tape and paperwork and substantial costs to the
complaints process, the new system is something the
government sees as necessary to ensure that complaints
made against health professionals are able to be dealt
with in a truly independent manner. The government
believes that process would not have been achieved
under the previous system where, as I said, two-thirds
to three-quarters of the complaints were handled
internally by health group boards.
Since the debate in 2005 there has been some very
strong movement on the national scene. It was agreed at
a Council of Australian Governments meeting in 2006
that the states would move to introduce arrangements
for a new national scheme, which has been supported
by all the states. The national scheme is due to be
implemented in July 2008. The Victorian system is due
to come on stream at the end of this month, and under
the system we have in place at the minute our health
professionals are looking to make sure they change
what they are currently doing so they will be able to
abide by the new Victorian system, the subject of this
bill. No sooner will they have got used to this second
method of health registration than the national system
will come into effect in July 2008, which will mean we
will have to change the system again.
The department has met with the health professions
delegations, who have made it very clear they would
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prefer that we hold off on this legislation until the
national scheme is introduced. Even though, as I said,
the national scheme will be introduced in July 2008, the
department is of the opinion that the scheme will not
come into effect on that date as it will not be ready. The
legislation and the regulatory systems will not be drawn
up in time to have the national scheme implemented by
2008; it could take another couple of years, and we will
be left in the lurch until then.
The Nationals view is that as July 2008 is the date set
down for the implementation of a national scheme, all
the states need to work as hard and cooperatively as
they possibly can towards ensuring the system will be
up and running by then. In that regard we would
support delaying this amending legislation so that all
the states can get lined up under the one national
scheme.
Another aspect of Victoria going off and doing its own
thing is that, whilst this chamber is debating how the
Victorian system should look, many of the
departmental heads and those involved in writing the
legislation of other states are working with the federal
government to ensure they have a role to play in
moulding the new national registration scheme. The
Nationals are a bit concerned that Victoria is off doing
its own thing.
We understand that the Queensland legislation will be
used as the model legislation for the new national
scheme. Rather than Victoria doing its own thing we
would be much better served by having our experts
discuss the new scheme in Canberra and thereby having
Victoria play a strong role in the formation of the new
national scheme.
The Nationals will not be opposing this legislation
simply because we believe many of the amendments in
it will help refine the legislation. They include
provisions for mandatory student registration, the
deferment of the mandatory provision requiring
information on practitioners’ qualifications and contact
details, and the prescribed two years for providing
information on practising. We believe it is important
that those issues be deferred, which is why we need to
support this legislation. Otherwise we are going to have
to duplicate and reduplicate a whole range of other
provisions that will be totally unnecessary.
One of the aspects that has been brought up is the
ability of podiatrists to write prescriptions for drugs of
addiction. That has caused the Australian Medical
Association some concern. After viewing that aspect of
the bill, The Nationals support in principle the fact that
as a group of health professionals podiatrists play an
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enormous role that could be better served if they were
able to prescribe drugs that are regulated by the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act.
I spoke to one of Bendigo’s leading podiatrists about
this very fact yesterday and this morning, and she made
it very clear that not having that ability does not make a
lot of sense when they have patients who can be in
excruciating pain with ingrown toenails. She can attend
to such causes of the pain as inflammation and the like,
but then she has to send patients down the road to visit
a GP who can write out a prescription for pain relief,
which does not make a lot of sense when the podiatrist
could have written out a prescription in the first
instance. The Nationals see that possibility as one way
of providing better services for people in regional
Victoria.
We would be very happy if podiatrists were able to
prescribe drugs to treat infections and inflammation and
to provide pain relief. Anti-fungal drugs also play an
important part in podiatrists’ treatment of their clients.
Giving podiatrists permission to prescribe drugs would
obviously take away a lot of duplication. Patients would
not have to walk or drive up the road to see a GP to get
a prescription — and sometimes they are not able to get
hold of a GP. We consider this change to be important
for Victorians. It would certainly add to the provision of
health services in regional Victoria. We support the
concept of podiatrists being able to write out scripts. I
thank Tammy Davis from Bendigo for making those
points very clear and for giving me a greater
understanding of how those aspects of the podiatry
system work.
We believe that the bill, which will amend the Health
Professions Registration Act 2005, should defer the
reforms it implements. We believe it is necessary not
just to deal just with the issues we spoke about before
in relation to mandatory student registration but also to
go the whole way and wait until a truly national scheme
comes into operation. In summary, we would prefer
that resources were not spent on making our own
system work, including the costs associated with
introducing a separate scheme and the costs that would
be incurred by health professionals in learning how to
change from the existing system to a new system and
then having to go back and educate themselves about
the national scheme when it is introduced in a year’s
time.
We believe that Victoria would be much better served
by concentrating on having a participatory role in the
national scheme and giving our health professionals a
full 12 months to work towards the implementation of
that national scheme, effectively putting Victorian
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health professionals through only the one changeover.
We certainly believe that would be the best way to
attack this issue. Whilst we are not going to be
opposing this bill, because it serves a purpose in its own
right, we also believe we would the best served by a
delay in the implementation of the Victorian health
registration scheme for a further 12 months to ensure it
lines up with and comes on line at the same time as the
lead legislation, which will be enacted in Queensland
and put in place by the federal government.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens intend to vote for the Health Professions
Registration Amendment Bill. We believe it is
necessary legislation. We will not be supporting the
Liberal Party amendments.
The bill will repeal 11 separate acts and replace them
with a single health professions registration act. It will
introduce new rights for suitably trained podiatrists to
prescribe restricted medicines and streamlined
administrative processes for approving drugs prescribed
by suitably qualified optometrists and nurse
practitioners. I do not intend to go into the detail of the
bill as the previous two speakers have already done so.
While I absolutely understand the Liberal amendments
and share some of the concerns regarding the need to
align the state registration with the national uniform
registration, I think the problem now is that we need to
be realistic about the time that will actually take. It
could take up to two years, if not longer, for it to be
signed off by state and federal health ministers. We also
have to consider that this is an election year, and I can
only presume that will delay the process as well.
I have been briefed by a number of organisations
representing medical and allied health professions and
registration boards. I really appreciate the amount of
time that people have spent with us to explain this very
complicated legislation. It has been quite clear in the
last week that there is not a united position coming
from these organisations on whether the amendment
bill should be delayed. At least one major association
has changed its mind during the process, as it felt its
concerns had been addressed. There is also no united
position on whether the changeover to the new system
will be difficult.
While we will be voting in favour of the bill, I wish to
put on the public record the two main concerns that
have been raised with me. One is whether the cost to
the boards is going to rise in relation to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal system and how that
will be addressed. There are also concerns about the
transition. Is VCAT ready? Are there enough people in
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place? Do we know how it is going to work? I hope
these concerns will be addressed and the transition will
be smooth.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to support
the Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill. In
doing so I want to make a couple of observations. The
first is that this legislation is part of an ongoing process
that has seen Victoria leading Australia in many ways. I
see that David Davis is smiling. I think it fair to say that
even under the previous government there were
initiatives made in this area as well.
Mr D. Davis — Chinese medicine.
Mr VINEY — The Chinese Medicine Registration
Bill was one I knew well as parliamentary secretary at
the time. I think it had been reasonably stalled when we
came to government, but we brought it forward and got
it through. There has been an ongoing process of
ensuring that Victorians are protected through a proper
regulatory framework. We have seen a decision made
in 2005 to have a uniform system for the regulatory
boards in Victoria.
In some ways the proposal for the national scheme
which Victoria supports is very much part of the
approach that Victoria has been taking over that time.
Whilst we support very strongly the proposal for a
national scheme in this regard, I think, as Ms Hartland
has pointed out, we need to be realistic and to accept
that a national scheme may take some time to
implement. It may be quite optimistic to think it could
be in place by 1 July 2008; it could take considerably
longer than that.
Irrespective of whether it is to be achieved by 1 July
2008 or by some period after that, Victoria’s
obligations, this Parliament’s obligations and the
minister’s obligations are to protect Victorian
consumers now, and the legislation that is before the
house is designed to continue that process.
The legislation repeals 11 acts associated with the
regulation of health professions in Victoria, but there
are a number of other initiatives that are covered by this
process of bringing in further reform of the regulation
of health professions in Victoria, including greater
consumer representation on our boards; the introduction
of improvements to complaints handling that will
improve accountability and flexibility, including the
power to settle complaints by consent; the transfer of
responsibility for the conduct of formal hearings into
matters of serious unprofessional conduct to Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal; the strengthening of
powers for the Victorian minister to approve codes and
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guidelines and changes to qualifications; and the
provision of powers for registration boards to conduct
performance assessments, impose conditions on
registration and conduct investigations where there is
no notification or anonymous notification. There are
improvements in these areas.
There are also improvements in the provision of powers
to prosecute persons who attempt to influence a
registered practitioner to act unprofessionally, the
introduction of new offences to better regulate medical
specialists, and the provision of strengthened powers
for boards to regulate advertising of health services.
These are reforms that are included in the legislation
before us today.
Whilst, as I said, the government fully supports the
Council of Australian Governments initiative to have a
national registration scheme, it believes that we in
Victoria should push on with reforms that go to the
heart of protecting Victorian consumers of medical
services, and for that reason the government will not
support the proposed amendments of the Liberal Party.
Whilst we understand some of the issues it is raising —
and some of these issues have been raised by
organisations like the Australian Medical
Association — we think it is incredibly optimistic to
suggest that a national program can be in place by July
next year, and we do not believe there is a justifiable
case to delay the implementation of what we think are
important reforms to protect consumers of Victorian
health services. Therefore I commend the bill to the
house. The government will not support the
amendments of the opposition.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
rising to speak on the Health Professions Registration
Amendment Bill 2007 I state that whilst I am not
opposing this bill, I think it is really important to
highlight the level of concern expressed by the boards
of the health professions, and there are many of them.
Just to recap on the origins of this legislation, the
Health Professions Registration Act of 2005 is due to
be implemented on 1 July 2007. The various boards
will be required to undertake the necessary changes at
that stage and then again when the national scheme is
introduced in July 2008. Back in July 2006, COAG
(Council of Australian Governments) agreed to
establish a national registration and accreditation
scheme for nine health professions which are regulated
in all states. The exceptions to these include the medical
radiation practitioners, the podiatrists and the Chinese
medicine practitioners. Those health professions that
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are not incorporated can be incorporated when the
national scheme becomes operational.
The national scheme will involve an intergovernmental
agreement and one lead jurisdiction. It is possible that
Queensland — which has a most ignominious
reputation for the oversight of medical registrations as a
result of the conduct of Dr Death — will be required to
pass the principal act, which will then be passed by
other states and territories.
I want to congratulate my colleague David Davis on the
points he made, and I also congratulate Mr Drum on the
comments he made on behalf of The Nationals. We all
want to highlight the most helpful and worthy
amendments that are contained in this bill, but I am not
going to indulge myself in listing all of them because
they have been covered so well by previous speakers. I
think the area of greatest concern is the unnecessary
burden that this legislation will place on these health
bodies. My recollection is that nobody has actually
provided input from what the health practitioners have
actually been prepared to go to print on, so I would like
to draw upon the comments made by the chief
executive officer of the Medical Practitioners Board,
Mr Ian Stoney, in the board’s annual report of 2006.
Mr Stoney stated with regard to the impending COAG
instigation of a national registration scheme what he felt
the impact of the legislation coming into effect by
1 July 2007 would be. He said:
The complexities of managing two such dramatic changes in
less than two years will consume considerable resources and
an extensive amount of time for the board and management.

Given the government’s total disregard of comments
from a professional body such as that, one really has to
question its attitude to professional bodies. It is easy
and glib to take the position that, ‘We are out there
protecting consumers’. Of course we all want to protect
consumers, and consumers are protected and will be
protected, but I also think there is a little bit of venom
contained in that stance in terms of possible previous
tensions, disagreements, rivalries and perhaps even
jealousies among some of the people operating these
professional boards, as expressed by the essence of this
particular legislation.
In extolling the virtues of the COAG scheme,
Mr Stoney highlighted, inter alia, the following benefits
to his profession: ensuring full portability of registration
for the 90 per cent of practitioners with no restriction on
their registration, and the development of nationally
consistent processes, standards and application
requirements.
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I think it is also important and timely to talk about the
array of health professions bodies that have actually
further collaborated on this issue. I really wish to
question the point that Ms Hartland made about the
boards of health professions not providing a united
front. I want to draw on some material that
demonstrates to me quite a united front — although,
yes, there are some exceptions.
I draw upon a letter that is signed by the president of
the Australian Medical Association for Victoria, the
president of the Australian Dental Association for
Victoria, the president of the Pharmaceutical Society of
Australia for Victoria, the president of the Australian
Physiotherapy Association for Victoria, the president of
the Chiropractors Association of Australia (Victoria)
and the Optometrists Association Australia for Victoria.
I wonder what the people who are opposing the Liberal
amendments to this bill would say to all those learned
people who have united and collaborated to come up
with the document that is represented in the letter of
30 May to the Minister for Health. I am dumbfounded
that people can say it is not a united front on behalf of
those health profession bodies. It is useful to refer to
what they have said. In their letter to the Minister for
Health in the other place they said that they believe
that:
The decision by all states earlier this year to move quickly
towards a national registration scheme must surely mean that
to proceed with the implementation of new Victorian
legislation in the meantime is both illogical and risky.

I know that falls on deaf ears on the other side of the
house, but I hope that the words ‘illogical’ and ‘risky’
as descriptors for this legislation without the Liberal
amendment resonate, and continue to resonate, for
those who are preparing to vote against it.
Furthermore, I refer to the Medical Practitioners Board
of Victoria Bulletin, volume 2 of June 2007 — this is
pretty fresh information. The president of the Medical
Practitioners Board of Victoria, in a message dated June
2007 — that is about as fresh as you can get, other than
a phone call — has gone into print and stated that this
act is destined to have a short life and will be valid only
until the COAG agreement takes effect. People are
prepared to go on the public record and criticise this; it
is a nonsense to say that they have not come out and
said something. We support all the worthy
amendments, but there is a lot of concern out there.
At its 13 April 2007 meeting COAG confirmed that the
national scheme will go ahead. Then comes the caveat,
or the big rider, on this whole process. The president’s
message reveals that further details are subject to an
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intergovernmental agreement between all states and
territories and the commonwealth, which is expected to
be signed in the next few weeks.
We must now ask: what is the reason this legislation is
being rammed through now? I pose this question: is this
government going to play yet another role as spoiler for
the other states, as it is currently doing to stall the
commonwealth’s national water management initiative,
where the other states urged the Victorian Premier to be
the spoiler in state-commonwealth relations? Is that
what is behind the ill-conceived timing of this
amendment and its implementation?
Furthermore, the Medical Practitioners Board is
concerned about serious disciplinary matters in which a
doctor’s registration is at stake and that that will be
heard at the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal and not at a board formal hearing.
I refer to the comments and views of another
professional body. I quote from the newsletter of the
Australian Physiotherapy Association, Inmotion, an
article headed ‘Victoria news’, which is dated June
2007. It states:
Branch council does not believe the Victorian government
can justify implementing the Health Professions Registration
Act 2005 on 1 July 2007 in the full knowledge that COAG is
pushing for national registration arrangements to be in place
by 1 July 2008.

In their letter to Premier Bracks, the Victorian
presidents of the Australian Medical Association, the
Australian Dental Association, the Pharmaceutical
Society of Australia, the Pharmacy Guild and the
Chiropractors Association of Australia argued that as
no-one yet knows the detail of a national registration
scheme there is a genuine danger that Victoria — once
again — will go out on a limb with new processes
which will then have to be abandoned in the interests of
national consistency. The flip side of the Bracks
government saying, ‘We are going to lead the way’ is
Victoria going out on a limb against the national trend. I
want that to be echoed around this chamber as well so
that, hopefully, somebody will take notice of it.
In the May 2007 edition of its newsletter Inmotion, the
Australian Physiotherapists Association highlights the
value of COAG’s national scheme. Its view goes back a
way. It states that when the new arrangements will take
effect on 1 July 2008 all existing physiotherapist
registration boards will be dissolved.
As part of its July 2008 agreement COAG proposes to
have separate national boards responsible for the
registration and accreditation of chiropractors, dentists,
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doctors, nurses, optometrists, osteopaths, pharmacists,
physiotherapists and psychologists.
I refer back to the letter of 30 May to the Minister for
Health in the other place. It talks about the meeting
which took place with departmental staff to hear their
arguments as to why this legislation should proceed as
planned and states that, as a result of this meeting, and I
quote:
… our six professions are, if anything, more concerned.
The main reason previously given as to why Victoria should
proceed to implement the new act is that this new legislation
is fully consistent in its detail with the planned national
scheme and therefore will not need to be changed to any
extent when the national template legislation is decided.
However, at our meeting with the relevant departmental staff,
we were not assured that the Victorian statute will be a
template for the national scheme — on the contrary the
departmental staff advise that the only aspect of the national
scheme currently … at a national level … to the use of an
administrative tribunal for hearing the most serious
complaints.

This group has been told that no other details of the
national scheme have been agreed, and all are awaiting
a general statement of principles.
If those on the other side and members of the Greens
have been awake and have listened to this debate,
hopefully they will see this is a cogent argument to
support the Liberal amendments, which will delay the
enactment and the implementation of this duplication of
provisions. These are serious matters. If somebody has
been influenced by one of the health profession bodies
that falls outside of what I would like to describe as the
united front — and the great bulk of these
professions are made up of people who have been in the
business of acting as professional cohorts for decade
after decade, who understand professional conduct and
the potential for a national scheme with Victorian
professionals fitting well into that national scheme and
being fully compliant — they will support the proposed
Liberal amendment to allow the boards to implement
the required changes to satisfy the Health Professions
Registration Act of 2005 and the national scheme in
one smooth transition in July 2008. I think that makes a
lot of sense. My recommendation is for the thinking
people in this chamber.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Last week
there were media reports about Temora in the Riverina
area of New South Wales. This town had attracted
some media attention because the Rural and Remote
Health and Medical Infrastructure Trust had placed an
ad, which read:
Thinking of rural practice?
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And then the small print:
How about $500 000 up front plus generous fixed percentage
of billings?

The director of that trust, Dr Paul Mara, was
interviewed by ABC Radio, when he said they were
desperate to attract a medical practitioner who had both
obstetric and anaesthetic skills to their town; they felt
they had no option but to offer that sort of incentive.
On a recent trip to the Nhill Hospital and in meeting
with people from the West Wimmera Health Service I
was told that expectations about the relationship
between a family and their doctor are changing and
have changed, so that now people expect their family
doctor to be somebody they know for three or four
years rather than what was the norm no doubt enjoyed
by some of us in this chamber in our lifetimes — where
we were perhaps delivered by the same doctor who
delivered one of our parents, or were treated for every
childhood ailment by the family doctor who we then
took our own children to. This is not something that all
communities, particularly those in remote areas, still
enjoy.
I provide these two examples because they highlight
but one of many good reasons to cut red tape and to
make it easier for health professionals to move across
state boundaries, which is one of the things which may
ultimately be achieved not by, but through, our
consideration of this bill.
The Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill
comes about as a result of a Council of Australian
Governments (COAG) meeting in July 2006. In the
communiqué following that meeting it was announced
that:
In order to facilitate workforce mobility, improve safety and
quality, and reduce red tape, COAG has agreed to establish
by July 2008 a single national registration scheme for health
professionals, beginning with the nine professions currently
registered in all jurisdictions.

There has been some talk by members opposite about
this creating more red tape, but I think we need to
remind ourselves of the reason for doing this.
To achieve this by July 2008 is an ambitious plan as
there are nine groups that are registered uniformly
throughout the commonwealth. They are: doctors,
nurses, optometrists, osteopaths, dental practitioners,
pharmacists, physiotherapists, chiropractors and
psychologists. I hope this bill helps to facilitate the
transition to the nationally consistent scheme that
everybody agrees is a desirable thing.
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These nine groups are all registered in each state and
territory, and at that COAG meeting it was agreed that
that group would be expanded in appropriate
circumstances where other health professions, other
organisations, met all the appropriate criteria. In
Victoria there are three other groups currently
registered — the medical radiation professionals,
podiatrists and Chinese medicine practitioners. I fear
that if I speak about the registration of health
professionals without mentioning in some way music
therapists, my sister may never forgive me, but they are
not on that list. Perhaps one day they might be.
This bill will, among many things, create a common
system for registration in Victoria across 12 health
professions. It will update the definition of
‘unprofessional conduct’, get rid of the curiously
antiquated ‘infamous conduct’ charge, and allow a
registrar or delegate of the board to extend a grant of
specific registration for up to three months to address
issues where a registrant perhaps might fail to meet
administrative requirements to re-register before the
expiry of their existing registration. Again, that can
only assist medical practitioners in remote
communities.
The bill will enable boards to provide information
about special skills held by some health professions —
for example, nurses with training in counselling or
treating HIV patients. This bill will require a board to
provide information on a quarterly basis on the progress
into a complaint made against a medical practitioner
about their conduct so that the medical practitioner can
know what they are being charged with.
The bill also inserts a penalty for any person who
broadcasts or publishes the name of a notifier, again
providing better protection for both users of and
professionals in the health system, and changes the
classes of person who can undertake some of the tasks
defined as ‘optometry’. Current practice potentially
places practitioners at risk of prosecution because of the
definition of ‘optometry practice’. The bill will enable
podiatrists, where appropriate, to use the title
‘acupuncturist’ in their business, and will enable
re-registration of people with old or dated
qualifications — again in appropriate circumstances
where they can demonstrate consistent use of their
qualifications and appropriate skill levels.
Some conspiracy theories have been thrown about.
Mrs Kronberg accused the government of trying to
spoil the agenda to have a nationally consistent
approach to health professionals registration and
accused us of destroying the capacity to deliver this by
2008. Mr Drum suggested that Victoria was off doing
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its own thing. Rather than doing those things this
government seeks to provide a framework for the
proposed national registration scheme and some
leadership in this important area. This is not Victoria
doing its own thing willy-nilly. Rather, Victoria is
seizing the opportunity, showing the initiative and, I
hope, providing a framework that will better facilitate
the implementation of a national scheme and at the
same time provide security to the public and to people
working as health professionals.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I intend to
vote for both the bill and the amendments. However, I
wish to address one aspect of the bill about which
concern has been raised with me by the Australian
Medical Association. AMA representatives have
expressed concern about the bill increasing the capacity
of podiatrists to prescribe drugs, including drugs of
addiction. There are good reasons for this measure, and
I understand that Mr Drum has gone into some of those
good reasons for this initiative; however, it may well be
a matter of concern, not just to medical practitioners but
to members of the public.
The precise conditions and restrictions on the ability of
podiatrists to prescribe drugs of addiction have not yet
been fully determined, and I express the expectation
that the government will take action to ensure that this
initiative is stringently and effectively regulated to
prevent abuse.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I join the debate in support of the Health Professions
Registration Amendment Bill. The bill amends the
Health Professions Registration Act 2005, which is due
to come into effect on 1 July 2007.
The main purpose of the principal act was to protect the
public by instituting significant changes to the
regulation of health professions in Victoria. These
changes include repealing 11 separate health profession
registration acts and part of the Health Act and
regulations to provide a consolidated regulatory
framework for the 12 regulated professions in Victoria;
transfer of the hearing of serious disciplinary and
health/incapacity matters from registration boards to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal;
strengthened powers of the minister to influence the
standards set by the boards in relation to qualifications;
and supervise practice, examinations and scope of
practice.
When this act was passed in 2005 and during the course
of this debate I was surprised to hear opposition
members waxing lyrical about their concerns that the
minister’s powers have been increased. From where I
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stand I cannot see what the problem with this is.
Certainly the Greens have been on about accountability
and transparency, and I think the Greens will agree with
me when I say that the minister taking on more
responsibility is actually preventing buck-passing from
happening. This is entirely consistent with the
Westminster tradition of responsible government.
In my opinion there is too much devolution of
responsibility down the accountability chain to the
bureaucracy and away from the political process. When
responsibility is devolved down the accountability
chain away from ministers to the bureaucracy, so too is
accountability, so I cannot see a problem with
increasing the power of a minister to influence
standards set by the boards.
Since the passing of the principal act in 2005 there has
been a movement on a national level with respect to the
regulation of the health professions. In 2006 the
Council of Australian Governments agreed to establish
a national registration and accreditation scheme for the
nine health professions regulated in all states and
territories to replace the disparate schemes that states
and territories currently have. The nine occupational
groupings have been delineated on more than one
occasion, so I will not go through them.
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not listed on the national scheme, so waiting would
mean that these professions would not be regulated
until perhaps after the national scheme is introduced. I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1 agreed to.
Clause 2
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis
is to move his amendment 1, which the committee
should be advised is a test for his amendments 2 and 3,
including the proposed new clause, which the member
is able to foreshadow as part of his contribution on
amendment 1.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:
1.

Clause 2, line 9, omit all words and expressions on this
line and insert the following—
“(2) Section 34 comes into operation on 1 July 2008.”.

The time line set for this to occur is July 2008, and the
bill currently before us seeks to make the reforms to be
implemented under the principal act consistent with the
national scheme, minimise the burden on registration
boards of implementing the act during the period of
transition, ensure that Victoria continues to have an
up-to-date responsive regulatory framework for as long
as required, ensure that professions not captured in the
national scheme are subject to regulation, defer a
number of reforms until the shape of the national
scheme is clear and, finally, improve the functionality
of the act.
Given that the national scheme is due to come into
effect on 1 July 2008, why are we going ahead with this
bill? That is the question asked by members of the
opposition parties. To this I say that there are two
reasons. Firstly, we do not believe that the 1 July 2008
date is achievable, given that the details of the national
scheme are yet to be determined. When you consider
that an intergovernmental agreement must be
developed and signed, legislation must proceed to
Parliament this year in the lead jurisdiction and in
autumn 2008 in all other jurisdictions, you can see how
unrealistic the 1 July 2008 target is.
Secondly, there are health professions which are
regulated in Victoria under the 2005 act but which are

As you have indicated, Deputy President, this is a test
for amendments 2 and 3. I think the purpose of my
amendment is well understood by the chamber — it is
to alter the date on which the act will come into
operation. I have indicated to the chamber the reasons
for that, and they are very simple. At the COAG
(Council of Australian Governments) level there is
discussion about introducing — in fact an in-principle
agreement to introduce — a national registration system
and approach. I think there is general support for that
principle across the chamber. In fact I have not heard
anyone in the Parliament speak against that principle.
Given the reality of the national changes being
mooted — indeed being clearly foreshadowed — it
would seem difficult administratively and in respect of
other aspects to which I have already referred in my
contribution to the second-reading debate to bring into
effect the new registration system that is envisaged
under the Health Professions Registration Act 2005. I
have indicated again in the chamber today that the
Liberal Party has no objections to the substance of this
amending bill; our concern is the operation of the
primary act, the date on which it comes into effect and
the impact that that will have on the health professions
and thereby on the community.
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I have expressed our concerns already, but I will restate
them briefly. This will be cumbersome, because there is
every likelihood that a national system could come into
operation in the next 12 to 18 months or so. If that
occurs — I think the intention nationally is that it will
occur, and there has been in-principle agreement at
COAG that it will occur — we will have gone through
one step of re-registering every registered health
professionals group in this state only then to have to go
through a second process of re-registration. It certainly
seems to many in the professional groups I have talked
to and to individual practitioners that I and others in the
opposition have talked to that this would be an onerous
burden on individual practitioners. It would also be
costly in terms of the administrative and time
requirements of board members and board staff.
The reality is that if a single registration act is brought
in, each of those individual registered professionals will
have to go through a full re-registration process
involving the presentation of documents. The complex
process of examining those documents will have to be
undertaken by the new registration board because of its
legal requirements. The likelihood is that a replication
of that process will occur at a national register level
within a short period after that. The Liberal Party
believes it would be smarter for the government and the
community to pause to allow the national arrangements
to be brought into effect, to allow agreement to be
achieved on those and to allow a single re-registration
step to occur.
Before this amendment goes to a vote, I have a couple
of questions for the minister. They concern the status of
the COAG arrangements. I ask the minister in the first
instance to indicate to the chamber when the
government believes these changes will come into
operation.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank Mr Davis for his lengthy preamble
to his question, because he facilitated my entry to the
committee stage of the Council’s consideration.
Mr D. Davis — I gave you a nice run down as
background!
Mr JENNINGS — You did; it was a very lengthy
preamble. In fact your question right at the end came as
a bit of a surprise, because I thought it was a policy
statement rather than a preamble to a question.
Mr D. Davis — It was an explanation.
Mr JENNINGS — Okay. When it boils down to it,
Mr Davis has asked a pertinent question in relation to
how the chamber should deal with the amendment he is
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foreshadowing. He is effectively seeking the support of
the committee, and indeed the support of the
Legislative Council, for the postponement of the
implementation of this piece of amending legislation.
The government will oppose his amendment on the
basis that we think it is preferable to proceed with this
amending bill to enable the provisions of the Health
Professions Registration Act to come into play on
1 July and to pass the amendments this bill contains,
which will add to the confidence of the various sectors
involved regarding the regulatory regime that applies to
professions that work within the health field going
forward in Victoria.
We think the bill should be passed without amendment
to enable the effective implementation of that act. We
recognise the importance of trying to harmonise the
arrangements across the nation, so we do not argue with
the statutory position Mr Davis is advocating at one
level. We recognise that there is value in harmonising
the regime across the nation. Indeed the Victorian
government has been a willing participant in the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG) process,
which is designed to lead to the harmonisation of these
matters.
In answer to Mr Davis’s question, which had a lengthy
preamble, I have also given a lengthy preamble to
indicate that the Victorian government’s view is that,
whilst we would hope this national scheme may come
into effect within the next year — in fact we will be
working assiduously to bring about the speediest
national scheme possible — we do not believe that time
line will be achieved. If the committee were to agree to
Mr Davis’s amendment, then it may well be that you
would not have an effective act in play within Victoria;
in fact we would compromise the ability of the act to be
implemented.
Mr D. Davis — There are 12 acts implemented
now.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Davis is interjecting across
the table that he does not think the implementation of
the act as it has already been passed by the Victorian
Parliament will come into play if we agree to defer this
bill. That is a false assumption because the act will
come into play. The act will come into effect shortly,
and this legislation is designed to amend it to enable it
to be administered more effectively. If Mr Davis
believes the act that has already been passed will not
come into effect, then he is sorely mistaken. It will
come into effect and will address a number of aspects
that the government has tried to remedy.
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We believe it is preferable, regardless of the timing, to
pass this legislation without amendment and to enable
the act to come into its amended effect on 1 July. As I
have indicated on the public record and as the Minister
for Health has said, the Victorian government will work
as assiduously as any jurisdiction to try to enable a
national scheme to come into play. Our best estimation
of its implementation would be not within a 12-month
horizon. Indeed we anticipate it as being as long as two
or three times that, so we do not support the amendment
that Mr Davis has put to the committee.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — In the
context of the bill and the proposed amendment, will
the minister explain to the house what the relationship
between the act that will come into effect on 1 July and
the amendments contained within the Health
Professions Registration Amendment Bill 2007 is with
the COAG arrangements? I refer specifically to the
decision to make Queensland the lead state in terms of
its act and its new act becoming the lead act nationally.
Why does the minister see the need to bring new acts
into place here when they will be supplanted by a lead
act, even one that potentially may have modifications,
from Queensland?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — That is not a bad question from Mr Davis.
The COAG process has seen a number of reforms
agreed to by the jurisdictions. The states, territories and
the commonwealth have agreed to have harmonisation
of arrangements that apply throughout the nation in a
variety of areas coming through the competition policy
framework and other productivity reforms that have
been agreed through COAG. This is just one in a series.
Mr Davis would be aware that in those reform
programs various jurisdictions have volunteered to
create template legislation which has been subsequently
picked up by other jurisdictions.
Mr D. Davis — In this area.
Mr JENNINGS — I am pretty apposite to the
question, Mr Davis. In this area the Victorian
government determined that in its own jurisdiction it
was appropriate to have certain reforms to the
regulatory regime to provide for certain standards,
procedures and administrative savings and to have
certainty provided across various sectors in Victoria.
We embarked upon the process ourselves. I repeat from
my first contribution to the committee that there has
already been an act passed by the Victorian Parliament
that will come into effect shortly which this bill is
seeking to amend to tailor those administrative
arrangements to make them more user friendly,
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respectful and responsive to the needs of the various
professional sectors in the health sector in Victoria.
We believe there needs to be an appropriate regulatory
regime that applies within this jurisdiction regardless of
the national reform. We believe that it needs to take
effect and will take effect from 1 July with or without
the amendments that are within this legislation. But
from the government’s perspective it will be better for
the amendments in this bill. Then, one by one,
throughout the reform agenda, once the Queensland
government has introduced and passed template
legislation that allows for the mechanics of the national
scheme to be implemented, it will be picked up by
various jurisdictions throughout the country. Victoria
would attest that many of the provisions that we will
have within our regulatory regime we would anticipate
being building blocks of the template legislation that
Queensland will produce on behalf of those
jurisdictions that will give full effect to the COAG
agreement.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
minister has given broadbrush statements about the
concern for the COAG initiative to be implemented by
July 2008, yet in his response to Mr Davis he said it
could take one, two or three years for the
implementation to take place. Can the minister
elaborate and give some detail of what sorts of
circumstances he bases this potential delay on?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — It is based on the track record of the
reform agenda that has been adopted by one sector after
another across the nation through the COAG
agreement. All members would be aware that many of
these reforms that have come about through
competition policy or the productivity reforms take
time to implement. All of them have a gestation period
of years rather than months. A very reasonable and
realistic assessment is that anybody who operates on
the assumption that one year is all the cover that is
needed to adopt a national scheme is very optimistic.
From the government’s perspective, whilst we are
committed to achieving a national scheme, we believe it
is overly optimistic, and there is every reason to have a
well functioning regulatory regime within Victoria in
the interim.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
interested to know what the minister considers to be the
costs of implementing this particular scheme under the
principal act with the modifications to the act — that is,
the costs to the boards and the individuals who preside
on the boards, to practitioners and to the community
that will be generated by these changes?
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Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I presume the member knows that the
Minister for Health is on record on a number of
occasions estimating the cost of the structure.
Ongoing pieces of work will be required in the
projections of what will be the likely proceedings and
processes which may stem from the implementation of
the act — including, for example, the capacity of
VCAT (the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal) to consider certain matters. This is subject to
ongoing cost expectations which are worked through by
the Department of Human Services in collaboration
with the registration bodies and are able to be
determined over time.
It is not the intention of the government to change the
cost structure in a significant fashion. It has been
designed to try to maintain within reasonable parity the
cost structures of the pre-existing operations of boards.
That continues to be the intention, but the ongoing
absolute costs will be determined by various matters
such as the instance of matters that end up at VCAT
and the consequent costs that boards may bear. The
government believes it will be in the ball park of the
existing cost structure.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — That
response was interesting, but my question was not
about the ongoing costs of the new board arrangements
but rather about the cost of implementation. I am
interested in whether the government has estimates of
the cost of implementing the new structure.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — After taking some counsel, my substantive
answer to David Davis’s previous question is the one I
should stick by — and I will stick by it.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
take the minister’s response to mean that he is
unwilling to share with members of the chamber any of
the government’s estimates of the costs of actually
implementing the new system as opposed to the cost of
the ongoing operation of the new registration
arrangements. What is the cost of its implementation?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — Thank you, Deputy President, for
providing me with time to reflect on the answer. The
government’s view is that the implementation costs will
by and large be able to be absorbed within the operating
cost structures of the board. It will not be an onerous
cost imposition and there will be a relatively contained
variation of the cost structures of the pre-existing board
arrangements.
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Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister’s point by and large gives the game away.
There will be some new and additional costs, and I am
disappointed that the minister is not prepared to share
the estimates the government has for those additional
costs with members of the chamber. Further, does the
minister believe there will be any losses or reduction in
the number of health practitioners who are registered
under the new arrangements?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — Again, thank you, Deputy President, for
the opportunity to seek some counsel because I was
flabbergasted by the assumption in that question. I was
operating on the assumption that there would be saving
provisions of the register and that they would roll over
from 30 June 2007 to 1 July 2008 so that the same
number of practitioners would be registered from one
day to the next. From the advice I have received from
the advisers in the box, I have been told that that is the
case.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Can the
minister confirm for the chamber that there will be no
reduction in the number of registered health
practitioners whatsoever?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
committee is not helped by pedantry on the part of
Mr Davis, when he pursues a question which he has
already asked and to which the minister has given a
explicit answer; the minister has already answered his
question. I will allow the minister to make another
comment, but the committee needs to move on in terms
of the sorts of questions asked rather than again
covering the same ground.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I am advised that we can all have
confidence in that matter.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! As I have
indicated to the committee, this amendment is a test for
Mr Davis’s amendments 2 and 3 including the
proposed new clause which Mr Davis foreshadowed in
his preamble.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Kavanagh, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Rich-Phillips, Mr
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Hall, Mr

Vogels, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 22
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr (Teller)
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 3 to 35 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In so doing I thank all members for their contributions
to debate on the bill and thank contributors to the
extraordinarily enlightening committee stage for quick
deliberations of the matters before us.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon on
the Professional Standards Amendment Bill, and note
that the Liberal Party will not oppose the bill.
The bill makes what are largely machinery changes to
the Professional Standards Act 2003. This was a piece
of legislation that was introduced at a time when
Victoria and Australia — and, for that matter, other
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jurisdictions elsewhere — were experiencing great
difficulty with public liability and professional liability
insurance issues.
In late 2002 to early 2003 we had almost a situation of
market failure, where following the terrorist events in
2001, and locally following the collapse of HIH
Insurance Group, a number of insurers in Australia
were withdrawing from the provision of public liability
insurance and from the provision of professional
indemnity insurance. They were either completely
withdrawing from the market or they were offering
policies on such terms and conditions as to be virtually
unattainable for any person or entity seeking insurance.
Through that period in 2002–03 there were a number of
responses proposed by various governments to address
this issue. In some areas, such as builders warranty
insurance, we saw a watering down of the statutory
requirements.
Much of the protection offered to people building
homes was removed from the requirement in builders
warranty insurance. The builders warranty insurance
that is now in place in Victoria under a ministerial order
by the Minister for Planning is a mere skeleton
compared with the insurance coverage that was
available prior to the changes. The consequence of
those changes was that a number of operators in the
insurance market re-entered the Victorian market by
offering builders warranty insurance where prior to
those changes there had been basically a reluctance
from all players to offer insurance to Victorian builders.
One of the other areas in which we saw changes was
the introduction of the Professional Standards Council,
the purpose of which was to provide a uniform national
framework under which professions could seek
certification and oversight of a professional scheme,
which would provide them with certain protections and
make professional indemnity insurance more available
to them. Basically the Professional Standards Council
was meant to oversight those professions which had
elected to enter into a scheme with the council. As a
consequence of having this independent oversight, the
view was that professional indemnity insurers would
provide a better rate of coverage or indeed would
provide coverage where they otherwise would not.
Some four years down the track, the reality is that we
have not seen the Professional Standards Council used
as it was intended at the time. This mechanism was put
in place not only in Victoria but in other jurisdictions.
In fact I am advised that the latest annual report of the
Professional Standards Council indicates that over four
years there has been only one application from one
area — that is, the Institute of Chartered Accountants. It
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is the only professional body that has applied for
registration under the Professional Standards Council in
the last four years. It is not a scheme that has been
picked up by many of the professions. It largely has sat
on the shelf for the last four years.
The bill before the house makes some technical
amendments to the operation of the Professional
Standards Council, one of which is to establish a
Professional Standards Council Fund, independent
from consolidated revenue. This is in recognition of the
fact that the Professional Standards Council is supposed
to be a body that is independent from government. It is
therefore appropriate that it have an independent fund
from which to operate and that it is not reliant upon
appropriation from consolidated revenue.
The bill also provides a mechanism for the delegation
of certain powers to the Secretary of the Department of
Justice. This is in recognition of the fact that the
members of the Professional Standards Council are
part-time members and are not exercising their
responsibilities on a full-time basis. Therefore it is
appropriate that they have secretariat support, and the
mechanism to do that is through the delegation to the
Secretary of the Department of Justice.
In a similar vein, the bill allows the council to enter into
arrangements with third parties for the provision of
administrative support to the council. There are also
certain changes to the regulation-making provisions
insofar as they relate to the levying of fees for those
entities that enter into a scheme with the Professional
Standards Council.
The provisions of the bill are minor. They are not
opposed by the Liberal Party. The only comment I
make is that four years down the track from this
mechanism being put in place, we really have not seen
it deliver in terms of providing professions with
independent oversight that has led to a better deal on
professional indemnity insurance. That is obvious
simply by the fact, as I said earlier, that in four years
only one of the professions chose to apply to become
registered under the Professional Standards Council.
The organisation in effect has sat on the shelf for the
last four years. With hindsight we can say that it has not
achieved the purpose for which it was established.
Nonetheless, the provisions in this bill are sensible, and
they are not opposed by the Liberal Party.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting this bill. The amendments
contained in it are designed to achieve national
consistency, as agreed in the Professional Standards
Agreement 2005, and to update the Victorian act as a
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consequence of amendments to the New South Wales
regulations. It seems to be good policy to have a
scheme that limits professional liability but provides
aggrieved clients across many professions with a means
of redress and financial compensation for professional
misconduct. The other amendments are technical and
designed to facilitate the operation of the Professional
Standards Council. Therefore we will be supporting the
bill.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to speak in support of the Professional Standards
Amendment Bill, which really is a machinery bill. It is
designed to allow the Professional Standards Council
and the Victorian government to properly implement a
commitment to facilitate the nationally consistent
framework in administering professional standards
legislation. This is a national commitment undertaken
by the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General and
the commonwealth Assistant Treasurer, who is also the
Minister for Revenue.
The amendments to the Professional Standards Act
2003 seek to achieve the following: establish a new
Professional Standards Council funded separately from
the public accounts; close the existing funds and
transfer moneys standing to credit of the existing fund
into a new fund; allow the council to delegate powers to
the Secretary of the Department of Justice or to a
person employed as executive, subject to any
restrictions or conditions imposed on the council; allow
the council to enter into an agreement with an entity for
the provision of services of an administrative nature;
allow the council to enter into an agreement with a
person acting for another state or a territory for the
provision of services of an administrative nature; and to
establish in the act clearer heads of power for the
making of regulations, which will enable more
nationally consistent regulations to be promulgated in
Victoria.
By way of background. the Professional Standards Act
was passed as part of the national tort law reform in
2003. Its purpose was to facilitate a more affordable
insurance cover for professional associations by
capping their total liability for economic loss in return
for those associations complying with higher minimum
service standards to reduce the risk of negligence. The
amendments in this bill are mainly of the housekeeping
variety and will implement nationally agreed changes to
improve the operation of the professional standards
scheme. All in all this is a machinery bill, and I
recommend the bill to the house.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — My research on
this bill led me to the discovery of an instrument called
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the intergovernmental professional standards agreement
of 2005. As I understand it, that agreement provided
that jurisdictions would seek to maintain some level of
uniformity across state boundaries in respect of the
signatories to that particular agreement. This particular
piece of legislation has its origins back in the principal
act, the Professional Standards Act 2003.
Mr Rich-Phillips explained some of the background to
the establishment of that act. That act was formed upon
a national agreement that sought to improve the
professional service standards and limit the
occupational liability of professionals in certain
circumstances.
This particular bill contains a small number of clauses.
It seeks to make the Professional Standards Act more
consistent with professional standards legislation in
other jurisdictions. It seeks that uniformity principally
in three ways. They are contained in clauses 5, 6 and 7
of the bill.
Clause 5 establishes a new and separate Professional
Standards Council Fund. The Victorian professional
council fund accumulates fees paid to the council under
the act, and that is now being separated from the public
account so as to establish it in its own right and to close
the fund which presently exists.
Clause 6 refers to the delegation of powers and the
ability of the council to enter into agreements. This is
an efficiency measure. Given that we are seeking to
maintain some consistent standards across all
jurisdictions that are signatories to this agreement, it
seems appropriate that there is an ability to delegate
some of the functions of each of the states in respect of
this matter. I understand there is going to be a common
national secretariat, and it makes sense that each
jurisdiction make use of that national secretariat and the
delegation of power. The ability for the council in
Victoria to delegate some of its functions to the
Department of Justice is a fairly sensible measure and is
certainly one that we are prepared to support.
The other substantial clause is clause 7. That relates to
regulation-making powers. As I understand it, what
clause 7 does is insert new powers for the minister to
make regulations of a practical nature under this act —
for example, I understand the fee structures are
currently set out in the act. As per the agreement I
referred to earlier, the fee structures will be set by
regulations based on the New South Wales fee
structure. As a result what we need within this
amending bill is the heads of power to enable that
regulation-making responsibility to change. They are
principally the three main amendments to this act. It is
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an act which we in The Nationals believe is common
sense, and we are prepared to support it.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — Acting
President — —
Mr Hall — Rebut all of those arguments!
Mr PAKULA — I will do my best to rebut
Mr Hall’s arguments! I rise to support the bill. I do not
propose to restate the contents of the second-reading
speech or refer at great length to other contributions. As
other speakers have indicated, this is an amendment to
the 2003 act, which was enacted as a response to the
global downturn in the insurance market which was
precipitated by things such as September 11, the Lloyds
collapse and, more locally, the HIH collapse.
It was part of a package of national tort law reform
which was designed to improve professional service
standards and allow professionals to obtain realistic
insurance cover by limiting occupational liability in
certain circumstances. As Mr Somyurek indicated,
these amendments are primarily of a housekeeping
variety.
I want to touch very briefly on two elements of the
amendments. Firstly, they help reinforce the national
uniformity of the scheme. At a time when national
uniformity is increasingly being imposed by Canberra
in a ham-fisted and sometimes power-hungry way, it is
good to see national uniformity occur by agreement,
goodwill and cooperation. It is a nice change. That
agreement and cooperation has been found via the good
offices of the intergovernmental agreement of the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General. That is an
important and very welcome element of the bill.
The other element of the bill I would like to touch on is
the part which allows the Professional Standards
Council to make delegations to the Secretary of the
Department of Justice. That power of delegation
provided by the bill will allow the department to enter
into agreements with the Department of Justice’s
counterpart department in New South Wales, which is
the Attorney-General’s Department, and to enter into
agreements for the provision of secretariat services.
That again is possible because of the intergovernmental
agreement which exists to establish a common national
secretariat, as Mr Hall alluded to. The bill, working in
conjunction with that intergovernmental agreement,
provides not only the uniformity which I referred to
earlier but also efficiency and resources savings, and on
that basis I commend it to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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Read second time.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their expedient, thoughtful and
telling contributions to the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr LENDERS (Minister for
Education) on motion of Mr Jennings.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(JUDICIAL EDUCATION AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I was all set to commence on the
payroll tax legislation, which has been postponed, but I
will go on to judicial education instead.
Mr Atkinson — Use the same speech.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I thank Mr Atkinson for
his helpful suggestion. Although that is the practice
from time to time, there are limitations, and stretching a
payroll tax speech into judicial education is probably
beyond my capability. But I am sure Mr Atkinson
could, and maybe he will demonstrate that prowess
over the course of this afternoon.
The courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education
and Other Matters) Bill will not be opposed by the
Liberal Party. The bill seeks to strengthen the
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requirement for judicial education of judges,
magistrates and members of the Victorian Civil
Administrative Tribunal. The bill provides or gives
responsibility to the head of jurisdiction — the Chief
Justice of Victoria, the Chief Judge of the County
Court, the Chief Magistrate and the President of the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT) — to direct the members of their respective
courts to undertake judicial education. This is an area
that the Liberal Party has some concern about.
The principle of professional education is now well
established. There are a number of professions that to a
certain extent require their members to undertake
professional education and periodic review of their
professional qualifications. We see it in the accounting
field with members of the CPA Australia, the chartered
accountants. They are required to undertake
professional education to keep their qualifications
current. We see it in other areas and certainly in the
aviation field. Many of the professionals working in
that field — pilots, engineers et cetera — are required
to undertake professional education and periodic testing
to ensure that their qualifications are up to date and that
they still meet the relevant standard. It is certainly not
new to introduce the issue of professional development
for the legal profession or for judges in particular.
However, the Liberal Party is concerned that when you
stray from professional education to professional
re-education, the education process becomes one of
indoctrination. It is one of the principles in the theory of
our system of government that the judiciary is
independent from the executive, but if you have a
situation where the executive, through the heads of each
jurisdiction, is able to require that judges, magistrates
and members of VCAT undertake certain professional
education, there is a risk that their independence from
the executive will be diminished and a risk that that
education will take the form of the latest doctrine from
government, rather than meaningful education in
judicial matters. The Liberal Party is not opposing this
legislation, rather than supporting it, on the grounds that
we have those concerns about the direction in which
judicial education may head.
Other matters picked up by the legislation include
clarifying the seniority of judges by virtue of their
commission date. I can understand why this is
important to members of the judiciary. Obviously in
terms of status within their respective ranks, it is
important to establish some basis for the seniority of
judges and magistrates within their particular pools, and
the date of the commission is an appropriate basis for
that. There are parallels with members of Parliament in
relation to establishing seniority among members of
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these houses, whether it be based on duration of service
et cetera. It is appropriate that this bill clarify that
situation with respect to the members of the judiciary.
With respect to provisions relating to the resignation of
judges, the bill also recognises that one of the issues
facing the judiciary — and it ultimately comes back to
remuneration — is the practice now for judges to resign
from judicial office and return to practise at the bar. I
guess it is a reflection of the legal profession in the
21st century that over the course of a year senior
barristers are earning fees many times the amount that
is paid to a judge by way of a remuneration package.
The reality is that there is only so much prestige
attached to being a judge.
Typically judges and magistrates are remunerated at an
amount in the order of $200 000 to $300 000 depending
on exactly which court they are in and their rank within
the court, but if you have senior barristers earning four
or five times that amount you can quickly see why
continuing to work at the bar is more attractive than
being a judicial officer. We have seen and will no doubt
increasingly continue to see people who have been
appointed as judges resigning their commissions to
return to work as barristers.
That raises the issue of the type of people who are
currently being appointed to the judiciary. The Chief
Justice of Victoria, Marilyn Warren, made some very
interesting comments in her state of the judicature
speech, where she indicated that it is fine to have people
representative of minorities appointed to the benches of
the various jurisdictions, but that one of the
difficulties — I assume she was speaking from
experience as chief justice of the Supreme Court — is
that the appointment to the bench of people who do not
have a lot of legal experience can result in the workload
being carried by other judges. Until the new appointees
who do not have broad legal experience are up to speed,
the remaining members of the bench have to carry the
load. The fact that the chief justice saw fit to mention
this in her speech reflects that that is obviously an issue
for the Supreme Court and potentially an issue for the
other jurisdictions.
I think that is something the Attorney-General needs to
keep in mind when he is making these appointments.
The Attorney-General has been very vocal on the
nature of the appointments he makes to the courts in
Victoria. He has very proudly trumpeted the fact that he
is appointing fewer white males from private schools,
to use the term that he used repeatedly at the estimates
hearing.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — People like him, as
Mr O’Donohue says. To the Attorney-General’s credit,
he did point that out. But in appointing people with less
legal experience there has clearly been a downside, as
identified by the chief justice of the Supreme Court.
One of the other key provisions of this bill is that it
extends the sunset provision for the Koori Court from
30 June this year to 30 June 2009. The establishment of
the Koori Court is something that was supported by the
Liberal Party in, I think, 2002 when it was first
established, and its continuation on the basis of an
extension of the sunset provision for another two years
is certainly not opposed by the Liberal Party.
In summary, the Liberal Party will not oppose this bill,
but I reiterate that it has concerns about the way in
which judicial education can be used as a tool of
indoctrination. When used properly as professional
development for judges, it is something that would be
welcomed, but it is something that could easily be
abused in terms of a tool of indoctrination, and that
would simply serve to weaken the legal system in
Victoria.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — This
bill makes a number of amendments to the legislation
applying to various courts. The principal amendments
apply to judicial education in the Supreme Court, the
Magistrates Court, the County Court and Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal. Other amendments
refer to the commissioning of judges and their seniority
and pension arrangements. The bill allows for masters
of the Court of Appeal to constitute the court for
procedural matters and to case manage those matters,
which is well within their skills and experience, and
thus free up the time of Appeal Court judges. The bill
aligns appeal rights of the County Court to the Court of
Appeal with the appeal rights that already exist for the
Supreme Court. The bill also extends the sunset clause
on the children’s Koori Court for another two years.
The Greens support and welcome the judicial education
amendments, which we think are very good. They
implement compulsory judicial training by agreement
from the heads of each court to direct that their judges,
magistrates or tribunal members undertake particular
training, thus achieving compulsory professional
development without compromising the separation of
powers.
While we have progressive heads of court, this will
work, and hopefully it will become integrated into the
operation of the courts as it has in other countries.
Professional development is important in all
professions and occupations — for example, teaching,
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health, building and construction, hospitality and the
law. Judicial officers need to keep up to date with
developments in the law and technology and with the
needs of different sections of the community.
Life-long learning is now accepted as an important part
of our working lives. It is important that all courts are
more responsive to the needs of people with complex
issues — for example, people with disabilities such as
cognitive impairment or mental health issues and
people from culturally and linguistically diverse or
newly arrived communities.
The amendments in the bill that will enable the heads of
courts to direct their judicial officers to undergo
professional development are an important mechanism
for ensuring that courts and their staff are kept abreast
of developments in society and in community attitudes.
This will also be good for dealing with issues such as
family violence, as reports have pointed out that there
needs to be greater judicial and community education
on that issue.
The Greens are very supportive of extending the term
of the children’s Koori Court for another two years to
allow full evaluation. The children’s Koori Court,
which was established in 2004 as a division of the
Children’s Court, sentences children and young persons
who have pleaded guilty or have been found guilty. In
the children’s Koori Court a Koori elder or respected
person accompanies the child or young person, and
family members can contribute to discussion during the
court hearing.
The children’s Koori Court tailors sentencing orders to
the cultural needs of Kooris and helps reduce
perceptions of cultural alienation. The aims of the court
are to reduce Koori overrepresentation in the justice
system, to decrease the rates at which court orders are
breached and to reduce the rate of repeat offending,
among other things. The court is informal. The
magistrate sits with other participants at a large oval
table, not at the bench. The Koori child or young person
sits with his or her family at the table and not in the
dock. Participants talk in plain English rather than using
technical or legal language.
People I have spoken to about the Koori Court tell me it
is very successful, and we are looking forward to a full
evaluation of the court over the next two years.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a brief contribution on the Courts
Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill 2007 and to comment on a couple of the
issues that were raised by Mr Rich-Phillips in respect of
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how the opposition views this bill. It is a piece of
legislation which we do not oppose, but we also do not
give it our full support in the sense that we have some
concerns about it, particularly in respect to part 2 of the
bill, which I will get to later.
I must go on, as I always do, and congratulate the
officers who compiled the explanatory memorandum.
As I have said before and as I will say again, where
there is an extensive explanatory memorandum that
explains a bill — albeit a very small one in this
instance — to the extent that it has been explained here,
it does give great comfort to the opposition and indeed
those in the community who need to read and
understand the bill.
Some of the changes are really only insertions or
substitutions of subsections, clauses or parts, and it
makes it a bit confusing unless you have the principal
acts to refer to, and there are a few principal acts that
are amended as a result of this bill. In fact nine acts are
amended through this amending legislation, and that is
good to see. We have seen this government introducing
three-page amending bills before. I know it is opposed
to omnibus bills, but there are occasions where there is
some merit in them, although this is probably not one of
those occasions.
The bill is essentially broken into three components, as
was explained earlier. Part 1 is the preliminary
discussion points, the purposes and the commencement.
Part 2 is the part that we do have some issue with in
terms of judicial education, which I will go to. Part 3
deals with other matters, which I will also go to as I
move through the bill. As I explained earlier, the
amendments in part 1 on page 1 of the bill are fairly
self-explanatory. In relation to part 2 we have some
concern about the directing of the different levels of
jurisdiction given that the bill establishes a uniform
provision regarding judicial education for those
different levels of jurisdiction.
Clause 3 in part 2 of the bill relates to the Supreme
Court Act and provides for the insertion of new
division 6 relating to professional development and
training. The remainder of the bill is symbolic. The
only real variation, as is detailed in the explanatory
memorandum, is the difference in the judicial officers,
whether it be in the Supreme Court Act, the County
Court Act or the Magistrates’ Court Act as provided
under clause 5, or, in particular, in the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998, as provided
under clause 6. It is really those issues that I have
concerns about.
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I will not be specific to any jurisdiction, but generally
the legislation talks about the relevant officers —
whether it be the chief justice, the chief judge, the Chief
Magistrate or the president, in that sliding order —
being responsible for, to quote from the legislation
‘directing the professional development and continuing
education and training of judicial officers’.

inserted by the relevant clauses under part 2 into
various parts of the acts — but also talks about a
specified judicial officers. The direction can be to a
specified judicial officer — in other words, a specified
judge, an acting judge, a specified master, a specified
magistrate or judicial registrar or principal registrar, or,
in terms of VCAT, one of its members.

I am pondering this in the context of our position in the
Parliament. Each year we are given an allowance with
which to provide training; I do not think there is
anything that says we are to direct the training of our
staff. The training money is offered, but I do not think
we are specifically expecting to be directing the
professional development and continuing education and
training of our staff. Essentially that is what this
legislation does. Each relevant new subsection (2) in
respect of each of the jurisdictions says ‘responsible for
directing the professional development and continuing
education’. You would think funding would be made
available to each of the people responsible for heading
up those various levels of jurisdiction to support
professional education or professional development and
that education and training would be made available to
the judiciary, but not that the judiciary would be
directed, as this bill sets out to do. It is a bit rich that we
have heard the Attorney-General in the other place talk
about the continued separation of the executive and the
judiciary but that here, for an unknown reason, we have
the Parliament wanting to impose a direction for
development.

This has got to the point where the legislation now
allows not only for the various heads of the
jurisdictions to direct the professional development and
continuing education and training of judicial officers
but also that in discharging his or her responsibility
under new subsection (2) the respective heads may
direct a specified judicial officer to participate in a
specified professional development or continuing
education and training activity. In other words, it
appears that when a judgement is made in a particular
court — and I pick out the Magistrates Court — and it
seems to be not politically correct for a magistrate to
have made a particular statement, this legislation would
force, in this case, the Chief Magistrate to direct the
specified magistrate who made the politically incorrect
statement or judgement to participate in specified
professional development or a continuing education and
training activity.

The legislation does not make it clear what is intended
to be done and what type of development that is. I have
concerns about each new subsection (4), which states
that ‘A direction under subsection (3) may be given
orally or in writing’. It seems rather odd that there be a
direction. It is a direction, but the bill does not make it
clear what happens if the direction given is not
complied with. What happens — the jurisdictions
referred to would be most aware of this — when there
is a point of difference in the oral direction that is
given? As we know, in civil and indeed in criminal
matters an oral direction that is given or an oral
statement that is made then becomes subject to what
one person said as opposed to what the other person
said. It seems rather odd that we have this
re-engineering of the judiciary, and that part of that is
that some oral direction be given by the senior court
officers in each of the respective jurisdictions. It is a
real worry for me and the opposition that we do not
know what the intention is.
Each new subsection (3) is again about direction. Each
talks not only about the judicial officers as defined in
each new subsection (1) — those provisions are

This is about the judiciary and not liking what the
judiciary has handed down. The Parliament and the
media are often the first to criticise, but I think it is
getting a bit rich that we are now assigning blame, and
that if judgements made by particular judges,
magistrates or members of VCAT do not accord with
what the government thinks is the right thing, those
judicial officers will have to go through some
re-education and training program. It is like what
happens in the book in which people are re-educated
and put through a process where they come out of the
end of the sausage factory in agreement with the
Almighty. I think it is Nineteen Eighty-Four. I got a nod
over there, so it was in Nineteen Eighty-Four.
Mrs Coote — And Animal Farm.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Animal Farm as well. This is
where it is heading. We do not like the decisions so we
re-educate those who make them — take them into a
room, put them in front of a whiteboard and tell them
what they should be saying and brainwash them so they
come out of the other end hopefully in agreement with
the government’s policy. That is not right; it should not
be done. The government might see it differently — it
is obviously seeing it differently — but it does not seem
right in this legislation to be re-engineering the notion
of a training and professional development and
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education regime for our judiciary. That is not right,
and the opposition is opposing the bill for that reason.
I move on to part 3 of the bill, which deals with other
matters. There is merit in the issues that are raised there.
I do not propose to go into too much detail, other than
to say that it clarifies a lot of issues which have been on
the books for a while. For example, clause 10 provides
that masters of the Supreme Court may constitute a
Court of Appeal. We note that clause 12 meets an
urgent need by providing for the continuation of the
Koori Court in the criminal division of the Children’s
Court, which is due to expire at the end of this month. I
understand this legislation needs to be passed fairly
quickly so that the Koori Court can continue to operate.
Other than that, I look forward to the bill’s passage
through Parliament in due course.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — This is another of
quite a number of Attorney-General bills that have
come before the Parliament in recent months, and I
have to say that each of those Attorney-General bills
poses some challenges for lay persons in this area. I do
not say it is a plot by all the lawyers in Parliament but it
certainly is a challenge for those of us who are not
trained in the law. I offer the comment that I think the
views of lay persons are important in discussions on
these matters because the views of a lay person often
bring a broader perspective to issues before us.
That is why I think it is important that lay persons are
included on certain boards or councils established by
the legal profession to look at matters related to the
legal profession, and equally the appointment of those
trained in the legal profession is important to assist
those serving on boards, councils or bodies that might
be formed for other purposes. I think it is appropriate
that we have a mixture of comments on these matters
from both trained professionals and lay persons.
The Court Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education
and Other Matters) Bill will amend various acts to
provide for professional development, continuing
education and the training of judicial officers. It will
also amend the Constitution Act of 1975 regarding
Supreme Court judges’ employment conditions and
pension arrangements. It also extends the Koori Court
in the criminal division of the Children’s Court until
July 2009 and makes a couple of other machinery-type
amendments. I want to comment on a couple of aspects
of those amendments.
The first of those is judicial education. This bill will
establish a uniform system of judicial education
applying to judicial officers in each jurisdiction — the
Supreme Court, the County Court, the Magistrates
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Court, and the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. As other members contributing to this debate
have commented, this is an important aspect.
A continuing education is something that the public
expects of our judicial officers. As it has also been said
by some other speakers, continuing education, or
professional development, is something that has been
embraced by most other professions. I note comments
by some members about the medical profession. Other
professions too require mandatory professional
development. I note with interest that in the teaching
profession, the Victorian Institute of Teaching has
recently mandated that teachers undertake 100 hours of
professional development in a five-year period if they
wish to maintain their registration as a teacher. There is
a mandatory component of professional development in
some professions.
While I understand judicial education not to be
mandatory in this particular instance, I note that the
head of each jurisdiction will be responsible for
directing the judicial officers to participate in certain
types of education and essentially that professional
development will be undertaken by the Judicial College
of Victoria. The functioning of the professional
development of our legal profession is outlined in
clauses 3, 4, 5 and 6 of this bill. I think it is a good
thing. Indeed, from talking to my colleagues I hear that
the Judicial College has been very effective within the
profession and one would hope — and I am sure this
will be the case — that the head of each of those
specific areas will use wisely their powers now to direct
particular officers within their jurisdiction to
appropriate forms of professional development.
The other thing I wanted to comment upon was the
extension of the sunset date for the Children’s Court to
1 July 2009. While I think some have said they are
looking forward to the review of the Koori Court — I
think Ms Pennicuik said that she is looking forward to
the formal review of the Koori Court — the anecdotal
evidence and feedback that we in The Nationals have
received from the various Koori courts that have been
established in parts of country Victoria is that they are
working very well. We are pleased about that and
pleased that the outcome seems to best suit the needs of
both the Koori communities and the white communities
in various areas. That is positive. We, too, look forward
to the formal evaluation, but the interim feedback that
we are receiving is positive indeed.
I am not going to comment on other measures
contained in this bill — other speakers have already
done that — but I can conclude by saying that The
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Nationals will not be opposing this particular piece of
legislation.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I am very pleased
to rise in support of the Courts Legislation Amendment
(Judicial Education and Other Matters) Bill 2007. To
pick up on Mr Hall’s point about the number of pieces
of legislation that are being introduced by the
Attorney-General, he is a very busy man, and this
legislation is the continuation of a commitment made
by him and the government to ensuring that our courts
are up to date, efficient and able to dispense justice in
our legal system in Victoria in a timely and efficient
manner.
As many would know, there is a view that it is
important for the administration of justice that justice is
not unduly delayed, and in part this legislation deals
with that through changes to the capacity for masters in
certain constituted courts of appeal to deal with some
procedural applications in relation to civil proceedings.
The legislation also covers continuing professional
development for judicial officers and makes it uniform
for the Supreme, County and Magistrates courts and for
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, which
commitment is consistent with the government’s 2006
election policy.
There are a number of other reforms in relation to the
appointment of Supreme Court judges, and in particular
also the Koori Court division of the Children’s Court.
The introduction of Koori courts in Victoria has been a
very important reform that this government has put in
place to provide a more relevant and appropriate
judicial process for indigenous Victorians.
I listened with interest to Mr Dalla-Riva’s contribution.
I make the comment that his was one of the speeches
that you sometimes hear in this place from the
opposition in which all of the words appear to oppose a
bill, but then you find that the opposition is going to
support it.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr VINEY — He is in the chamber; I am pleased!
I want to pick up on some of Mr Dalla-Riva’s
comments that seemed a little tongue in cheek. When
speaking of continuing professional development and
education for judicial officers, I think he said he was
reminded of a film or a book, the name of which he
could not remember. I think he started with the books
Nineteen Eighty-Four and Animal Farm and then went
to the Big Brother television program.
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It is worth commenting that often you hear calls from
conservatives in the community that judicial officers
need to be in tune with community attitudes, but
community attitudes are often not very well defined.
Yet criticism such as that made by Mr Dalla-Riva —
and I think it was partly made in jest — is a bit
disingenuous. We want our judicial officers, including
our judges, to be aware of current social views and
community attitudes and, sometimes, of government
policy. We also want them to be aware of changes in
the expectations and perceptions of the public in terms
of the fairness of our judicial system and to sentencing,
as well as the expectations of the community about the
efficient operations of the court so that justice can be
dispensed in a timely way. If that is to be the case, then
we need to make a commitment to the continuing
education and professional development of judicial
officers.
The reason I wanted to pick up on this point is because
this legislation is not about requiring judges to toe
particular policy lines or to impose particular views of
the government. This government — in particular, the
Attorney-General — has been deeply respectful of the
independence of the judiciary. The Attorney-General
has also been respectful of the need for the composition
of the judiciary to reflect that of our community, and he
has worked hard to ensure that more women have been
appointed to the bench. It is important to consider in the
context of the bill and the debate earlier that
professional development is an important part of
improving our judicial service. I commend the bill to
the house.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the debate on
the Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education
and Other Matters) Bill. In doing so I would like to pick
up on a point made by Mr Dalla-Riva — that is, that it
is pleasing to see that this bill amends nine acts rather
than the usual course we have had in this Parliament,
where small bills come before us to be debated one by
one. In this case a number of amendments to a number
of acts are wrapped up in the one bill. That is a more
efficient use of the Parliament’s time.
Other speakers to the debate outlined the range of
amendments that this bill makes. In summary the two
main issues that are of concern to the opposition are,
firstly, the extension of the Koori Court. The Koori
Court was first established in 2004 and is due to expire
at the end of this month. The concern is not so much
that the role of the court has been expanded.
Anecdotally, the people I have spoken to about this
matter say that the court has operated well, and, from
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what I understand, the profession by and large supports
it.
What is disappointing is that despite the Koori Court
having had three years of operation the government
cannot make up its mind whether it is a good initiative
and thinks it has to extend the trial for another two
years, thereby not providing certainty to the users and
operators of that court as to whether it will continue to
operate after the further trial period expires. You would
have thought that after three years of operation the
government would have been able to analyse the
court’s performance and make up its mind on whether
Koori Court is good.
The second and perhaps more substantive issue that has
been raised by members on this side relates to the issue
of the independence of the judiciary. I am sure we all
agree that providing judicial officers with the
opportunity for further education is a good thing, but I
make the point that members of the judiciary —
members of the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) and others — must not only be
independent of the executive, they must also be
perceived to be independent of the executive. It is a
very fine line between offering further opportunities for
education and training and influencing members of the
judiciary to the detriment of that independence.
Mr Dalla-Riva outlined that difference very clearly and
succinctly.
I will pick up on comments made by two previous
speakers. In her contribution Ms Pennicuik spoke of the
need for members of the judiciary to keep abreast of
changes in societal norms and expectations. She spoke
about the need to have progressive heads for each
jurisdiction. Those sorts of comments highlight the
concerns that the opposition has, because it is not the
job of the judiciary to be progressive or necessarily to
keep abreast of societal norms. That is the job of the
Parliament. It is the role of the Parliament to make the
laws and to reflect the attitude of the community. It is
the job of the judiciary to then apply those laws.
We do not need judicial officers being given education
lessons in the latest societal fad or societal trend. Again,
if the community has an expectation of change, it can
act on that through the ballot box — that is the most
appropriate way and form for that to occur. While
Mr Viney in his contribution had a go at Mr Dalla-Riva
for his comments, Mr Viney also said in relation to the
role of judges that they need to be au fait with
community norms and beliefs and societal expectations.
With respect to Mr Viney, he has missed the point. I
find it alarming that he would make that comment. The
role of the judiciary is to apply the laws that the
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Parliament passes. If the people do not like the laws that
exist, they can express that through the ballot box and
change the government or the composition of the
Parliament, and the laws can consequently be changed.
It is not the role of judges to reflect and interpret the
latest fashion or trend that exists in society.
To comment further on a point made by
Mr Rich-Phillips about the composition of the
judiciary, there should be only one test when it comes
to appointing members of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal, members of the Magistrates
Court, members of the County Court or members of the
Supreme Court — that is, who is the best person for the
job. Mr Viney spoke about the benefit of having more
women on the bench, and I would welcome a bench
that had a high number of women and a bench that
reflected Victoria’s diversity. However, that should not
be done at the expense of the legal capabilities of the
members of the bench. There should be only one test,
and that test should be who has the best legal skills.
Whether the members are women, men, people of
ethnic diversity or Anglo-Saxon should be irrelevant.
The criterion should be the people who have the best
legal knowledge, because if you appoint people who do
not have the best legal knowledge, they need to be
brought up to speed, they slow down the court system
and invariably they take longer to give their
judgements.
That relates to one of the greatest criticisms of the court
system — the length of time it can take for judgements
to be made. Not only do litigants have to wait for their
matter to be heard and to proceed through all the
interlocutory procedures of the court system, they are
often then having to wait for many months, and often
over a year, for a decision to be made. That really gets
back to the government’s inability to adequately
resource the court system. Resourcing is at the heart of
the debate we have had thus far — resourcing courts
adequately so that they can have enough members on
the bench and can expedite litigation as quickly as
practicable, because efficient and quick litigation of
civil and criminal matters is efficient and quick delivery
of justice. That really is one of the issues this
government should be addressing over and above what
it has introduced thus far.
Thus, whilst the opposition will not be opposing this
bill, it has several concerns about it. At the heart of
those concerns is this question of the further education
of the judiciary. It has been very ill defined in the
legislation, and the contribution by Mr Viney did little
to alleviate the concerns that have been highlighted. In
fact all it did was heighten those concerns through his
reflection that the judiciary needs to be au fait with
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community norms and community beliefs when in fact
that is really the role of the Parliament.

and other relevant community trends. I commend the
bill to the house.

In summary, the opposition will not be opposing this
bill, but it has some very clear and serious concerns
about its implementation. I call on the
Attorney-General to provide adequate resources to the
courts of Victoria so that the efficient administration of
justice can be delivered.

Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.

Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to make a brief contribution in support of the
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and
Other Matters) Bill, which contains a number of
amendments to legislation within the courts portfolio.
This legislation is part of the Bracks government’s
commitment, made during the last election, to establish
ongoing training and education for judiciary officers.
As a result of this legislation, judges can be directed to
attend professional development and training programs
to ensure that they remain in touch with legal and
community trends. This will maintain the independence
of the judiciary while strengthening the community’s
confidence in our legal system. The community expects
a modern and up-to-date judiciary, and these laws are
an important part of this government’s commitment to
making justice accessible and relevant to all Victorians.
The bill will insert new provisions into the Supreme
Court Act 1986, the County Court Act 1958, the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 and the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998, establishing a
uniform scheme for professional development and
continuing education and training for judicial officers in
Victoria. The head of each jurisdiction will be
empowered to direct all judicial officers, a specified
class of judicial officer or a specified judicial officer
within their jurisdiction to undertake professional
development and continuing education and training.
The provisions to be inserted into each act establish a
uniform scheme but differ with regard to which judicial
officers within their respective jurisdictions will be
included within the scheme. The scheme is the first of
its kind in Australia, building on the success of the
Judicial College of Victoria, which was established in
2002, to provide ongoing support to the judiciary in
remaining up to date with legal, technological and
social developments.
In conclusion, the Bracks government is committed to
working with the courts to support a high-quality justice
system and improve access to justice. This bill both
assists court and judicial innovation and promotes a
system in which judges are encouraged to continually
update their knowledge of the law, community attitudes

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise
today to speak on the Courts Legislation Amendment
(Judicial Education and Other Matters) Bill. I have an
interesting perspective on this bill because I have no
legal qualifications. I have a layman’s approach to this
bill, which I have read in some detail.
The bill clarifies a number of issues, one being the
seniority of judges and the express recognition of their
commissions of appointment. The bill also provides for
the resignation of judges prior to their compulsory dates
of retirement. It removes a number of anomalies with
regard to judicial pensions. It also brings appeal rights
from the County Court to the Court of Appeal, in line
with the practice of the Supreme Court. The bill also
assists in the extension of the sunset clause on the Koori
Court division of the Children’s Court.
I do not oppose this bill, but I have some reservations
about a particular aspect of it regarding the education of
the judiciary. The bill provides for uniform re-education
opportunities for all members of the judiciary, but that
is fraught with some difficulties and perhaps has some
aspects which have not been fully considered.
The bill clarifies and recognises the seniority of judges,
but that is an aspect of the legislation that I will not
speak about in detail. There are two parts to my real
concern: firstly, the status quo is that the roles of Chief
Judge of the County Court jurisdiction and Chief
Justice of Victoria in the Supreme Court jurisdiction
have always been administrative. They serve as
figureheads. In this context it is possible to draw an
analogy to a mayoral appointment to a shire council.
The chief justice holds the position of first amongst
equals.
Currently the chief justice has no additional powers
over members of the judiciary. Previously the chief
justice has played a figurehead role. The chief justice is
an administrator and ensures that court dates and
hearings are organised in a timely manner for the
benefit of the judiciary and those participating in court
proceedings. Currently there is no capacity for the chief
justice to exercise a supervisory or directional role over
magistrates and judges.
My concern is that this bill places a chief justice, chief
judge or chief magistrate in a position where they can
apply undue force on members of the judiciary to
undergo additional training. In its purest form, this
positions the chief justice to determine the priorities of
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judges and magistrates; that is clearly not what the role
of chief justice was supposed to be. Additional training
may not be necessarily the priority of individual judges
and magistrates who are being directed. This could
directly impact on the independence of the judge or
magistrate when carrying out their duties. This, I
believe, creates a potential for conflict for the judge or
magistrate who is being directed. We know that their
role is supposed to be that of independence, and that
could certainly place them in direct conflict.
My second concern is that this now appears to be a
supervisory role for chief justices. They would be
directing judges and magistrates to undergo additional
training because they could disagree with a decision
that could have been made by them. A potential danger
is that the re-education could be interpreted as a
punitive measure for the judge or the magistrate who is
being sent for re-education, and the net result could be a
rather unfortunate dumbing down of the independence
of the judiciary, and in this there is a possible conflict.
Judges and magistrates may have difficulty because of
this, and avoid making those difficult and independent
decisions. We all know there are controversial and
difficult cases, and we have always had the benefit of
judges and magistrates acting without fear or favour in
these cases. That may alter if the role of the Chief
Magistrate changes. My main concern is that the
legislation does not have the capacity to deal with a
conflict that may arise.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Courts Legislation
Amendment (Judicial Education and Other Matters)
Bill. I would like to start by saying that in Victoria we
seek to have a modern and responsive judiciary, and the
public expects nothing less, as I would hope they
expect a modern and responsive legislature.
There were some comments by Mr Dalla-Riva earlier
which included extensive quotes and references from
some of George Orwell’s works about the education of
judges. Mr Dalla-Riva’s proposition was that it was
really an exercise in re-education. I find that to be pretty
offensive. It is typical of some of the comments we
have had from members on the opposite side of the
chamber with respect to our judiciary. There has been
some implicit criticism that some appointments to the
judiciary have been lacking and, by implication, this
bill, among other things, aims to rectify some
shortcomings in the judiciary. That is frankly an
outrageous proposition.
The bill contains some technical amendments on which
I will comment briefly. There are amendments that will
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ensure that entitlements — pensions and the like — for
judges are consistent for all judges. These are technical
in their nature.
The second amendment will allow for the constitution
of masters to the Court of Appeal. The government has
a strong record in exploring alternative dispute
resolution procedures. This amendment can assist in
reducing delays, minimising costs and of course ease
stress on litigants in the court system by providing other
means to assist in the speedy resolution of disputes
before the courts. The amendment will enable the Court
of Appeal to be constituted by a master for procedural
applications in civil proceedings, and it will enable a
smoother transition through the courts of some matters
as appropriate. As I said, this is part of our commitment
to making the legal system in this state more accessible
for people and providing them with a better experience
of the court system.
One of the other amendments dealt with by this bill is
to extend by two years the Koori Court in the criminal
division of the Children’s Court, to enable it to continue
in its work. The government feels that this has been a
very successful part of the court system, but hopes that
an extension of two years will enable the court to
continue so that a thorough evaluation can occur and a
review that is currently under way can conclude. The
experience of users of that court has been favourable to
date.
The topic that most previous speakers have
concentrated on is the question of education of the
judiciary. Without doubt judges are very busy people.
Like any busy professionals they can benefit from only
the occasional day away from the courtroom to reflect
on things which could result in best practice in their
profession and which they could in turn apply at the
court.
I do not need to tell members in this place that the law
is a very fluid thing. It is critically important that
members of our judiciary be able to continually update
their skills. These amendments are supported by the
judiciary. There are of course, from time to time,
comments made by judges in handing down their
decisions that are widely reported in the media and that
result in significant outcry and outrage from the
community. From time to time, there are judgements
that are out of step with public opinion. It is important
that as part of an ongoing process members of the
judiciary take the opportunity to enjoy some training to
assist in keeping the judiciary modern and responsive,
as I said.
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We support the independence of the judiciary and
absolutely reject the implication by some members —
Mr Dalla-Riva and similarly Mr O’Donohue — who
talked about opinions like fashion, and suggested that
judges might be forgiven for missing the latest social
trend or the latest popular thinking on an issue.
Members of the judiciary play a critically important
role in our society. I fear that some members opposite
believe the judiciary in Victoria has members who are
perhaps lacking in their views of what is appropriate. I
wonder whether that is because the government has
made a real effort to appoint members of the judiciary
so that we have judges in Victoria who are much more
representative of the population in terms of gender and
ethnic background and different experiences. Justice in
Victoria can become only much stronger from that. I
reject utterly the notion that providing training to our
judges is in some way compensating for any deficiency.
Rather I support the notion that our judges can only
benefit from additional training, as do people in any
profession.
Motion agreed to.
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In my opinion, the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2007, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill 2007
is to introduce certain measures including amendments to the
Duties Act 2000, which clarify the intent of the land rich
provisions and make minor amendments to the motor vehicle
duty provisions and amendments to the Taxation
Administration Act 1997, which rectify abuse of certain
concessions offered to taxpayers who cooperate with the
commissioner before or during an investigation.
Human rights issues
1.

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

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

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

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

Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I wish to thank the respective members of
the chamber for their contributions.
Motion agreed to.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise a
human rights issue.
JOHN LENDERS, MP
Minister for Education

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Planning).
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
move:

Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

STATE TAXATION ACTS AMENDMENT
BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education),
Hon. J. M. Madden tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill
2007.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill makes amendments to both the Duties Act 2000 and
the Taxation Administration Act 1997. The amendments
provide clarification on issues relating to the land rich and
motor vehicle provisions of the Duties Act 2000 and seek to
ensure that only taxpayers who fully cooperate with the
commissioner before or during an investigation receive the
relevant concessions under the Taxation Administration Act
1997.
The current land rich provisions were introduced in 2004.
They resulted from a significant review that identified
arrangements being contrived to change the ownership of
high-value city, suburban and regional properties, or any part
interest in them, without payment of duty that such ownership
changes should attract. It was believed at that time that the
extent of the avoidance of this duty could exceed $50 million
per annum.
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The State Revenue Office has now had an opportunity to
monitor these provisions in operation and consider any
improvements. This has resulted in amendments that address
concerns relating to the interpretation of the provisions. These
amendments seek to clarify the intended application of the
provisions to trustees and ensure that when a trustee acquires
an interest in different capacities, the interests are not
aggregated for assessment purposes unless the trustee has
acquired the interests for the same persons or associated
persons. The amendments also clarify the charging provisions
in relation to aggregated acquisitions.
The changes to the motor vehicle duty provisions are very
minor in nature. One provides clarity and offers consistency
in the administration of the demonstrator vehicle exemption.
The other simply changes a heading to refer from ‘change of
ownership’ to a more accurate depiction of ‘a change of use’.
The amendments to the Taxation Administration Act 1997
relate to its penalty provisions. Currently, those provisions
determine the initial amount of penalty tax payable where
there is a tax default and then provide for an automatic
reduction if the taxpayer discloses sufficient information to
the commissioner, in writing, to enable the nature and extent
of a tax default to be determined. The reduction in penalty tax
is 80 per cent if the disclosure occurs before an investigation
commences and 20 per cent if disclosure occurs after an
investigation commences but before it is completed.
The clear policy intent is that these particular concessions are
meant to apply to ‘voluntary’ disclosures by taxpayers who
save the commissioner the time and effort of conducting a
formal investigation. The amendment is designed to ensure
this clear policy intent is met. There is a further unintended
consequence flowing from the current wording of the act
whereby a taxpayer who lodges an electronic return, but who
does not actually pay the associated tax owing, benefits from
a penalty reduction. This too is to be restricted to instances
where both the return is lodged and payment is made.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 26 June.

PAYROLL TAX BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this evening to
speak on the Payroll Tax Bill and to place on the record
that the Liberal Party will not be opposing this bill.
The Payroll Tax Bill is the latest round of
harmonisation that is under way between New South
Wales and Victoria. That is the key reason why this
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piece of legislation, which is a very welcome
development, is before the Parliament tonight. The
introduction of this bill follows the consolidation and
rewrite of the relevant payroll tax acts. It follows a
similar process that was undertaken with respect to the
duties acts around 2001, when new duties legislation
was enacted to replace and update a range of redundant
legislation and to consolidate in one single volume all
the provisions relating to duties, with the exception of
the Taxation Administration Act.
The Payroll Tax Bill is similar in that it consolidates
payroll tax provisions in one place and, importantly,
harmonises with New South Wales the provisions of
the Payroll Tax Act. We talk in this place quite often
about harmonisation between Victoria and other
jurisdictions. It is particularly important for members
who represent northern Victoria and towns like Mildura
and Wodonga. Ms Petrovich and Ms Lovell would be
very aware of the issues faced by businesses in those
towns. They have to deal with two different payroll tax
regimes depending on what side of the border they are
operating, and if they have operations on both sides of
the border, they are subject to two different payroll tax
regimes.
What this bill seeks to do is harmonise those regimes,
not in terms of the rates and thresholds, except that
New South Wales will continue to have a different and,
I understand, higher rate than does Victoria. The
framework around the levying of that payroll tax is
harmonised by virtue of this legislation.
In going through a process like that, some elements
have been picked up from the current Victorian
legislation, and aspects have been picked up from the
New South Wales legislation. I thank the Department
of Treasury and Finance and the minister’s office for
the table of changes that they have prepared which
highlights those elements of the bill that are different to
the current legislation. A lot of the new bill is carried
forward directly from the current act of 1971, but there
are some areas that are new and there are some areas
that, as a consequence of the changes, have had revenue
impact.
The net revenue impact of this bill is expected to be
minimal — in the order of $2 million per annum over
the next four years — but within that net figure there
are some positive and negative impacts that are worth
commenting on. The first of those is an approach that
has been adopted from what applies in New South
Wales, which is to include or to expand the payroll tax
net to cover the issuing of options to employees. If a
remuneration package for an employee in Victoria
includes the issuing of share options, they will now be
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collected within the payroll tax net, predominantly at
the value at which they are issued. That represents a
substantial expansion to the payroll tax net — an area
that has not been covered before in Victoria — and the
Treasury’s assessment of that change is in the order of
$7 million to $7.7 million per annum over the next four
years. It is not something that I think many businesses
in Victoria have turned their minds to.
I note in the briefing notes provided by the minister’s
office a reference to ‘consultation with business in
Victoria’. However, I know from the consultations that
I have undertaken with some businesses and accounting
practices within my electorate that there is no
appreciation of the impact that this change is going to
have on the handling of remuneration packages and
consequently on the levying of payroll tax. While we
accept that it is a necessary consequence of
harmonisation with New South Wales, I do not know
that it has been as widely articulated within the
accounting profession and the business community in
Victoria as may be necessary, given that type of
remuneration.
The other key area in terms of revenue impact is the
way in which fringe benefits are treated under the
payroll tax legislation. There are two principal changes,
and they both relate to the way in which fringe benefits
are grossed up. Under the commonwealth legislation an
employer is responsible for paying the tax on a fringe
benefit, and the tax on ordinary fringe benefits, putting
aside motor vehicles and a few other exceptions, is
assessed at the highest marginal rate. Therefore the
value of the fringe benefit is calculated by grossing up
the actual cost of the fringe benefit by the highest
marginal rate on the income tax scales.
I understand from the briefing given by Treasury that
there have been two ways of doing this, that there are
two different rates of grossing up fringe benefits,
depending on whether a goods and services tax is
payable on the fringe benefit. One of the provisions in
this legislation that has been picked up from New South
Wales allows fringe benefits to be grossed up using the
lower rate. Therefore there will be a reduction in the
total amount of tax collected with respect to the change
to fringe benefits.
The other side to the fringe benefits changes is the
removal of an existing exemption for Australian
Football League clubs. It is not clear from the current
legislation why that exemption for AFL clubs exists. I
understand that when the fringe benefits paid through
AFL clubs are counted in the payroll tax net, they are
not required to be grossed up. That exemption will be
removed, and consequently they will be grossed up in
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the same way as the fringe benefits paid by all other
employers are required to gross up for the purposes of
payroll tax.
There will be an unspecified increase in the amount of
payroll tax levied against AFL clubs, but according to
the table provided through the Treasurer’s office, the
net effect of those two changes to the grossing up
provisions will be a reduction in payroll tax of
$5 million per annum, increasing to a reduction of
$5.5 million in the fourth year. The increase in payroll
tax on share options issued in remuneration packages
netted off by the changes to the grossing up of fringe
benefits will result in a $2 million net increase in
payroll tax per annum under the new regime. So the
revenue impact is minor.
The Liberal Party has elected not to oppose rather than
to support the bill because of the increase in revenue
and the not widely understood impact that the bill will
have on the issuing of share options in remuneration
packages. However, we fully support the concept of
harmonisation between Victoria and New South Wales.
The Prime Minister has said in the federal Parliament
that it has always been the Liberal Party’s practice,
whether in opposition or in government, to support or
not oppose legislation that improves or enhances
productivity. It has never been the position of the
Liberal Party to oppose legislation that leads to those
improvements.
Clearly this legislation will make life a lot easier and
clearer for businesses in both jurisdictions that operate
across the New South Wales-Victoria border. It will
make the handling of their fringe benefits matters a lot
clearer and simpler. It is definitely a step forward. We
would certainly like to see further harmonisation
initiatives, not only in taxation but also in regulation
generally. The days when Victoria should be going it
alone, or any state should be going it alone with respect
to business regulation, are over. Unless there is a clear
reason for state distinctions, we should be looking at a
harmonised approach. This bill is a step in the right
direction, and I look forward to its speedy passage.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting this bill; and for that matter,
we will not be opposing it either.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Before I comment
on some particular aspects of the Payroll Tax Bill I
want to make some general comments about payroll tax
itself. My first comment is about my personal view that
payroll tax is one of the most regressive taxes imposed
in this country. When you look at it you realise it is
ludicrous to suggest that a person should be taxed for
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giving somebody else a job in this country; in fact the
reverse should be the situation. A far more logical
approach is that there should be tax breaks for those
who employ others. The whole payroll tax issue needs
to be debated by governments and looked at very
carefully, because it is a very regressive tax that does
not help our economy or individuals at all.
It is interesting that the rates of payroll tax applicable in
Victoria are contained in the schedule to this bill. I refer
members to page 92, which contains schedule 1. It sets
out a whole range of definitions and also the rate at
which payroll tax is currently applied in Victoria. First
of all, under the definition of ‘R’ — ‘R’ being the letter
used in the formula for calculating payroll tax — the
rate of payroll tax in Victoria from 1 July 2007 will be
5.05 per cent, and from 1 July 2008 that figure will
come down to 5 per cent. Successive governments have
all made an effort to reduce payroll tax, and that is
laudable. I include the current government in that
regard as well; it has made efforts to reduce payroll tax,
as did the previous government.
However, payroll tax is still a significant impost on
those who wish to employ people. Putting an extra
5 per cent cost factor on the act of employing
somebody, as I said before, is ludicrous and extremely
regressive in its nature. The tax threshold for paying
payroll tax in Victoria is $550 000, which is also stated
in schedule 1 of the bill. Therefore once your total
payroll exceeds $550 000, payroll tax starts being
applied. At today’s rates, given the incomes that people
now attract, it does not take the employment of too
many to get to that threshold figure of just over half a
million dollars.
It is also instructive to look at the amounts the state
government receives from employers paying payroll
tax. I note from the budget papers recently presented to
this Parliament, which are in fact still open for debate in
this house — particularly in budget paper 3 — that the
2006–07 revenue from payroll tax alone was
$3.8 billion. The projected revenue in the 2007–08
budget is $4 billion, and in the previous year it was
$3.8 billion — an increase of 4.9 per cent. Even though
the government is reducing the rate at which payroll tax
is paid in this state and even though the threshold has
been increased, there will still be an increase in the next
financial year of 4.9 per cent. Members of the
government will argue that it is a growing economy,
and so it is — the economy is growing but so is the
potential to even further reduce the state’s reliance on
payroll tax.
Among the taxation subgroups in this state, the payroll
tax collection figures are the largest. The total receipts
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from taxation are $11.6 billion, of which payroll tax
makes up $4 billion. The next largest figure is land
transfer duties — that is, stamp duty that people pay on
the conveyance of land in this state — at $2.9 billion.
We can see that at $4 billion of the total $11.6 billion
taxation revenue received by this government, payroll
tax contributes more than a third. Hence one can
understand the reliance the Victorian government and
other state governments have on payroll tax. Despite its
being iniquitous and regressive, I can understand that at
this stage governments rely on it to make sure their
budgets balance. However, having said that, I still think
there is scope to further reduce payroll tax. It should be
a priority of this government and any future
governments to continue to reduce payroll tax and aim
towards its eventual elimination entirely. I wanted to
make those general comments and give my personal
views about the whole issue of payroll tax.
Let me turn to the bill, which I might add The Nationals
will not oppose even though there are some aspects of it
we do not like. There are other aspects which we do
like and which we think are sensible. On balance we
have come to a decision that we will not oppose it. I
repeat that the purposes of the bill include to re-enact
and modernise the law relating to payroll tax, to
harmonise payroll tax with New South Wales and to
repeal the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971. The bill is actually a
complete rewrite of the Pay-roll Tax Act as it currently
applies in Victoria.
As I said, we are not going to oppose this bill but there
are some features of it with which we are not all that
pleased. The first is that despite all the rhetoric that this
is a harmonisation of payroll tax law between New
South Wales and Victoria, there is no harmonisation of
the rates at which payroll tax is paid. If you look at
schedule 1, which I have previously referred the house
to, you can see the rates at which Victorian employers
pay payroll tax. In New South Wales those rates are
different. For example, the threshold rate in New South
Wales is $600 000, which is significantly different from
$550 000. Indeed the rates at which payroll tax is paid
are different in the two states. When we talk about
harmonisation or when we talk about the intent of this
bill being to bring about uniformity between payroll tax
in New South Wales and Victoria, that is actually far
from the case.
In fact if you look at the bill it is constructed in two
parts. A comment in the explanatory memorandum
says:
For all practical purposes, the main body of the bill will be
identical to the equivalent New South Wales legislation, and
any state-specific provisions will be contained in a schedule
to the bill.
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The bill itself has about 90 pages of clauses, yet the
schedules make up almost 40 pages. We have 90 pages
of harmonisation between Victorian and New South
Wales law but almost 40 pages in which there is a lack
of harmonisation between the two states because of the
rates being different. I make the point again that
although this claims to be a harmonisation of payroll
tax laws between the two states, it is far from it.
The second area I pick up is the area of apprentices and
trainees. Once upon a time any employer was exempt
from paying payroll tax on the accumulated figures that
were paid to apprentices and employees, so that was a
direct incentive to employers taking on new apprentices
or new trainees. But the Bracks government dropped
that provision in its first term, so now the income paid
to apprentices and trainees must be included in the total
wages paid by that employer for the purposes of
calculating payroll tax. That has proven to be a distinct
disincentive to employers taking on apprentices and
trainees.
Again, we should be expanding our skill base in this
state by encouraging more people to take on
apprenticeships and traineeships, but by including them
in the tax provision required to be met by employers we
are actually doing the opposite. I think that is a bad
thing. At the time the current government in its first
term dropped that exemption for apprentices and
trainees I said it was a bad move, and it has proven to
be a bad move. What is happening with this legislation
is that New South Wales is going to follow Victoria’s
bad example and drop the exemption that has
previously been given to employers who employ
apprentices and trainees. I think that is bad. There are a
couple of other aspects of this bill we are not all that
pleased with either.
On the other hand there are some sensible provisions
contained in the bill, and I want to acknowledge some
of those in my contribution to this debate. The
harmonisation of the administrative components of the
collection of payroll tax in both New South Wales and
Victoria can be a good thing, because we are all well
aware that many businesses operate in New South
Wales and Victoria. If my memory serves me correctly,
the second-reading speech says it is estimated that
8000 businesses operate in both New South Wales and
Victoria. Indeed there should be some commonality in
the way in which payroll tax is applied in both of those
states, so if there is harmonisation in how payroll tax is
paid and collected, we say that is a good thing.
However, when the government talks about a one-stop
shop for businesses paying payroll tax in Victoria and
New South Wales, that is probably going to be more of
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a virtual one-stop shop rather than a physical one-stop
shop. It is not as if employers walk into a premises or
actually visit a premises to pay payroll tax now; it is
usually done over the internet or with direct bank
transfers.
The briefing note supplied to the spokesperson for The
Nationals in this area, Bill Sykes, the member for
Benalla in the other place, lists the changes to
Victoria’s legislation. I think it was a good briefing
note, and I pay credit to the department for providing
The Nationals with that briefing note, which succinctly
summarises the changes to Victoria’s legislation and
also the changes to the New South Wales legislation.
Among the things that we are particularly pleased about
is the fact that there will now be an exemption from
payroll tax for wages paid to employees participating in
voluntary emergency work, including work for the
Country Fire Authority and the Victorian State
Emergency Service. We applaud that initiative. We
think it is the very least that the government could do
for an employer who releases his or her employees to
participate in emergency service work in Victoria while
still paying them as if they were at work. That is a great
gesture on behalf of employers and should be
recognised, and the very least the government can do is
exempt from the provisions of payroll tax that
component paid while those employees are undertaking
active emergency service work. That particular aspect
is welcomed.
I note there will also be an increase in the period
allowed for refunds and reassessments for all state
taxes, not just payroll tax, from three years to five
years. Again, we applaud that particular measure.
Given the nature of submitting returns and completing
financial audits et cetera, often it is a period of some
years before people can rightfully claim all that might
be owing to them, and that increase in the period in
which exemptions or refunds can be sought from three
years to five years is indeed sensible.
I also note that Victoria is increasing its exemption rates
for motor vehicle allowances and accommodation
allowances to align them with the rates applying in
New South Wales. That is a very modest benefit that
will apply to Victorian employees, but it is a positive
benefit, so we welcome those exemptions.
As I said, there will also be some changes to the New
South Wales legislation to better conform with that
which we will adopt in Victoria. I have already
mentioned what I think is the worst aspect of that —
that is, the removal of the payroll tax exemption for
single-employer apprentices and trainees, and
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apprentices and trainees employed under a group
not-for-profit training organisation. That has been a
most retrograde step, and I am sure that New South
Wales will follow the same pattern that has occurred in
Victoria — that is, there will be less opportunities for
young people to enter into traineeships and
apprenticeships.
There will be some general changes to both sets of
legislation in Victoria and New South Wales. I note that
one of those is the adoption of uniform definitions and
mutual recognition of exempt charities by combining
the broadest provisions existing in both states. That is a
provision which we in The Nationals welcome. There
are many fine charitable organisations which operate in
both New South Wales and Victoria that should be
acknowledged for the tremendous work they do. By
accepting the broadest definition of a charitable
organisation from both state legislations I think we will
come up with a much fairer final position in respect of
providing payroll exemptions to those charitable
organisations that deserve to have that exemption.
There is a whole range of further features in this
legislation which I am not going to go through in the
course of my contribution tonight. I will just conclude
by saying that there are some measures that I do not
think are sound, that we are not pleased about and that
could have been better. There are other measures which
we applaud and welcome. On balance, we have decided
that we will not oppose this legislation.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I wish to
make a few comments on division 4 of the bill before
us. In my opinion, division 4 represents a backward
step in our economic development. The Democratic
Labor Party has long promoted measures by
governments to encourage businesses to share
ownership and profits with the workers in their
industries.
The effect of division 4 is to impose payroll tax on
businesses that give or grant shares or options to their
workers. We live in an age of the rise of Asia. I think in
centuries to come people will look back at this time as
the period in which Asia developed at an extraordinary
rate, and that means that Australian businesses face
ever-increasing competition. The challenges are
growing by the day.
In the opinion of the Democratic Labor Party, sharing
profits and ownership with workers is one way of
increasing our productivity and competing with the
rising nations of Asia. Sharing ownership with workers
would also end the conflict that exists between the
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owners of businesses and the people who work for
those businesses.
Are we in Australia to rely in the future on mining
alone for our prosperity? If not, we will continue to
need not only our secondary manufacturing industry
but also our primary industry, which is coming under
increasing pressure from imports.
I understand that the reason for this initiative by the
government is to ensure consistency with New South
Wales. In my view it would be better to be consistent
with New South Wales in a forward measure which
would help our economy rather than something which
will diminish our economic future.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased to
speak in support of this 2007 Payroll Tax Bill. As we
have heard, the focus of the harmonisation exercise
which is delivered through this bill will be to reduce the
amount of red tape and compliance costs in relation to
businesses operating across Victoria and New South
Wales. This will provide benefits to the numerous
businesses that operate in both New South Wales and
Victoria. I know, as one of a number of members in this
place from northern Victoria, that there are many
businesses in my electorate that operate in both states. It
is estimated that the harmonisation exercise delivered
through this bill will approximately halve the
compliance costs for those businesses. That is a very
welcome advancement for those businesses. The new
common and simpler provisions which will be
prescribed in each state will also have flow-on benefits
for businesses that operate in only one state, so that is a
further benefit being delivered through this bill.
The Victorian government is committed to providing a
competitive tax environment for all Victorian
businesses. As part of this commitment the
government, through the 2006–07 budget, further
reduced payroll tax rates over the next three years to
5.15 per cent from 1 July 2006, to 5.05 per cent from
1 July 2007 and to 5.00 per cent from 1 July 2008. As
well as that, on 1 January 2007 the government
commenced the scheduled reduction in payroll tax to
5.05 per cent — six months earlier than scheduled. In
total these payroll tax cuts, worth around $559 million
over four years, will bring the Victorian payroll tax rate
to 5 per cent, which is a 13 per cent reduction in the
payroll tax rate since 1999 when the government came
into office, and that is benefiting some
26 000 businesses. Importantly these payroll tax cuts
reinforce that Victoria has the second-lowest payroll tax
rate in Australia — and that is a position that the Bracks
government is very keenly protecting.
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State and federal governments have been pursuing
reforms to reduce red tape for businesses operating in
more than one state for some time. In relation to payroll
tax this pressure has consistently been advanced
through a number of forums, including what has been
referred to as a multilateral project, and a work plan for
that project was endorsed by state treasurers in March
2006. To progress this proposal New South Wales and
Victoria agreed to go in advance of, if you like, and
beyond the multilateral project. That is because Victoria
and New South Wales make up around 60 per cent of
the Australian economy and are home to approximately
57 000 of the nation’s 95 000 payroll tax paying
employers. Some 40 per cent of payroll tax payers —
more than 9000 in Victoria — also operate in at least
one other state. I understand that around 8000 of those
operate in New South Wales and Victoria. I am very
pleased that those 8000 businesses, many of which are
in northern Victoria, will particularly benefit as a result
of this bill through their payroll tax paperwork being
halved.
As to the detail of this bill and the administrative
features of this harmonisation, the first stage of the
process will be to streamline the administration of the
payroll tax systems through the respective state revenue
offices. That will include examining the scope for the
introduction of common payroll tax forms and systems,
a one-stop-shop for businesses paying payroll tax in
Victoria and New South Wales, as well as a common
interpretation of the law by revenue offices, such as
through common commissioner rulings and practice
statements. Those administrative measures will
certainly make life much easier for businesses.
As to the legislative harmonisation features of the bill,
from 1 July 2007 there will be a number of changes to
the Victorian and New South Wales payroll tax
legislation, with both states adopting key aspects of
each other’s respective legislation to ensure a common
approach. I do not intend to go through all of those
changes, which are outlined in the bill and its
explanatory statement, but like some other speakers I
want to draw attention to one particularly advantageous
change — that is, the exemption from payroll tax of
wages paid to employees participating in voluntary
emergency work, including those working with the
CFA (Country Fire Authority) and the Victorian State
Emergency Service. In recent times we have seen a
great many outstanding examples of people who have
volunteered to work with both of those organisations.
This exemption is a terrific way to support that
volunteering and to support employers who are doing
the right thing in supporting their employees as
volunteers.
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In conclusion, I want also to underline that to ensure
that these changes meet the needs of business both the
New South Wales and Victorian governments will
engage the business community in consultation to
further develop these new administrative arrangements.
They include, for example, the development of new
payroll tax forms, as well as other more detailed
implementation issues. That process of consultation
will follow. I also want to indicate that of course the
process does not stop here — there is always more to be
done. Both Victoria and New South Wales remain
committed to the ongoing multilateral work and will
continue to work towards national harmonisation,
building on the improvements that are contained in this
bill.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a brief contribution to the debate on the
Payroll Tax Bill 2007. The opposition has already
indicated that it does not oppose the legislation before
the chamber. Quite simply it is, as many speakers have
said before, a rewrite of the Payroll Tax Act 1971, with
modernisation of the language and the removal of
obsolete references, to harmonise the Victorian payroll
tax legislation with that of New South Wales. The other
part, the theory of reducing the red tape, is yet to be
proven, although hopefully it will be for those 8000 or
so businesses that have cross-border operations. I note
that the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission also has a program in place to reduce red
tape in Victoria. One would expect that it would look at
this as part of its process in doing that.
The bill effectively rewrites the previous act — it
contained 117 sections and 3 schedules with
55 additional sections — and, as many other speakers
have said, much of the detail and legislative intent is
carried over from that act. One of the issues that has
given us concern is the statement about the reduced tax
burden for businesses with cross-border operations, as I
have said. That is yet to be established in its entirety.
I note that some important benefits will come from the
changes provided by the bill. They include an extra
14 days for employers to submit annual returns, the
extension of charitable payroll tax exemptions, the
motor vehicle allowance and accommodation
allowance deductions being in line with or increasing
respectively with Australian Tax Office provisions, and
the calculation for grossing up fringe benefits using a
lower factor, which on my understanding will come at a
cost to revenue of $21.1 million. But the government
has given with one hand and taken away with the other.
As we know, the inclusion of employee share schemes
as part of the calculable payroll tax base is a new tax
base imposition.
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The gain to revenue from the inclusion of employee
share schemes is anticipated to be $29.4 million over
four years. So the cost to revenue of $21.1 million over
four years for the benefit of the calculation for grossing
up fringe benefits using a lower factor has been offset
with an expected windfall of $29.4 million —
$29.4 million it will taketh and $21.1 million it will
giveth — which in the scheme of things means that the
government will prosper by an extra $8.3 million over
the four-year period. That is not in keeping with what
the government should be doing if it is fair dinkum
about trying to make things more efficient.
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businesses that wish to take advantage of any benefits
which may become available from 1 July next.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

The other issue of note concerns the payroll tax. While
this legislation is meant to harmonise tax law between
states — under the heading ‘General’ the explanatory
memorandum states ‘The bill will also harmonise
Victorian payroll tax legislation with the equivalent
payroll tax legislation in New South Wales, thereby
increasing interjurisdictional consistency’ — if the
government were fair dinkum about interjurisdictional
consistency, it would have looked at the threshold
levels at which payroll tax cuts in.

In doing so, I wish to thank the respective members for
their contributions.

The payroll tax threshold in South Australia is
$504 000. In Victoria payroll tax cuts in at $550 000,
but New South Wales is lenient with its extra
$50 000 — its payroll tax cuts in at $600 000. On one
hand the government is saying it is going to bring about
harmonisation but it actually delivers a better result for
New South Wales businesses that are based here when
it comes to like for like on the payroll tax basis, because
those businesses operating out of New South Wales on
identical legislation to that before the chamber have a
taxation benefit of $50 000 before payroll tax cuts in.
That again is a demonstration that the government gives
with one hand and takes with the other. The legislation
is quite detailed, as other members have said. This bill
is really a rehash or modernisation of the existing
legislation.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(JUDICIAL EDUCATION AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL

My final point is about the removal of the exemption
for prescribed sporting clubs, and I know
Victorian-based Australian Football League teams will
be impacted by that. My understanding is that the exact
impact is as yet unknown, and there will be a 12-month
period to get this worked out. The bottom line is that
the legislation comes into effect on 1 July. We have to
get this bill through the house as soon as possible so
that it will take effect on 1 July.
I hope the businesses that will be subjected to
significant changes are aware of the legislative changes
coming their way. Given that we still have not passed
this legislation and given the time frame for its
implementation, we are running things a bit tight for

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Resubmission of question
The PRESIDENT — Order! When the Courts
Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill 2007 was considered by the house earlier
today, the third reading was passed by a majority of the
members then present. It has subsequently been realised
that the third reading should have been passed by an
absolute majority of the whole number of the members
of the Council. I now propose to rectify the matter by
resubmitting the motion for the third reading. I ask the
Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In order that I may determine whether the required
majority has been attained, I ask the members who are
in favour of the question to stand where they are.
Required number of members having risen:
Resubmitted motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

WATER ACTS AMENDMENT
(ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and
Other Matters) Bill 2007, and in doing so state that the
Liberal Party will not be opposing this legislation. The
purpose of this bill is to bring all fines for breaking all
forms of water restrictions under the Infringements Act
2006 and also to amend the Water Act to ensure that
holders of licences for non-consumptive use, such as
fish farming and hydroelectricity generation, cannot
convert these licences into water shares. This has come
about as a consequence of unbundling, and the
amendment needs to be passed by 1 July. The
government has advised the opposition that this was not
intended at the time of the 2005 reforms, and has also
advised that further legislative amendment may be
required in order to address some of these issues.
The key element of this bill is the enforcement of water
restrictions. Currently breaches are enforced in different
ways. Some are enforced under the Infringements Act
and some are not. Different terminology is used for
different types of restrictions. There are drought
response plans, emergency management plans,
permanent water-saving plans, water restrictions, and in
country areas enforcement still exists under by-laws.
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broken a water restriction before they can impose a fine
on that person. The authorised officers will be able to
request the name and address of people if there are
reasonable grounds to suspect that water restrictions
have been broken. This power is currently available to
employees of water authorities in country Victoria, and
it will now be extended to authorised water officers in
the city. However, if an authorised officer is unable to
produce an ID card, people will not have to reveal their
names and addresses.
The bill will also remove the mandatory requirement to
issue warning notices, 10 000 of which had been issued
prior to the introduction of this legislation. Under the
current legislation it is obligatory that a notice be issued
first, followed by a fine if someone continues to breach
restrictions. Under the new legislation mandatory
warnings have gone and the authorised officers will
have discretion as to whether they will issue a warning
notice.
The bill requires water restrictions to be posted on the
internet. This is quite a good thing. Currently the
detailed drought response protocols and information on
restrictions is far more detailed than what is outlined in
the advertisements that appear in the paper. It is only
required that an authority has them available for
inspection during business hours. This legislation
provides that they will now be posted on the internet so
people will be able to look at them at any time. In
today’s electronic information era it makes sense that
these detailed plans should be available on the internet,
not just at the office of the water authority.

The Water (Governance) Act 2006 supports some but
not all of these fines under the Infringements Act. This
bill brings all of those on-the-spot fines under the
Infringements Act. This bill is a consequence of the
Water (Governance) Act, because it did not provide that
all of the fines fall under the Infringements Act, and
that left many still under by-laws in country areas. Once
again we are dealing with legislation that has been
brought back for the Parliament to fix up the
government’s sloppy and rushed attempt at its first
piece of legislation — and this happens time and again.

I would like to deal with the quite severe penalties for
breaching water restrictions. For water-saving
measures, it is a 1 penalty unit fine. For stage 1 it is
2 penalty units; for stage 2, 3 penalty units; for stage 3,
4 penalty units; and for stage 4, 5 penalty units. With a
penalty unit currently being $107.43, and on 1 July
rising to $110.12, it means that these fines add up to
quite hefty penalties for the people on whom they are
imposed. For example, a stage 3 fine will now be $429,
and after 1 July that will rise to $440. The top fine for
breaching stage 4 restrictions is $550. Under this
legislation no mandatory warning is given, so when we
move to stage 4 in Melbourne, it will be a fine of
$550 — quite a significant amount of money to impose
on a person straight up if they were not wilfully
breaking that restriction.

This bill provides for the appointment of authorised
water officers who will have the capacity to issue
on-the-spot fines. The authorised officers must carry ID
cards and present them when necessary. They must also
have reasonable grounds to suspect that someone has

One of the key issues of the bill will be the conduct of
the authorised water officers. One of the things that the
Liberal Party does not want to see is a water Gestapo.
We do not want to see people abusing their power; we
want to make sure that the government will train these
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authorised water officers well so that they will exercise
their powers with care. We have heard that the
Department of Sustainability and Environment will be
running courses, and we hope that the issuing of
warning notices will come under those courses so that
the water officers understand the requirement under the
act to issue a warning notice if necessary rather than
going straight off and issuing a fine.
Any reasonable person would expect someone who is
wilfully breaching restrictions and displays an attitude
of saying, ‘I don’t care’ to be fined, but we do not want
to hear of little old ladies who have had their taps
turned on by the kids down the street as a prank, or who
are genuinely mistaken about the day on which they
can water, being fined without first receiving a warning.
A number of concerns have been raised with us, and
one I would like to mention comes from the Australian
Car Wash Association (ACWA). It is concerned about
the restriction and the way it will be enforced. The
Liberal Party received a letter dated 19 May from Diane
Ross, which says in part:
The enforcement regime for the car wash industry under the
current state drought response plan is very new and there has
been, and still is, a great deal of confusion among the water
authority personnel and the car wash owners and operators
with regards to the rules, the meanings of the wording, and
the exact requirements for compliance.
The compliance procedures were developed ‘on the run’ from
a first meeting between ACWA and the water authorities last
October; the documentation is not at all clear as the people
involved at the water authorities will tell you — hundreds of
phone calls, a large proportion of the compliance reports filled
in incorrectly. There is still confusion over what is required if
compliance is done independently or within the government
sponsored and endorsed water rating scheme. And that is just
in metropolitan Melbourne.
For the regions, the situation is further confused in that some
of these regional authorities are not even sure what the water
rating scheme is and do not see it as a model for compliance,
while the car wash owners who have complied and been
audited within the WRS think that they are now legally rated
(as they would be in Melbourne).

The letter says further:
In this situation we would strongly object to the first warning
being removed, and cannot understand why this has even
been contemplated …

The letter goes on to make a very salient point. It says:
… if there is an unintentional breach or a difference of
opinion, the first warning is the ideal structure within which
any problems can be sorted out; if there is an intentional
breach, the owner will not be able to correct the situation
quickly and will in effect have to cease operations anyway …
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That reinforces what the Liberal Party has been
concerned about in relation to the behaviour and
attitude of the authorised water officers. The Australian
Car Wash Association is just reinforcing those
concerns. This legislation has the ability to severely
impact on this industry. In fact there are four industries
that are severely impacted on by water restrictions, and
this is because they all operate in the domestic water
use area: the nursery industry, the turf industry, the car
wash industry and the swimming pool industry. Other
industries have made significant attempts to reduce
their water use but have not been impacted on by water
restrictions as harshly as these four industries.
What has been the government’s response to the water
crisis so far, and what do we think of today’s
announcements? Looking back over the last four years,
we see that the government’s response has been to
place all responsibility for water savings on households
and industries. It has done nothing to address Victoria’s
water crisis. Many towns in country Victoria have been
on level 4 restrictions for many months, but the
government could not have cared less. On 4 May this
year at 7.30 a.m. Euroa ran out of water. People got up,
they turned on the shower and there was no water. They
tried to make a cup of tea and there was no water — not
one drop of water for an entire town. Emergency water
had to be rushed in — that is, bottled water. Hospital
staff had to wash hospital patients in bottled water. Did
this government care? No.
Mansfield, which is located beside Lake Eildon, has
been on level 4 water restrictions since before
Christmas. It received some little relief in May, when
its water restrictions were reduced to level 3. Yet it was
not until Melbourne reached level 4 trigger points that
the government even began to look for any answers.
What did it come up with? It copied the Liberal Party’s
policy to build a desalination plant — and we know
what government members said about our policy to
build a desalination plant during last November’s
election campaign. They laughed at us. They said it
could not be done. They said it would impact too much
on the environment and would create too many
greenhouse gas emissions. Yet here they are now,
coming out with their grand plan to build a desalination
plant. We welcome that plan to build a desalination
plant, but where did they get their plans from? They
dug out plans that date back to 1975. Very little thought
has been put in by this government; it was a knee-jerk
reaction.
It will take some considerable time to construct a
desalination plant that will produce any water;
therefore, government members needed an easy target.
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The Goulburn Valley has been their easy target. But
believe me, bringing water from the Goulburn Valley to
Melbourne is not a smart plan. Eildon is not
Melbourne’s answer. Eildon is a climate-dependent
catchment. When the Thomson Dam is empty, Lake
Eildon is also empty, and we cannot pipe dust.
Melbourne needs a more secure water supply then one
that relies on a climate-dependent catchment that will
be empty at the same times that Melbourne’s water
supply dams are empty.
Further, what has the government committed to this?
The government has only committed $600 million. We
know that in the Goulburn Valley we need at least
$2.2 billion — and in fact it looks as if that figure could
be a lot higher — to really make our infrastructure state
of the art. If state Labor — —
Mr Lenders — Write a letter to Malcolm Turnbull.
Ms LOVELL — I thank Mr Lenders; I will take up
his interjection. We should leave it to the federal water
minister, Malcolm Turnbull, because if state Labor had
signed up to the federal proposal, this work would have
been done and the water would have been shared
between the irrigators and the environment. Water
would not have been sent to Melbourne; the water
would have been there to be used in the catchment that
it is meant to serve. But Labor did not sign, because it
did not suit Labor’s plan to steal the Goulburn Valley’s
wealth.
Governments are supposed to build infrastructure to
add to the economic prosperity of the regions, and not
to pilfer their wealth. Good examples of this are the
freeways that have been built in Melbourne, such as
CityLink, the West Gate Freeway and the Western Ring
Road. These all provide easier access to areas of
Melbourne and are important transport routes for
industry. No other community has ever been asked to
give up part of its wealth or its industry in return for
infrastructure, so why then has state Labor asked the
Goulburn Valley to give up its water in return for
investment in infrastructure?
Last year the Goulburn system delivered only
350 gigalitres of water to the entire system. Our
irrigators received only 29 per cent of their supply, and
many of our towns have been on level 4 restrictions for
many months, yet this government thinks it can take
almost 25 per cent of that water and pipe it to
Melbourne. Our irrigation infrastructure is in need of
enormous investment, but this needs to be made just to
deliver the entitlements on the system now, to allow for
urban growth in regional towns and cities and also to
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provide the additional environmental flows that this
government has already identified.
When addressing water services committee chairs and
the food bowl group last week in the Goulburn Valley,
the Treasurer said the government did not have to do
this, because Melbourne had other options. Why not
use those other options instead of stealing the Goulburn
Valley’s wealth?
What will Victoria get from this Labor government’s
grand announcements today? Neither of these
initiatives will deliver any water until at least 2010 —
and in the case of the desalination plant it will be even
longer. Farmers have received more promises but will
receive less water. Melburnians will receive higher
water bills and will be carting more buckets for at least
four more years. You have to ask yourself how the
people of Mansfield feel today. They are situated right
below Eildon weir. They have been on level 4
restrictions since before Christmas and received some
relief only in May, when the restrictions went back to
level 3, yet they were told that 75 gigalitres of water out
of Eildon weir would flow straight past them to flush
toilets in Melbourne. You have to ask yourself how the
people of Broadford and Kilmore, who are still on level
4 water restrictions, feel when they see that pipeline
being built past their front door to take water to
Melbourne but not deliver water to people in the
Goulburn catchment system.
This is a flawed plan that will steal wealth from the
Goulburn Valley. The Bracks government will be
remembered for many years as having introduced this
plan, because it will shut down country Victoria.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — The Water Acts
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill will
not be opposed by The Nationals. While we are
scathing in our appraisal of the Bracks Labor
government’s performance in securing Victoria’s water
supplies, we believe that in respect of some aspects we
will be better off if this bill is passed than we would be
if it were not passed.
The bill amends the Water Industry Act 1994 to enforce
compliance measures in relation to water restrictions
that have been put in place in response to the drought
emergency management plans and the permanent
water-saving plans. It will add the ability for
on-the-spot fines to be issued without a warrant notice.
They will include infringement notices, court
proceedings, supply restrictions and warning notices.
The bill provides for the appointment of a water
authority to create more authorised officers. I do not
know from where the government will get the
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authorised officers, but it seems to be able to roll them
out. The bill will also empower Melbourne Water
businesses to require suspect offenders to supply their
name and address if required, providing the authorised
officers present an identification card.
The bill will amend the Water Act of 1989 in a similar
way to the way it will amend the Water Industry Act. It
will also remedy an error in the 2005 amendments to
the Water Act in relation to unbundling. People who
live in the north of the state realise what is meant by the
unbundling of water. The government does not realise
the pain some local governments will go through,
especially the financial hardship, as they try to work
their way through farmers being separated from water
based on the rateable value of their properties. The bill
will also amend the act to prevent non-consumptive
licences from being unbundled. The bill brings forward
a number of worthwhile water management issues, and
as such The Nationals will not oppose it. It does not
take away the fact that the government has been
extremely lazy and unimaginative when it comes to
providing Victorians with a secure source of water.
There has been a distinct lack of action.
It is not as though the water crisis has been sprung on
the Victorian public or the government in the last
couple of months; it has taken eight years of below
average rainfall for us to reach the crisis we now find
ourselves in. There seems to be a feeling by some
people in Melbourne — I include members of the
Labor government — that the crisis may well be over,
but that could not be further from the truth. The fact is
that most storages in central Victoria are still empty.
While we have had a tremendous autumn break for
cereal crops, which are looking promising, the fact is
that Lake Eppalock in the Bendigo region is still at
around 1 per cent of capacity, and the whole of the
Coliban system is at less than 6 per cent of capacity. If
the winter rains do not come, we will be in an
unbelievably sad state of affairs.
One has to ask: what emergency measures has the
government put in place, what water infrastructure has
been put in place and in what areas has it failed? We
know that Bendigo, which I have mentioned on a
number of occasions, is one of the driest cities in the
world, yet it has one of the most wasteful and
inefficient water supply systems in the world. The
amount of water wasted from the time water leaves the
catchments that have been allocated to supply Bendigo
to the time it is delivered to the respective properties is
between 50 and 70 per cent. This is an area that the
Bracks government has refused to address. At any stage
in the last seven years the government could have
brought forward its 10 to 15-year time frame to address
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these inefficiencies in the Coliban system, yet the best it
can do is bring it forward so that we may get a 5 to
10-year plan. The government could complete those
inefficiency savings tomorrow. The situation could be
fixed within two years if the government simply had the
will and commitment to save the water that is being
wasted in the Coliban system.
Water travels along 100-year-old gutters, 70 kilometres
around the mountainsides of Malmsbury, past Kyneton,
and Castlemaine and finds its way into some of the
storages around Bendigo. Enormous amounts of water
are lost in the main race that comes out of the
Malmsbury, Upper Coliban and Lauriston reservoirs.
The main waste occurs when the water leaves the
storages around the Bendigo region and heads off into
the inefficient urban gutters which deliver water to
dams on many urban properties, which are unnecessary.
Yet the government says, ‘What will we do about it?
We will leave these inefficient systems in place because
it is too big a problem for us to try to address. We will
build a pipeline; it is the only solution that can be put in
place. Because we have done nothing for the last seven
years all we can do now is build a pipeline from an area
that might have water’.
As we know, the pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake
Eppalock is being put in place because we have got to
the stage where it is the only solution available that will
deliver 25-odd megalitres a day to the Bendigo region.
The government refused to look at any other options.
We have a situation in which Bendigo could run out of
water if it does not rain. It will be touch and go whether
the pipeline can be completed by September. We have
been guaranteed that it will, but the previous speaker
mentioned that Euroa got to the stage where it simply
ran out of water. The Rural City of Wangaratta got to
the stage where some 10 000 to 15 000 people living in
the city were only two and a half weeks away from
running out of water, yet this government refuses to
look at the possibility of building a new dam.
But when is the government going to wake up and
discover that its ideology and philosophy regarding the
building of the new dam will harm rural and regional
Victoria?
Lake Buffalo currently has a capacity of 24 gigalitres.
There has been a proposal on the table for some 20 to
30 years. The land has been purchased. All we need is a
government which has a will and a desire to take
advantage of this. Lake Buffalo is in a high catchment
area. We should take advantage of the fact that we can
dramatically increase the availability of water for the
north-east of the state if we convert Little Buffalo into
Big Buffalo. If we do this, we could increase the
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capacity of Lake Buffalo by 40 fold. That would
effectively mean that Wangaratta would never have to
run out of water again. There would also be options for
Euroa.
We have found that many members of the Labor Party
enjoy holidaying in the high country. They would be
aware of a little township called Bright, and they would
pass through it on the way to their free chalets. They
would know that Bright was running out of water and
was in dire straits. Bright does not have any water
storage around the Ovens River, which is above the
town. The town relies on the river flowing to continue
to extract its water. The water authorities were able to
pump water out of a sinkhole into the river to get the
river to run past Bright and enable its 2500 regular
residents to continue to use water in their daily lives. As
we know, the population of the town of Bright can
expand to 10 000, 20 000 or even 30 000 during the
peak holiday periods. Nothing has been done to ensure
this problem will not occur again next year. Everybody
is sitting back just hoping it is going to rain.
We are looking at a serious situation. Whilst all of our
catchments are wet and there has been sufficient rain
for them to start running, the rain has been negligible.
We are still sitting in an absolute crisis. We are in the
lap of the gods. We need sustained rain throughout
winter in order to get a significant amount of water into
our larger and main storages and to provide our
irrigators with a water allocation for the coming
summer.
Members of this house have heard about the Arundel
dam proposal which was put forward by members on
this side of the house. It has been ridiculed by members
of the government, who say it is going to be too
expensive and will not create enough water. That is
fine, but the water saved in the Arundel dam would be
able to be continually emptied and used to augment the
supplies at Rosalind Reservoir. That means if there are
two to five significant rain events throughout the course
of the year, the dam will fill up each time and can be
emptied each time.
We know that the run-off from that area is growing
exponentially simply because it now feeds off the areas
of Sunbury and Gisborne. As those areas continue to
expand at an unbelievable rate, the amount of
stormwater will increase and so will the run-off from
additional tin and tiled roofs. In effect the water will
come from the head of the Maribyrnong River. The
amount of that water will increase because of the
development in the satellite cities of Gisborne, New
Gisborne and Sunbury.
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The other benefit of the Arundel project is that it will
provide an opportunity to fix up the existing problem of
the Lower Maribyrnong River flooding. Many millions
of dollars have been spent in and around the
Flemington Racecourse to fix flooding problems. Levy
banks and the like have been put in place along the
Lower Maribyrnong River. This problem could have
been fixed if the government had the desire, will and
commitment to put in place genuine infrastructure
projects in the Upper Maribyrnong area.
The government has been caught out for a lack of
vision regarding recycling. It attempted to put up a plan
to pump recycled water out of Carrum. Instead of the
recycled water flowing out at Gunnamatta, the
government was going to send it to Gippsland. The
government then found out when doing its business
case that not only did the industry in Gippsland not
want the water but the process was inefficient and
ineffective. The whole concept was simply a bad
business case. The people of Gippsland were furious
that Melbourne was happy to dump its recycled water
in Gippsland as opposed to putting in place ways to use
its own recycled water.
I spent three days in South Australia with The Nationals
spokesman for water and environment, Peter Walsh, the
member for Swan Hill in the other place. We saw how
Adelaide is using stormwater and waste water from the
water plant in Bolivar. It has direct pipelines which take
the vast majority of water from Bolivar out to market
gardens and orchards in Virginia to provide for
high-quality returns in those industries. There is also a
southern treatment plant which delivers water under
pressure to the entire McLaren Vale wine region, which
utilises waste water from Adelaide.
I have looked around to see where Melbourne is using
such high-quality infrastructure and is using its recycled
water to produce such high returning yields — and I
cannot see it. Proposals have been put forward by the
western treatment plant at Werribee South to use
recycled water, but only a very small portion of the
water which is treated at the plant is used on market
gardens. We should be looking at greater quantities of
water. This government does not seem to have the
foresight, the vision, the commitment or the will to get
any of these common-sense projects up and running so
that we can use what water we have available for the
best returns.
We know that the recycled water is treated at Werribee
South and is pumped into the bay at Werribee South.
We also know that it contains a whole range of
pollutants that cause a vast array of damage to the bay,
which creates another range of problems that have to be
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addressed. This is the same problem that led the South
Australian government to stop all the water that used to
run out into the gulf from Adelaide. It turned those
wetlands into a stormwater harvesting project at
Mawson Lakes, and the Adelaide government is using
the wetlands as a natural cleansing filter so that the
recycled water can then be captured and pumped
underground into the aquifers of Adelaide.
There are 24 or 25 wetlands through three or four
different municipalities which create enough water to
recharge the aquifers; and at a time that suits their
development, that water is taken from the aquifers and
used to fully flush all the toilets, to maintain the
artificial lakes and to water all the gardens at the new
suburb at Mawson Lakes. People in that region,
12 kilometres to the north of Adelaide, are paying a
$30 000 premium just so they can live in Mawson
Lakes because it has drought-proofed itself from the
drought we are now experiencing.
Where is the vision from the Victorian government to
rival that? It does not exist. We have talked about
capturing stormwater in the Bendigo region, where
geographically we are blessed because all the
stormwater from the Bendigo region goes down the one
creek, so nature is doing our work for us. All we need is
the government to acknowledge that if our rainfall
patterns change so that we face a future with less rain,
then maybe we need to look at the way we catch our
water. Maybe our traditional storages will never run
again. I think they probably will — in fact, I am almost
certain they will — but if they do not and if all the
doomsayers out there are right, and if the future is one
of diminishing rainfall, then maybe we should look at
changing where we go to get our rainwater.
Maybe it should come from the stormwater drains of
our cities, in that over 95 per cent of all the rain can be
captured because it is landing on bitumen roads, tin
roofs, tiled roofs — but at present is just going down
the gutters. It finds its way into culverts and concrete
guttering. With a little will and imagination maybe we
could introduce schemes so that stormwater harvesting
becomes a major source of water.
I am not just talking about some of the minute
programs that this government likes to trumpet, such as
spending over $5 million to save 9 megalitres of
stormwater, which is what will be spent putting in place
a stormwater capturing process at the Melbourne Zoo.
If the government wants to spend $5 million in regional
Victoria, it will save quite a bit more than 9 megalitres
of water!
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This is where the government has missed the mark. It
talks about stormwater projects in suburban Melbourne,
where it can easily advertise to the world that it has a
stormwater project up and running at, for example, the
Melbourne Zoo, but the sheer economics of producing
water through savings needs to be looked at in a far
more critical manner, to assess and compare what
works at the Melbourne Zoo and what does not work in
regional Victoria.
Melbourne undoubtedly needs to be returning its
recycled water from the two main treatment plants at
Werribee South and Carrum Downs to Melbourne. It
needs to reuse its own wastewater to irrigate and water
the gardens, parks, recreational reserves, racetracks and
golf courses. They can all be watered by wastewater,
thereby saving many hundreds of gigalitres that would
otherwise be potable water being put onto recreational
reserves.
As I have said, the stormwater project in Bendigo was
gazumped by this government. It was ridiculed by the
then Minister for Agriculture in the other house who
did not like the idea because he had not thought of it
first. He said it would not work because he, a senior
minister of this government, said, ‘We do not want to
put in place a stormwater capture system because we
cannot make it rain’. He is right — we cannot make it
rain, but good governments make ready the community
for when it does rain. However, this government has
done nothing about catching stormwater in the Bendigo
region, yet it has rained throughout March, April and
May, with significant runoffs down the Bendigo Creek.
That water was not captured and the government is
making no moves towards putting in place a significant
stormwater capture for our reservoirs, which would
enable us to send that water back to Lake Eppalock or
possibly put it back into the Campaspe River, which
could then augment the irrigators’ supplies, or it could
even be put into the pipeline being built from the
Coliban River, which water would flow into Lake
Eppalock.
Today’s announcement on water again shows an
unbelievable lack of vision on the part of the
government. It had one plan, but it now has two plans.
It has picked up on the desalination plant as its idea.
Less than two months ago in this chamber it voted
down that proposition when an opposition party moved
that we investigate the possibility of having a
desalination plant in Victoria; then the government
argued that down. In effect it sat in this house for
3 hours of opposition business, listening to us put our
best arguments in support of desalination, only to have
it spend its time working out ways to credibly argue our

WATER ACTS AMENDMENT (ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL
Tuesday, 19 June 2007

COUNCIL

idea down. During all the time it was knocking down
our motion it was also working out ways of building
what it has announced today. Talk about hypocrisy!
How could government members on the back benches
stand up and argue against something they know their
government is working for?
If you cannot stand up and talk the truth, why bother
standing up and talking at all, if you are going to stand
up here and tell lie after lie — when they knew their
government was designing and planning for a
desalination plant in the first place.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — You should support us
then.
Mr DRUM — I have no problem with a
desalination plant, Mr Theophanous. I want to take the
minister up on his interjection: I want to know how he
can tell his backbenchers and other government
members to stand up and argue something down for
3 hours when in fact they are working behind the
scenes to build the very same project.
The government shows its arrogance — if someone
else is putting forward an idea, it says, ‘We cannot
support it, and if it comes from the opposition side, we
will do everything we can to argue it down, irrespective
of whether it is a good idea and has merit. Regardless of
whether we fully agree with them behind the scenes, we
cannot possibly let on to the Victorian public that the
opposition could ever come up with a viable and decent
idea’.
The Minister for Regional and Rural Development in
the other place — Minister Brumby, the de facto water
minister — headed up to northern Victoria in the last
couple of days, trying to bully the northern councils
into putting their support behind a north–south pipeline.
He was told where to get off and to quickly get back to
Melbourne, to not bother trying to bully councils like
the Moira shire into supporting a plan which they fully
oppose.
Those councils along the Murray River and in the
northern regions of Victoria truly understand that water
equals employment, that water equals industry, that
employment equals prosperity for the region; and it is
only when all those things are solely reliant on water
being available that we have enormous employment in
the northern parts of Victoria.
When Melbourne takes that water away from the
Goulburn Valley, it will take away the jobs, it will take
away wealth and it will take away the prosperity of that
region as well. Minister Brumby knows this; he is being
cute with his wording, because he has made
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unequivocal promises that this is not on the Labor
Party’s agenda. He says it is not Labor Party policy to
take water and pipe it over the Great Dividing Range.
He says it is not Labor Party policy to let Melbourne
enter into the water market to purchase water from the
irrigators in the open market. He says this is not Labor
Party policy, and yet in the blink of an eye, with the
stroke of a pen, he has been prepared to break all those
promises he made prior to the election. All the promises
he made at the election when he went with hand on
heart in front of the Victorian public have been broken
with the stroke of a pen because it now suits him to
look after a different cohort of Victorians. He no longer
wants to be the irrigators’ friend; he is now happy to be
the friend of Melburnians. He does not care where he
takes the water from. He does not care about ensuring
that regional and northern Victoria have the water in
which to grow industry.
Mr Pakula — You sold the irrigators out to Mark
Vaile.
Mr DRUM — Mr Pakula is trying to involve the
federal Leader of The Nationals in this. Mr Pakula
knows that had it not been for the federal Nationals
putting in place some of the safeguards surrounding the
$10 billion irrigation plan, if we ended up with
Mr Garrett in charge of water in this country we would
see some 3000 gigalitres of water go down the Murray
River as part of the Living Murray project.
There has been an amazing level of hypocrisy coming
from the government, which has forgotten the whole
concept of growing regional Victoria. By taking away
the water, it will take away the industry, it will take
away the jobs. If Mr Brumby truly had regional
Victoria at heart and truly wanted to see regional
Victoria grow and prosper, he would spend the money
on regional Victoria, and he would let the environment
and the irrigators share in the spoils of the infrastructure
improvements.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — That is what we are
doing.
Mr DRUM — No, you are not doing that at all,
Mr Theophanous. If the government would like only
the irrigators and the environment to share in that water,
then that is fine — it should invest in the infrastructure
improvements and leave the water in the region. If we
get the federal government involved in this, that is
exactly what it will do.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr DRUM — Mr Pakula is now talking about
looking after our federal mates. Obviously Mr Pakula
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does not truly understand the whole water issue. He
does not understand that The Nationals have led this
whole debate. He does not understand that they have a
greater understanding of how the Murray–Darling
Basin cap will make sure that the basin is protected into
the future. If infrastructure improvements can be made
in the Goulburn region, those improvements should
stay within the Goulburn region and Victoria should
grow in a holistic fashion.
We do not necessarily want to have a capital city that
just keeps getting bigger and bigger. We do not
necessarily want to have a capital city that takes all of
the jobs, takes all of our youth and takes all of the
power we generate from Latrobe Valley in Gippsland.
We do not necessarily want to have a capital city that
keeps growing at an exponential rate compared to
regional Victoria. If we are truly concerned about all of
Victoria, we need to ensure that some of the resources
that make Victoria a great state are left in the regions so
that people will look towards regional Victoria and see
that there is a tremendous opportunity for them to go
into those regions because those regions have
water-intensive and water-reliant industries and with
them will go the jobs, the prosperity and the
employment.
We have seen the Treasurer, Minister Brumby, go into
the regions and be nothing short of a bully in the threats
he has made to some regional councils, in effect saying
to them that they should support his plan or he will cut
the financing of all the discretionary projects on which
so many of our councils need state government support
on a regular basis. If that is the way you liaise with, talk
to and treat your local government partners — so many
times in this Parliament we hear about how local
government is a partner of state government — I would
hate to see the way you treat your enemies.
The fact is we need a government that has greater
vision. We need a government that is prepared to look
at all other aspects — at bore water, at fixing up some
of our inefficient urban systems and at desalination and
recycling projects. It is good to see that in the Coliban
system in Bendigo a very good proposal has been put
together to save the waste water from Epsom and pump
it back to Spring Gully. However, there is still an
argument to be had about this water being pumped out
to Eppalock and being used for environmental flows.
Although we have storages that are sitting at 6 per cent
and 1 per cent of their respective capacities, we are
going to have recycled water which has been treated to
AAA class put down the river to act as environmental
flows — and that is happening as we speak. Whilst our
storage at Eppalock is less than 1 per cent of capacity,
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every day we have in the vicinity of 5 megalitres to
6 megalitres going by and another 5 megalitres or
6 megalitres going over the wall at Eppalock and
running down as an environmental flow. I think it is
time that we took a stand on environmental flows. We
still have an absolute crisis on our hands in relation to
storages being at unbelievably low levels — —
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Industry
and State Development).

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

Mastectomies: prostheses
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Community Services. It deals with quite a poignant
issue, and I hope he will be able to help me with this. I
have a constituent who has approached me regarding a
prosthesis. This constituent has had a double
mastectomy. One breast was removed 27 years ago,
and the other one was removed last July. She says the
state government has a limit on the assistance given to
mastectomy patients on health cards of $250 for a
prosthesis. She says this will only cover one prosthesis,
and as the other one is very old and cumbersome, she is
now forced not to wear any prosthesis. She is on a
disability pension and cannot even afford the supports
that she needs for the prosthesis to go into.
I am aware that the minister is in the process of
developing guidelines for the allocation of aids and
equipment, but I am also aware that the additional
money allocated in the May budget for aids and
equipment will not be forthcoming until after 1 July
2008. The issue I raise is a matter of dignity and
self-esteem. I ask the minister to direct his department
to allocate additional aids and equipment funding for
mastectomy patients as a matter of urgency and prior to
2008.
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Drought: bore water access
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change in another
place regarding funding for drought relief works. The
government has provided funding for drought relief
works, and we in The Nationals applaud the assistance
given for the drought, although we would always argue
for more. However, one of those measures was an
important one, and that was — and I am quoting from
the Department of Sustainability and Environment
website:
Three million dollars for emergency bore and water supply
network — the government will provide funding for an
emergency bore and water supply network and to prepare an
updated inventory of reliable and accessible water supply
cartage points across the state. This will include the upgrading
of existing sites and the establishment of new sites as
proposed by water authorities.

One of the sites proposed for the establishment of an
emergency water supply point was at Gormandale, a
town on the Highlands Highway between Traralgon
and Yarram. The Shire of Wellington and the
Gormandale Recreation Reserve deemed it was
necessary to have such a point there to provide drought
assistance for those in the areas without water and also
for the local Country Fire Authority and the recreation
reserve users. The Shire of Wellington made a
submission to Southern Rural Water on 23 April
containing the full details of the application. It said in
its letter:
An existing bore at Gormandale Recreation Reserve is
currently out of commission due to suspected collapsing of
the casing and it has been determined that a replacement bore
would be the best option to restore a reliable water supply
point in the Gormandale area.
In this regard council wishes to apply on behalf of the
Gormandale Recreation Reserve for funding assistance under
the EWSP program to drill and construct a new drought relief
bore at the Gormandale Recreation Reserve.

The application was received by Southern Rural Water.
Its response dated 1 June includes this comment:
The deadlines for this funding program is that invoicing is to
be completed and finalised by the end of May, and for all
works to be completed by the end of June, with works being
audited in July. Unfortunately due to time constraints we are
unable to grant Wellington shire funding for this project.

It does not say that funding has run out, nor does it give
any indication of whether the funding is going to be
available beyond this financial year. All it says is that
time constraints prevented this application from
proceeding further.
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My request to the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change is this: that he gives a commitment on
behalf of the government to provide funding that will
enable this important drought assistance measure to
continue into the 2007–08 financial year and so enable
Wellington shire to pursue its application on behalf of
the Gormandale community.

Youth: Building Bridges program
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health in the
other place, Bronwyn Pike. Last Thursday evening I
attended the launch of a DVD produced by 30 young
Australians of school age, some of the families of
whom have recently moved to Australia from Africa,
the Middle East and other parts of the world. This
group of young people also had amongst them a
number of different religious beliefs.
The movie they produced was called Outer East
Voices. It was funded through the VicHealth Building
Bridges program. Participants came from the primary
and secondary schools of the Knox, Maroondah and
Yarra Ranges areas. The goal of the project was for the
students to learn about the mechanics of making a
movie and to talk about how to get along, their
experiences of racism and the hope that their generation
will stop racism altogether.
One part of the movie featured a young Sudanese
primary school boy and his new Aussie friend. They
speak about one of their first encounters involving a bit
of a blue and a bit of push and shove. The teacher told
them, ‘You lads need to go away and sort out your
issues’. They decided the way to sort out their issues
was to become best mates, and they have been best
mates ever since. If only warring countries had teachers
that could inspire them to similar results.
During the night a young teenage Muslim girl gave one
of the most thought-provoking speeches I have heard
for a long time. She said that what she saw as Aussie
values — considering that she has lived here all her
life — had greatly diminished after September 11.
Unfortunately attitudes towards her had changed in
some quarters. She also spoke passionately on other
issues and was obviously inspired by this project.
The movie is a good news story in that all the kids in
the movie state that they believe Australia is not a racist
country but for a few minority elements. I ask the
minister to investigate the potential of this program
being extended to other parts of the state due to the
success it has had in the outer east.
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Australian Council of Trade Unions: political
strategy
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the
Attorney-General in another place. He is also the
Minister for Industrial Relations. The matter is in
relation to a particular document I received in the mail.
It is entitled the ACTU Federal Election 2007 Union
Political Strategy Manual. Let me say it is a very
interesting read. It just happened to appear under my
door. I was very grateful; I did not even have to invest
in photocopying.
It raises a series of issues in relation to possible
breaches, whether in reality or in sentiment, of
Victorian laws, rights — in particular the human rights
charter — and obligations, which are reflected in the
strategies as outlined by the Australian Council of
Trade Unions. They involve such concerns as access to
personal details that a particular union member may
have given his or her union but not necessarily the
ACTU; the possible diversion of membership funds;
access to an electronic roll, which I understand under
the act only candidates or members of Parliament have
access to; as well as the very concerning tactics which
can be used in door-to-door canvassing or telephoning
that could be tantamount to harassment. This is
especially the case in the northern part of my electorate,
for example, which is covered by the federal seat of
La Trobe, one of the 22 seats identified by this
particular strategy for a political campaign. It identifies
that over 15 000 union members actually live in the
La Trobe electorate.
Let me say how concerned people are. On 17 April the
community was invited to a meeting at the Berwick
Springs Hotel to express its concerns about
WorkChoices.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the gentleman
in the gallery that it is inappropriate for him to be
conducting any communications whatsoever with a
member in this chamber — and Mr Leane should know
better. I ask him desist; if he does not, I will remove
him.
Mrs PEULICH — Some 80 to 100 seats were put
out for the meeting, but members might like to know
how many people turned up: of the 15 000 union
members in the electorate of La Trobe, 5 turned up.
Those are not good results.
Mr Thornley — On a point of order, President, I
guess like many of us here I have been patiently
waiting to hear what action is being asked of the
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minister. We seem to be running out of time, and I have
not heard it yet.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich, to
continue. I am sure she will get to the point.
Mrs PEULICH — The action that I sought was
actually outlined in the opening sentence. Perhaps if the
member actually used his ears rather than sitting on
them — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich will
address her remarks through the Chair.
Mrs PEULICH — He might in actual fact have
heard that what I wish the Attorney-General and
Minister for Industrial Relations to do is closely
scrutinise this particular document, perhaps even refer it
to an appropriate all-party committee, to make sure that
it is not in breach of the government’s own human
rights charter, to make sure the strategies recommended
in it do not cause harassment or intimidation of women
in particular and of people in the community — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Mrs PEULICH — And that it does not break the
law like — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is the second
occasion I have needed to address Mrs Peulich on
taking instruction from the Chair about her time having
expired. If this had not happened during the
adjournment debate, I would have removed her from
the house. I ask Mrs Peulich to respect the call from the
Chair when she gets it.

Firearms: control
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in another place. The Greens
express their shock and horror at yesterday’s shootings
in Melbourne and their heartfelt condolences for the
victims and their families and friends. This horrific
incident highlights the need for stronger national
handgun control laws. The Greens have been
campaigning since 1996 to restrict handguns, in
particular semiautomatic handguns capable of causing
multiple deaths.
The Greens proposals to ban semiautomatic handguns,
except for police and other legitimate users, have been
voted down in the federal Parliament. There is no
reason for any person other than a police officer to be
carrying such a weapon. The federal and state
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governments must stop pandering to the shooters lobby
and focus on their responsibility to protect the
community from violence perpetrated by the use of
guns.
According to Gun Control Australia, the two major
weaknesses in our gun laws are the abysmally low level
of training required before you are granted a shooters
licence and the organisational structure through which
guns can be legally acquired. On its website it states
that the number of illegal guns is far too high and
suggests that it is time gun sales took place only
through specially adapted police stations. It also states
that guns are far too dangerous an item, that they are
too cheap, too technically deceptive, and too easily
convertible and concealable to be part of the normal
economic trading process.
In 2006 the Australian Institute of Criminology
conducted a six-month analysis of firearms theft in
Australia. Its report stated:
The theft of firearms poses a potential threat to society, as
they may be transferred from the legitimate to the illegitimate
firearms market.

It also states:
The type of in-depth information required on firearms theft is
not routinely captured in police recording systems. If it is
recorded, it cannot be easily extracted.

The report says that in the six months it looked at in
2006, 664 firearms were reported stolen; of those, 9 per
cent were handguns. The majority were registered but
only 12 per cent of the firearms stolen were recovered.
Ammunition was stolen in just over one-quarter of the
incidents, and firearms had previously been stolen from
the same locations in six incidents. Some 30 per cent of
the incidents involved the theft of firearms not stored
correctly.
My request to the minister is that he conduct an urgent
investigation into the number of unrecovered stolen
firearms in Victoria, the level of compliance with the
requirements for the safekeeping of firearms and the
monitoring of the safe storage of firearms that has been
carried out since 2003.

Rail: Ballarat line
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place. I refer to the transport
situation between Melbourne and Ballarat. Recently
many passengers have regularly found themselves
unable to find any seats on the train, if they are lucky
enough to get onto the train. They are forced to stand
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while they travel long distances, often at high speed. I
ask the minister to take immediate steps to address this
situation and to develop long-term strategies to
overcome this dangerous and unacceptable situation
with travellers.

Roads: bus stops
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Roads and Ports in the other place. It is about a matter
brought to my attention regarding the off-road
provisions for buses stopping for passengers to get on
or off. As many road users would know, buses often
drive into what are called bus stops.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — They are, Mr Koch, thank
you. Those bus stops are actually cut off the roadway
into what you would call the nature strip. The nature
strips on certain sections of roads are being filled in,
and the bus stops are now on the standard roadway. To
give an example to assist the minister, some photos
were given to me of such work being done on Wantirna
Road between Canterbury Road and Boronia Road.
The person who took the photos, when talking to the
crew that was in charge of the restoration of the bus
stops, was advised that they are basically filling in the
bus stops all the way through to Frankston. I am trying
to get some clarification on whether that is correct.
My request to the minister is: is there is a process being
undertaken by VicRoads at the moment that is looking
at putting those things right along that route? If that is
the case, the particular action I am seeking as part of
that is: will advice be given to the community by the
minister or indeed by VicRoads that that is the proposal
being put forward? How does the minister propose to
do that to allow residents to understand so that when
they observe construction taking place along the
roadway they do not become confused as to whether it
is a whole-of-government policy program or a specific
individual program along the particular stretch of road I
nominated?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the view that
the member did not ask for a specific action but simply
asked a couple of questions of the minister. On that
basis, I rule that matter out of order this evening. The
member might like to come back tomorrow and
reframe his matter.

Gaming: poker machines
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My issue
tonight is for the Minister for Gaming in the other
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place. It is estimated that the Bracks Labor government
will collect in excess of $1.5 billion from gaming in the
2007–08 financial year. The government’s addiction to
gaming and other forms of revenue means that it has
lost sight of the impact that gaming can have on
individuals, families and communities. Gaming is a
legitimate social activity and an important source of
revenue for sporting clubs, RSLs and other community
organisations. The Liberal Party recognises the need for
balance on this issue, and at the last election it had a
policy to reduce the number of poker machines by
20 per cent.
Since being elected as a member of this place I have
been contacted by many constituents concerned about
the impact of gaming on their communities. The reality
is that Labor’s policy to cap electronic gaming numbers
in some local government areas means that uncapped
areas such as the shire of Cardinia, the shire of Yarra
Ranges, the shire of South Gippsland and the city of
Knox will be targeted to accept more poker machines.
Under the current government policy these local
government areas can be targeted to receive a
maximum of 10 electronic gaming machines per
1000 people.
Currently the shire of Cardinia has a population of
45 179 people and 212 electronic gaming machines, or
4.69 electronic gaming machines per 1000 people.
Under Labor’s policy this could increase to
452 electronic gaming machines, or a potential increase
of 240 machines. The shire of Yarra Ranges has a
population of 106 833 people and 427 electronic
gaming machines, or 4 electronic gaming machines per
1000 people. Under Labor’s policy the number of
electronic gaming machines could increase by 641 to a
total of 1068. The shire of South Gippsland has a
population of 20 791 people and 101 electronic gaming
machines, or a ratio of 4.86 machines per 1000 people.
Under Labor’s policy this could increase to
208 machines, or an additional 107 machines. The city
of Knox has a population of 114 922 people and
861 electronic gaming machines, or a ratio of
7.49 machines per 1000 people. Under Labor’s policy
this could increase to 1149 machines or an additional
288 machines.
The recent decision of the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal allowing more poker machines
into Romsey despite vocal community opposition
means that the wishes of local communities will be
ignored in applying the government’s policy as
described above. In light of the above information, I ask
that the minister urgently review the government’s
flawed regional caps policy and in doing so listen to
local government and local communities who seek
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certainty that their communities will not be overtaken
with poker machines against their wishes.

Schools: capital works
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Education and has to do
with Myrtleford Secondary College. Myrtleford
Secondary College is in a decayed and unsatisfactory
condition. That should be no surprise to the minister,
because the issue has been repeatedly raised in state
Parliament by The Nationals MP for Benalla in the
other place, Dr Sykes.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — What school is it?
Mr DRUM — Myrtleford Secondary College. Like
many others, The Nationals were hopeful that the
Myrtleford situation would be among the first
addressed in the education capital works program
outlined by the Treasurer in this year’s budget. There
seems to have been some confusion. Minister Lenders
is on record as saying that 131 schools will be
modernised in the first year of this 10-year plan. He
then went on to name 43 of those schools. There is no
word about which schools are among the other 88.
Myrtleford Secondary College is not on any of the lists.
We do not know whether or not it is in line to receive a
smaller upgrade of between $300 000 and $500 000 or
whatever. In fact to find any record of maintenance
work that has gone on at Myrtleford Secondary College
you have to go back to 1999 during the time of the
previous government; you have to go back that far to
find proof of any real investment in this school’s
buildings.
The community is deeply concerned about the state of
its school. The building leaks because there are holes in
the ceiling, and its classrooms are dilapidated. One
senior teacher recently spoke out about trying to run a
21st century standard of education in a 1950s facility.
The community mounted a vigorous campaign in the
lead-up to the last election in November, but it is now
worried that all that work has been in vain. I urge the
minister to put the community’s concerns to rest by
publicly committing to put Myrtleford Secondary
College on the list of major makeovers in the first year,
otherwise there will be a real concern in regional
Victoria that this will finish up in the same way as the
bungled series of announcements about towns being
connected to the natural gas grid, when communities
were played off one against the other to see who could
come up with the best submission.
The action I seek from the minister is that he prepare an
extensive list of all the schools that are going to be
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either upgraded or modernised in the current year so
that each of those schools is able to see where it sits on
the priority list. At the moment that list does not exist
and schools do not know whether they are going to be
upgraded or modernised in the first year — and some of
these schools are in fact in dire need of that sort of
work. I ask that that list be compiled and then made
public so that the schools know exactly where they sit
in relation to maintenance and upgrading.

The action I seek from the Minister for Health is advice
via a report to provide an insight into the doctor
shortages in rural Victoria by providing accurate
numbers of how many doctors are required throughout
regional Victoria to fill all the current vacancies and, as
a matter of urgency, for the minister to investigate the
current situation at the Kilmore hospital and explain
why doctors are paid a paltry $87 to be on call for
24 hours.

General practitioners: rural and regional
Victoria

Trucks: overdimensional load permits

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — The
matter I raise on the adjournment is for the Minister for
Health in another place, Bronwyn Pike. There was a lot
of publicity last week about the offer of $500 000 to
attract a doctor to move to the rural town of Temora in
New South Wales. This is unfortunately just the tip of
the iceberg. Rural health is in a dramatic state of decline
in Victoria. There is a chronic shortage of doctors
throughout regional and rural Victoria, and unlike the
case of the town of Temora, the shortage of doctors and
facilities is right here on the doorstep of metropolitan
Melbourne.
There is an inadequate amount of funding and
subsequently a lack of resources and equipment.
Whereas Temora can afford to pay its doctors
$500 000, I was alarmed to be told last week that the
doctors in Kilmore are being paid a paltry $87 a night
to be on call at the Kilmore and District Hospital. At the
moment there is literally only a handful of doctors
available to be on call at the hospital — and at $87 for
24 hours it is unlikely to attract others. As it is, some of
these doctors travel from Melbourne when required,
and the $87 a night will hardly cover the petrol costs.
By way of comparison, the neighbouring hospital at
Seymour pays its doctors approximately $500 a night.
There was an article in Country News last week about a
compulsory module which requires medical students at
the University of Melbourne to do a two-week posting
in a rural area. I would like to refer to what was said by
one of the students who chose to work at Kilmore. She
said the lack of resources was what surprised her most.
She also said that considering Kilmore is only
60 kilometres from Melbourne you would expect it to
be just like Melbourne, but it is not; it does not have the
resources we have in Melbourne. She identified the lack
of resources, the desperate shortage of doctors, the
ageing population of general practitioners and the lack
of postgraduate education as the main issues facing
medicine in rural Victoria.

Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Ports in another place
concerning VicRoads’ decision to implement changes
to the overdimensional permit application process.
VicRoads processes 31 000 applications for oversize
permits annually; some 4000 are processed by permit
officers at six rural centres. VicRoads has decided that
greater efficiencies and consistency in issuing permits
will deliver improved services to permit applicants. It
has decided to centralise the issuing of all
overdimensional load permits at its Burwood office
from 2 July 2007. This means that local rural and
regional permit officers will no longer be able to issue
these permits.
A local contractor, whose family has been in the house
relocation business for almost 80 years, has contacted
my office and expressed concern that this change is
basically the same as that tried over 20 years ago, when
it failed to deliver promised improvements and was
reversed. Improving efficiencies and consistency are
worthy ideals, but there are significant differences
between metropolitan and rural and regional areas of
Victoria in terms of fuel costs, road conditions, roadside
obstacles and, most importantly, traffic volumes when
moving overdimensional loads.
This district contractor shifts houses both ways from
South Australia, and while the guidelines for issuing
overdimensional permits in Victoria differ from those
in South Australia, where wider loads are permitted, the
current guidelines using local knowledge work well.
Under the new arrangements contractors are concerned
they will be forced to wait at the border for a decision
to be made from Melbourne before the load can
continue into Victoria, as was the case when permits for
loads in excess of 5 metres wide were previously issued
from Melbourne.
The current system of local permit officers with local
knowledge being able to immediately issue
overdimensional load permits has delivered timely,
practical and consistent service. VicRoads has advised

ADJOURNMENT
1794

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 June 2007

that the proposed changes are in response to broader
industry concerns regarding the quality, timeliness and
consistency of services across the state for the issuing
of permits and that the new arrangements will enable a
consolidated team to deliver services in a consistent,
customer-focused manner. No evidence was given to
suggest there were any serious problems with the
current system. There was also no evidence to support
complaints about the current level of customer service,
and no indication was given that the proposed changes
would in fact improve the service.

I am concerned — and, more importantly, the
community is concerned — that given that Cr Richards
has now resigned, a candidate might well now be
elected on the countback system who was simply there
in the first instance as a dummy candidate put in place
by Cr Droutsas to deliver votes for Cr Richards, who
has stepped down. The community does not want this
outcome. The community would rather have a
by-election and an opportunity to have a fair and
untainted election for a councillor, free of Cr Droutsas’s
intervention.

I ask the minister to review the reasons for
implementing the new arrangements to issue
overdimensional load permits and ensure that any
changes will not hinder permit applicants in either time
or costs.

I therefore ask the Minister for Local Government to
intervene in the circumstances at the City of
Whitehorse and to order a by-election for the
Springfield ward rather than the countback system
being relied upon for the election of a replacement
councillor.

Whitehorse: council vacancy
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish
to address a matter to the Minister for Local
Government in another place. It concerns a current
council vacancy at the City of Whitehorse. Cr Pauline
Richards has just tendered her resignation in the
Springfield ward, I understand to spend more time with
her family, although I note she also spends quite a bit of
time introducing the local Labor Party candidate for
Deakin to a lot of people. Nonetheless, it has been
necessary for her to stand down from the Whitehorse
City Council — and fair enough.
There is a great deal of concern in the Whitehorse area
about the process of countback, which will, at this
point, elect a councillor to replace Cr Richards on the
council. The minister and the house would be aware
that countback provisions were put into the Local
Government Act to cater for a councillor who resigns
from council, and a number of municipalities in my
area have expressed significant concerns about this
provision. They want it changed in any event.
In the context of the Whitehorse City Council there is a
need to really look at this very seriously. George
Droutsas, a councillor at the City of Whitehorse,
remains under investigation at this time for his actions
in the conduct of the last council elections, involving
the Springfield ward and other wards of the council.
Cr Droutsas, who remains on the council at this point,
has actually admitted that he arranged for dummy
candidates and prepared their statements and worked to
ensure that there was a direction of preferences that
would ensure candidates of his preference were elected
to the City of Whitehorse.

Essendon Airport: future
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Industry
and State Development. It involves a long-running
issue in my electorate — that is, the future of Essendon
Airport.
The minister would be aware that there has been a
hard-fought, long battle to retain Essendon Airport for
aviation purposes in Melbourne. Essendon Airport
provides for Victorian aviation a major edge over the
other states, and as such is very important to keep
Victoria at the forefront of aviation in this nation. Any
closure of Essendon Airport would mean that the
international airport at Tullamarine would immediately
need a third runway, as Essendon currently acts as the
third runway, and that would involve, I am sure,
considerable government funds — whether they be
federal or state.
The importance to regional Victoria of Essendon
Airport was shown yet again only recently after the
tragic events at Kerang, when it was used as a centre for
emergency services as ambulances ferried the injured to
nearby hospitals. It is important — and it cannot be
stressed too strongly — because the people of country
Victoria see Essendon Airport as their aviation gateway
to Melbourne, and any attempts to close Essendon
Airport would be a severe slap in the face to the people
of regional Victoria.
Irrespective of the battle that has been fought and won
on the future of Essendon Airport over a long period of
time, there would now appear to be the possibility of
another threat to the future of Essendon Airport — that
is, the perhaps unfortunate, or even unlikely, event of
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the election of a federal Labor government later this
year. It is my understanding that it has been
longstanding Labor Party policy to close Essendon
Airport, and I understand the shadow minister has
already made it clear that that would be his intention.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! There is no further
point of order. I have made my ruling, and Mr Finn has
had his say. I have ruled it out of order, and I suggest
Mr Finn read the guidelines.

Responses
I ask the minister to take the action that would be
necessary to put Victorian aviation first and to prepare
and put into place a campaign, along the lines of those
that this government is so very good at, to defend
Essendon Airport and put this vitally important piece of
infrastructure on the Victorian map forever so that any
federal Labor government — God help us! — knows
exactly where the Victorian government and the
Victorian people stand.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have some concerns
about Mr Finn’s matter with regard to federal
administration as opposed to Victorian administration
and the fact that he is asking for the Victorian minister
to prepare a campaign against a federal administrative
matter. I think I will err on the side of caution and rule
it out.
Mr FINN — I will take a point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn can take a
point of order all he likes, but the fact is that I am ruling
it out.
Mr FINN — On a point of order, President, what I
am seeking the minister to do is take a action similar to
what his colleague the Minister for Industrial Relations
has done in running a campaign against the federal
WorkChoices policy. It is in my view exactly the same
thing and fully within the powers of the minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will read from the
guidelines for Mr Finn:
The matter raised must relate strictly to Victorian government
administration. However, where federal and state jurisdictions
overlap, a matter may be directed to the state minister as it
specifically relates to their area of responsibility. Any matter
falling within the administration of the federal government
will be ruled out of order.

Mr Finn is out of order.
Mr FINN — Further on the point of order,
President, I again put it to you that this is well within
the area of state responsibility because I am indeed
asking the minister to advocate on behalf of Victorians.
I am not asking him to make a federal decision, I am
not asking or expecting him to become involved in a
federal decision-making matter. I am merely asking
him to advocate on behalf of Victorians, as his
government has done on many occasions in the past.

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — Andrea Coote
asked a question for the Minister for Community
Services in relation to a medical procedure, seeking
additional assistance. I will pass that request on to the
minister.
Peter Hall asked a question for the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change in the other place in
relation to drought relief works funding. I will also pass
that message on.
Shaun Leane had a request for the Minister for Health
in the other place relating to a VicHealth project, Outer
East Voices — in fact, it was a movie project. I will
pass that request on to the Minister for Health.
Inga Peulich asked a question for the Attorney-General,
wishing the Attorney-General to closely scrutinise the
ACTU union election manual, and I will pass her
request for that scrutiny by the relevant minister to him.
I am sure he will treat it with the appropriate amount of
effort.
An honourable member — Enthusiasm.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — And enthusiasm.
Ms Pennicuik asked a question for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other place in
relation to the unfortunate shooting that occurred in
Melbourne yesterday. She asked about gun laws. I must
say, President, I was in the very near vicinity of that
shooting at the time, so these things are very close to all
of us, and I will certainly pass her request on to the
relevant minister for consideration.
Peter Kavanagh asked a question for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place in relation to the
long-term strategy on the Ballarat rail line, and I will
pass that on to the transport minister for a direct
response to the member.
Mr Dalla-Riva’s matter was ruled out of order.
Mr O’Donohue asked a question for the Minister for
Gaming in the other place in relation to having a look at
the government’s gaming machine policy, and I will
pass that on to the relevant minister.
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Mr Drum asked a question for the Minister for
Education in the other place in relation to the
Myrtleford Secondary College, but more broadly about
investment in schools, and I will pass his question on as
well.
Donna Petrovich asked a question for the Minister for
Health in the other place in relation to doctor shortages
in rural Victoria. I will pass that question on.
David Koch asked a question for the Minister for Roads
and Ports in the other place in relation to road permit
applications. I will pass that question on as well.
Bruce Atkinson asked a question for the Minister for
Local Government in the other place relating to a
council vacancy in the City of Whitehorse and the way
in which that vacancy will be filled, and I will pass that
question on for consideration.
Bernie Finn’s matter was ruled out of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.43 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 52.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Minister’s exemption certificate under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule No. 46.

PETITION
Following petition presented to house:

Moorabbin Children’s Traffic School: future
To the honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the Victorian
government’s closure of the Moorabbin Children’s Traffic
School, East Boundary Road, Bentleigh East.
We oppose the closure of the Moorabbin Children’s Traffic
School and believe this facility has had a vital role in
educating children in Melbourne’s south-east in road safety.
We therefore request that the traffic school be reopened at
East Boundary Road, Bentleigh East and that the Victorian
government restore funding for it to continue operation as it
had up until the time of its closure.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(34 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General —
Administration of Non-judicial Functions of the
Magistrates’ Court of Victoria, June 2007.
Promoting Better Health Through Healthy Eating and
Physical Activity, June 2007.
Auditor-General’s Office — Annual Plan, 2007–08.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Chattel Securities Act 1987 — No. 51.
Fair Trading Act 1999 — No. 46.
Gene Technology Act 2001 — No. 50.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 47.
Trade Measurement Act 1995 — Trade Measurement
(Administration) Act 1995 — No. 48.
Transport Accident Act 1986 — No. 49.

Minister’s infringements offence consultation certificate
under section 6A(3) in respect of Statutory Rule No. 48.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Ringwood Eisteddfod
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 8 June, I had the pleasure of formally opening
the Ringwood Eisteddfod. The Ringwood Eisteddfod
has been instrumental in recognising and promoting
some of the state’s most talented and highest achieving
musical performers for over 50 years.
The Eisteddfod was founded by Mrs E. M. Taylor back
in 1954, and it continues under the stewardship of her
daughter Ruth Hawkins. The Ringwood Eisteddfod is
the largest and longest running cultural event in the
region. It was recognised as the event of the year in
2005 at the Maroondah City Council Australia Day
awards.
The Ringwood Eisteddfod’s reputation was further
enhanced by the showcasing of local talent at the
opening. Along with others attending this glittering
night of young musicians, I was astounded by the
brilliance of the young performers.
The Eisteddfod opened up with the under 14s
pianoforte competition. We were treated to virtuoso
performances by approximately 30 boys and girls who
played Bartok, Bach, Chopin and Mozart with such
feeling and maturity that you could close your eyes and
think you were in Vienna. All concerned are to be
congratulated for the high standard of performances,
and it was an evening Ringwood can be justifiably
proud of.

Litter: cigarette butts
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I was
delighted to launch the regional Sustainability Victoria
Don’t Be a Tosser — Bin Your Butts campaign in
Shepparton on Monday morning at the Australia Hotel.
This program is designed for smokers who, come
1 July, will no longer be able to smoke in licensed pubs,
clubs and venues, and will therefore have to smoke
their cigarettes outside. It is a campaign to encourage
them to dispose of their cigarette butts safely and in an
effective manner.
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Cigarette butts already account for some 56 per cent of
Victoria’s litter problems, so we do not want to increase
that litter problem when smoking outdoors increases as
a result of the legislation changes. In Shepparton, which
is on the Goulburn and Broken rivers, we do not want
to see cigarette butts, which are very light and easily
blown around, finding their way into stormwater drains,
and in turn into our river systems. We know that all
Victorians, particularly those who live close to those
rivers, appreciate their beauty. This is a great — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Brendan Keilar
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens send condolences to the family of Brendan
Keilar who was tragically killed on Monday. We did
not know him, but from all accounts he was a man with
a great heart. I know this statement will not ease the
pain for his family because words never do. We also
send our support to the two people who are in hospital
and their families.

Women: violence
Ms HARTLAND — The shooting reminds us that
some men believe they have a right to own and control
women by using physical or emotional violence. The
man who attacked these women was a violent offender
even before he pulled out his gun. The men and women
who went to the aid of the women in danger on
Monday made a clear statement by their heroic actions
that violence against women is never acceptable. As a
society we should continue to support these people who
acted on Monday and say that violence against women
is not acceptable and we will never tolerate it.

Shannon’s Way: government contracts
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — On Monday I
picked up the Australian and found an article headed
‘Shannon’s Way doesn’t stop him making waves’. It
was a small piece on well-known Labor mate Bill
Shannon. He is a rolled-gold Labor mate. In fact he has
probably rolled the most gold of any of them by scoring
the $13 million state government water advertising
contract and another large contract with WorkSafe, just
to name two.
This man has a first-class seat in the Bracks
government’s taxpayer-funded gravy train. But it is not
the fact that this mate of the Premier has sponged
millions of dollars from the taxpayer that got on my
goat; rather it was his statement that Shannon’s Way
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has to work twice as hard to win a contract because it is
a Labor firm. Is he trying to fool us or himself? Despite
trying to pass that nonsense off as fact, Mr Shannon’s
competitors are not fools. One of them said to the
Australian, ‘A water contract just happens to go to
Bill — what a surprise!’ and another said, ‘He would be
the biggest recipient of government campaigns’.
So much for a man whose pitch is twice as hard. It
seems a tad unbelievable to all of us. The Labor Party
and its fellow travellers have a long history of trying to
rewrite the past, and Bill Shannon can try all he likes.
But as a man who is a mate of Premier Steve Bracks
and a man who runs Labor’s campaign across the
country, Bill Shannon will not spin away the fact that
he gets work solely because he is a Labor mate first and
a consultant second.

Golden Plains: recreation facilities
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — On Monday,
28 May 2007, I represented the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs in the other place and
opened the Inverleigh second oval project and
Rokewood Recreation Reserve redevelopment. It was a
fantastic day for sport and local communities in the
Golden Plains shire with the opening of these two great
projects.
It is vital that communities have access to good
facilities. Facilities like these do not just cater to a range
of sporting groups and competitions; they also become
important gathering spaces and places for the
communities where good times are shared and
friendships are forged.
Sport plays a vital role in regional Victoria in building
community identity, solidarity and participation. I thank
the local communities for their strong support. They
have shown their support by contributing more than
$19 000 in cash and kind. Golden Plains Shire Council
must be thanked for its contribution of nearly
$230 000 towards the two projects along with the state
government’s contribution of $256 000. These facilities
are a fantastic example of what we can achieve when
state and local governments work together to deliver
the best possible outcomes for our local communities.
I thank the communities of Inverleigh and Rokewood
for their great attendance at both of these functions and
giving me an opportunity to discuss a whole range of
local issues.

Lake Charlegrark: committee of management
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Last Sunday I
joined the Friends of Lake Charlegrark, about
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200 community members and the member for Lowan
in the other place at a meeting, but unfortunately on that
occasion no-one represented the government or
government agencies in far western Victoria.

any more synchrotrons, they should just keep providing
the basics.

Lake Charlegrark lies between Edenhope and Kaniva
near the South Australian border. The people of Lake
Charlegrark met because of their concern about what
had recently happened to one of their lead volunteers on
the recreation reserve committee. He had been fined for
his endeavours to remove the problem of fairy grass
from the lake bed. Lake Charlegrark is one of the best
managed lakes in Victoria. Like many lakes, there is no
water in it at the moment. I can assure members that the
fairy grass problem has been alleviated by the
management at the lake. It is to the credit of the
individual who was looking after this issue that there
are no suckers, litter or anything else on that lake bed
today. A petition of over 880 signatures was signed, but
regrettably it is not in a form that we can present to the
house today.

Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
matter today concerns the reliability of train services in
the Southern Metropolitan Region. The May figures
from Connex tell a very sorry story.

This is another example of a city-centric government
trying to lead communities in regional Victoria and
having no sympathy for what those communities are
doing on their behalf.

Trams: service standards
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — At
8.56 a.m. last Wednesday I was bypassed by my local
tram, the no. 55 to West Coburg. I do not think it was
anything personal, but it was full of people. It simply
arrived, kept going without any sign of slowing down,
and moved on.
Every day since then that tram, which I have managed
to board, has been absolutely chock-a-block. By about
10 past 8 you will not get a seat, and Greens councillor
Fraser Brindley, who lives further down the line from
me, says he does not even bother trying to get on that
tram — he just starts walking and gets on the train at
Royal Park.
I would think that the government is in a good position
to run this particular system effectively. It can certainly
look at past growth in patronage, and it can project
population growth in particular areas. There is even this
thing called the tram plan, which was initiated by the
government but never saw the light of day, a copy of
which I happen to have.
Until such time as the government can run basic
services like trams so that people like me and ordinary
citizens can get to work, its members should not take
any more overseas trips to promote the state or launch

Rail: service standards

On the Alamein line 5.2 per cent of trains were late —
that is about 1 in 20. On the Cranbourne line the figure
was 18.2 per cent, which is somewhere between 1 in 5
and 1 in 6 trains. On the Frankston line 16.9 per cent of
trains were late, which is about 1 in 6 late trains. On the
Pakenham line 23.7 per cent, or close to 1 in 4 trains,
were late. That is a disgrace. Nobody can justify that.
On the Sandringham line 9.5 per cent or almost
1 in 10 trains, were late. The number of cancelled trains
is also extraordinary: 31 on the Sandringham line;
38 on the Pakenham line; 46 on the Frankston line;
15 on the Cranbourne line; and 23 on the Alamein line.
All of this is unacceptable. Lazy, tired, indolent Labor
members are unprepared to stand up to the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place, who does not want
to accept complaints and does not want to deal with
things. Why won’t Rob Hudson, the member for
Bentleigh in the other place, stand up? Why won’t Bob
Stensholt, the member for Burwood in the other place,
stand up? Why won’t those Labor members go in and
see the Premier and say this is unacceptable? Why
won’t they see the transport minister? Or is it that she
won’t see them? I do not know what is going on here,
but I know that those Labor members who have been
part of the government are part of the problem here.
This is a public transport system that this government
has to accept responsibility for. Rob Hudson and Bob
Stensholt and those lazy Labor members who are
unprepared — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Brendan Keilar and Paul de Waard
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
endorse the remarks of Ms Hartland, as no doubt do all
members in this chamber, on the shooting tragedy in
Melbourne earlier this week. When I was coming into
work this morning I was listening to radio station 3AW.
To tell you the truth, I had tears in my eyes when I
listened to a young woman called Donna, who works in
an office in the city, talk about how she had provided
comfort and support and tried to keep conscious the
young Dutch tourist, Mr Paul de Waard, who had
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intervened in that violent incident in the city on
Monday and had paid a very heavy price by being
severely wounded. He is currently in a critical but
stable condition in hospital. I also note the intervention
of Mr Brendan Keilar in that incident.
We live in a society these days where we are all too
frequently seeing people disinclined to become
involved in supporting and rendering assistance to other
people. I think that is an unfortunate trend. This young
Dutchman and Mr Keilar are heroes because of their
preparedness to get involved in defending somebody. I
hope the Premier recognises that young Dutch tourist.

Thompson Road, Carrum Downs, and
Thompsons Road, Cranbourne: duplication
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate the government for allocating
$53 million from the budget to the duplication of
Thompson Road, Carrum Downs, between the Frankston
Freeway and Dandenong-Frankston Road at a cost of
$31 million, and Thompsons Road, Cranbourne,
between the South Gippsland Highway and Narre
Warren-Cranbourne Road at a cost of $22 million.
Thompsons Road, which becomes Thompson Road at
Carrum Downs, is a major east–west link road
connecting the growth corridor with the bayside suburbs
and the industrial estates of Dandenong South. However,
Thompsons Road is too narrow for the traffic it currently
carries, and this has led to considerable safety issues. The
road is gravel edged and has potholes and uneven
surfaces caused by large and heavy vehicles that also use
this stretch of road. Unfortunately this has led to
Thompsons Road being a major black spot, with major
fatalities occurring on the road in recent years.
I and other local members, including a former member
of this place, Mr Bowden, have consistently called for
the duplication of this road. It gives me a great deal of
pleasure to be standing here today and congratulating
the government on this particular funding. The
$53 million allocated to this project is part of the
government’s $103 million commitment to outer
metropolitan roads in the 2007–08 state budget. In
addition, the government has a $1 billion plan for an
upgrade to the Monash–CityLink–West Gate corridor.

World Refugee Day
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — Today,
20 June, is World Refugee Day. Today we remember
the plight of the millions of people around the world
who are refugees who have left their homes due to war
and political strife. We also acknowledge the
contribution refugees have made to this country. Two
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of those countries that are experiencing the largest
displacement of people at the moment are Iraq and
Sudan. The United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees has stated that the situation in Iraq continues
to worsen, with more than 2 million Iraqis being
displaced inside Iraq and another 2.2 million sheltering
in neighbouring states, mainly Syria and Jordan. The
United Nations Assistance Mission for Iraq and the
world food program have said that at least 47 per cent
of those displaced have no access to official food
distribution channels. As a result of the fighting in
Sudan an estimated 1.6 million people are displaced in
the three provinces of the Darfur region.
I call on the federal government to do more to support
international humanitarian programs that support
refugees and to accept more asylum seekers for
humanitarian entry into Australia. In view of
Australia’s role in the war in Iraq, we have a special
obligation to assist the Iraqi people in this regard. I also
reject the Howard government’s proposed refugee swap
with the United States that was announced in April of
this year. This is the latest example of the Howard
government’s blatant disregard of our international
obligations to offer safe haven to people escaping
persecution. Mandatory offshore processing of refugees
is another example. Let us hope that with the coming
federal election it does not degenerate into another
Howard refugee scare campaign.

University of Ballarat: TAFE campus
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Last
Wednesday I joined the Premier for the official opening
of the University of Ballarat’s building and construction
centre, a new TAFE campus that will boost skills
training not just in Ballarat but throughout western
Victoria. Housing up to 500 students, the centre has
already provided training in such areas as bricklaying,
building and construction, carpentry and joinery,
plumbing and electrical services, and it will continue to
train young Victorians and boost the state’s skill base in
the ever-growing construction industry. The centre is a
landmark in environmentally friendly design, with solar
panels incorporated into the north facade, fully
renewable timber cladding and first-class water
efficiency.
The $12.7 million centre on Grant Street will cater for
students from all over western Victoria. As I have often
said in this place, offering young people in regional and
rural Victoria tertiary opportunities in their regions is
vital to their communities of origin keeping them after
they finish their post-secondary education, complete
with their new skills. The people at the University of
Ballarat understand this and are committed, as is the
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Bracks Labor government, to doing everything they can
to encourage young people to stay in regional Victoria
and to take up opportunities that regional Victoria
presents to them. Improvements in educational facilities
such as the University of Ballarat’s building and
construction centre do just that.

simply read ‘Just add water’. That is a candid
commentary on the fact that in the midst of the state’s
worst drought on record the Treasurer handed down a
budget that is effectively devoid of any lateral thinking
or significant plan to increase and improve Victoria’s
water supply.

Melton: family and community hub

In the short time since the tabling of the budget the
government has taken hasty action to try to con the
people in Victoria into thinking it has a plan — and that
it is a plan that has merit. Those people who have a
better understanding of the situation simply see it as a
panicked move. The plans that were announced
yesterday will certainly be to the detriment of regional
Victoria. It has been mentioned that the Premier has a
$3 billion fund to do something, but we have not been
able to find that fund. The Treasurer first put it out there
and said a fund was available for a significant water
project — but then it could no longer be backed up. The
government has not been pushing down that track since
the handing down of the budget.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — As a
member for Western Metropolitan Region I welcome
the fabulous news from the Minister for Children in the
other place, Lisa Neville, regarding the funding for a
family support centre in the shire of Melton. This area
is growing considerably, and families in the community
will benefit significantly from this great innovation,
thanks to funding from the Growing Communities,
Thriving Children initiative of the Bracks Labor
government.
There is nothing more important in our lives than
family, as this latest initiative of the Bracks government
clearly recognises. When completed, the new centre,
funded jointly by the Shire of Melton and the state
government, will provide maternal and child health
services, family support and counselling services, an
extended kindergarten, playgroups and child care. I
congratulate Minister Neville, the Victorian Labor
government and the Shire of Melton.

PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE:
INVESTMENT
Debate resumed from 6 June; motion of
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan):
That this house notes the failure of the state government, over
seven years, to facilitate the required investment in public
infrastructure to ensure the security of supply and reliability
of water, electricity, public transport and the road network.

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — The Nationals
are keen to support this motion. I would like to spend
my short time putting on the table some of the failings
of the Bracks government in relation to significant
infrastructure investment.
We have spoken a lot about water in this chamber in the
last 6 to 12 months. Whilst I will touch slightly on that,
I would like also to look at some of the other areas
where this government has failed to provide Victoria
with sufficient infrastructure investment. There has
been a lot of embarrassment for the government over
the budget that was recently handed down. One
headline in a daily newspaper on the following day

In regional Victoria we only want the same
opportunities to thrive and prosper as there are in
Melbourne. One of the great differences between the
regions and the cities is natural gas. This government
committed to a $70 million project over the previous
four years to roll out natural gas throughout regional
Victoria. In 2003, almost immediately after the 2002
election, the government came in and made a whole
range of sweeping statements, listing a whole range of
towns and communities throughout Victoria that were
going to have natural gas rolled out to them.
In fact in the lead-up to the 2002 election in my region
around central Victoria and in Bendigo the commentary
was such that the Labor Party was promising it would
bring natural gas to a whole range of communities
around Bendigo. Many of the outlying communities
around Bendigo simply do not have natural gas, and
that impacts on the style of life and the financial
viability of many families. The commentary that those
communities were going to have natural gas rolled out
to them in the next term of government was very
warmly received around Bendigo.
The community at Maiden Gully was promised natural
gas, but only part of the suburb was connected. The
natural gas project was initially a policy of The
Nationals. We were of the opinion that we needed to
invest more like $150 million, not $70 million, but we
were grateful for the fact that the government picked up
on it and ran with it anyway.
What we have found is that wherever the pipeline
project has gone through respective communities,
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substantial pockets within those communities have been
left out. If you travel into Gisborne, you will see that
there is a main area of Gisborne that has been
connected to natural gas, but all around its outskirts you
will find what were small communities in small
subdivisions but which are now becoming built up,
with high populations, and those communities are
finding themselves without natural gas. The cost of
fixing up that connection is beyond the means of most
of those families. Given the weather in places like
Gisborne in regional Victoria, the nights and the
mornings get very cold, and there are many families
who would be significantly better off if they were able
to have natural gas connected to their houses.
There is also an entire city that goes under the name of
Swan Hill that is without natural gas, in effect. A
substantial investment will be needed, and the
population of 10 000 to 15 000 people in Swan Hill and
even the population in the outlying areas who come
under the control of the city are still considered
insufficient in number to warrant the capital investment
for the connection of natural gas to Swan Hill.
There will need to be a substantial investment by the
government to subsidise the natural gas connection to
Swan Hill, but that does not mean this government
should not take the bit between its teeth and subsidise
that project to bring further economic development and
industry to a place as vibrant as Swan Hill. That
community is being held back. The government needs
to bite the bullet and outlay the necessary significant
sum it will need to get natural gas into all those
communities — not just Swan Hill but also a whole
range of communities along the way. The sooner we
can get the government to acknowledge that, the better
off we are going to be.
This government is still hiding from the fact that it
broke one of the greatest promises of all here in
Melbourne in relation to the Scoresby freeway —
which turned into the Scoresby tollway. It had to make
that decision. The government went to the election with
the promise that there would be a freeway and that it
would not toll that Scoresby freeway, but within six
weeks of the election it turned around and broke that
promise. You had to be a fool to believe that that
decision had not been made by the government prior to
the election.
The government also made promises about water, and
they were broken yesterday. It went to the last election
saying it would not pipe water across the Great
Dividing Range. Now it has changed its tune, and it has
only been a lack of investment in water infrastructure
that has now left it in a situation where it sees the only
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way being for it to take water off the irrigators. That is a
very sad state of affairs for regional Victoria.
Another one of the great broken promises from this
government in relation to infrastructure failings has
been the lack of action to standardise our rail system.
There has been $20 million of federal government
money sitting on the table to help with the project to
standardise the Mildura line, and this government has
been to three elections with its promise. In 1999 it made
the promise; it was elected and did not do anything
about it. In 2002 it reinforced the promise that it would
standardise the rail line to Mildura; it then froze that
promise. I do not know what it means when you freeze
a promise; it is just the government being cute with
words. It does not want to break the promise, it does not
want to abandon the promise, but it does not want to
uphold and carry the promise forward either.
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr DRUM — For Mr Viney’s information, you
freeze the promise so you can roll it out again some
other time. The rail line is still not standardised and is
still in broad gauge. We have a rail system in that
region on which some of our freight trains travel at
speeds of around 30 to 20 down to 15 kilometres per
hour due to the unbelievably bad state of disrepair of
that system. The government has now taken the
$20 million, which the federal government put on the
table for standardisation, and will use that money to
replace every third or fourth sleeper and make the
system broad gauge.
It is hard to talk about rail without talking about the fast
rail project. One of the great cons this government has
perpetrated in regional Victoria in the last three or four
years has been its trying to sell a standard maintenance
program or rail upgrade as fast rail. Government
members should hang their heads in shame. This is not
fast rail at all; fast rail systems have been implemented
across the world and they compete with air transport.
This project has effectively left half of our train services
slower.
Ms Pulford interjected.
Mr DRUM — I inform Ms Pulford that half of our
train services are slower. Two weeks ago I caught the
train. Surprisingly it turned up on time. That was a
welcome surprise.
Throwing $1 billion at regional rail and failing to
address the infrastructure problems that exist in
suburban areas has in effect been for nothing if time
and speed of service is to be a no. 1 priority. As we
know from those people involved, the surveys that led
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to the fast rail project showed that only 7 per cent of
Victorian regional rail travellers said that speed of
service had anything to do with their catching public
transport. They were more interested in punctuality
with services turning up on time and with regular
services so they knew they could catch the train they
wanted to. Most of them wanted a system that would
enable their services to leave at a specific time on or
after the hour.

The rail line in the north-east of the state has been by
far the worst line of all the rail systems throughout
Victoria that carry passengers. About 82 per cent of its
services arrive within the prescribed 6 minutes leeway.
Services to the Wodonga region have a leeway of
11 minutes but still have a punctuality rate around the
low 80 percentile mark. The rail punctuality rate in the
north-east of Victoria is absolutely pathetic and
travellers in that region can have no confidence in it.

However, the government did not want to come up with
a reliable and regular transport service. Instead, it tried
to sell a con to Victorians that it wanted to have a fast
rail service. It ripped up one of the lines north of
Kyneton so that where we used to have duplicated rail
systems we now have a single line, which causes
further delays. By its failure to attack the sprawl that is
generated by the metropolitan system, once regional
services hit Water Gardens, Pakenham, Broadmeadows
and Werribee and travel in from those stations on each
of the respective regional lines, they are faced with a
metropolitan system that forces them to slow down to
walking pace and to run late.

Unlike all the other services throughout Victoria, the
main problem with the north–east line that goes through
Shepparton and the line that takes off from Seymour
and goes to Wodonga is the state of the track. It has
simply been left in a state of disrepair, because this
government cannot make up its mind what it wants to
do. It does not know whether it needs to standardise
that line, whether it is going to build on the standard
line that goes through the interstate lines or whether it
wants to put in place a whole range of passing loops to
enable further traffic to be taken off the broad gauge
line and put onto the standard line, which is possibly
going to be the solution in the near future. Obviously
the government needs to make a major decision about
what it is going to do with rail services in north-eastern
Victoria.

There is a very clear message. Now the government has
purchased back the rail system from Pacific National,
the figures are very clear. The reporting data clearly
shows where the delays are emanating from — and that
is from inside the metropolitan area.
Recently we went to the Wangaratta region; as I said in
this chamber during debate last night on water issues,
Wangaratta very nearly ran out of water. A number of
colleagues, including The Nationals spokesperson on
water, the member for Swan Hill, Peter Walsh, and the
members for Benalla and Murray Valley in the other
place, Bill Sykes and Ken Jasper; a number of local
water experts in that region; and I were concerned that
previous governments had made provision to expand
Lake Buffalo to 40 times its present capacity, yet
Wangaratta found itself in a situation where the town
very nearly ran out of water. Certainly in that part of the
state we have issues about water shortages.
Lake William Hovel is a very small reservoir and has
been filled from the little bit of rain we have had
recently. It holds something like 14 000 megalitres. The
opportunity exists in that part of Victoria for us to
increase the size of our water storages and to increase
the opportunities for irrigators to get water, to increase
the opportunity for our towns and cities to prosper, but
the government needs to have a look at the policies that
drive it and which are holding it back from investing in
infrastructure such as water and rail projects.

Also areas of East Gippsland and West Gippsland have
a lack of water storage facilities in relation to off-stream
capacities with the Mitchell River. The opportunity is
there to do something off stream on the Mitchell River,
which would secure water supplies for the irrigators.
Nothing has been done by this government about
regional airports. During the parliamentary Rural and
Regional Committee public hearings held as part of the
committee’s tourism inquiry witnesses have said
regional airports could give this state a huge boost if
only some infrastructure spending was directed to them.
Also, rail trails around the state have been left in a state
of disrepair. This government certainly does not
understand how many tourist dollars could be invested
in regional Victoria if some of its rail trails and walking
tracks were brought back into a usable condition. To a
lesser extent the bicycle paths that link some of the
smaller communities have been left alone. The
government needs to address a whole range of
infrastructure issues, with water certainly being a major
one.
I will leave some time for my Leader, Peter Hall, who
has his own list of available options, to contribute to the
debate. This issue can clearly be summed up by a
question that I asked the Minister for Major Projects in
this chamber about six weeks ago. I asked him if he
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would let the chamber know of any major project being
planned for regional Victoria. He stood up and
stammered, flustered and flubbed, and mentioned
something about some of the projects that are going on
in Melbourne. In the end he sat down without being
able to mention one major project for regional Victoria
in his answer to a question without notice. It is an
indictment of this government that its members are so
city-centric that they do not care about regional
Victoria. When it comes to major infrastructure
investment, we have a government that cannot put in
place one project that is actually going to help regional
Victoria. The government gives us a toxic waste dump
and Melbourne’s recycled water, and then tells us that it
governs for everybody. What a joke!
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
oppose the motion, and I intend to speak principally on
the part of the motion that goes to road infrastructure. In
regard to road infrastructure, the opposition’s motion
simply does not stack up. Since coming to office in
1999 the Bracks government has committed funding of
more than $4 billion to Victorian roads, and $2 billion
of that has been spent on rural and regional roads.
There has been funding of more than $100 million for
new and upgraded bridges across the state’s arterial
road network. Before the last election the state
government released Meeting Our Transport
Challenges, which documents how that investment will
continue in an integrated fashion. There is funding of
$737 million to upgrade the Monash–West Gate
corridor, $1.3 billion for outer metropolitan arterial
roads and nearly $700 million for arterial roads in
country Victoria.
In addition there is funding of $1.7 billion for major
road projects which are currently being delivered by the
government, including the Calder Freeway upgrades
between Kyneton and Faraday and between Faraday
and Ravenswood; the Tullamarine Freeway–Calder
Highway interchange project; the Pakenham bypass;
the Deer Park bypass; the Geelong ring-road project
and the duplication of the Goulburn Valley Highway.
There have been some $800 million-worth of
completed road upgrade projects in outer metropolitan
areas, including the Craigieburn bypass, the Hallam
bypass, the Narre Warren–Cranbourne Road upgrade
and the duplication of Pascoe Vale Road.
Then there are the costed commitments that are
outlined in this year’s budget alone. The $250 million
for roads includes $91 million to upgrade regional
roads and $103 million to upgrade key routes in
Melbourne’s outer suburbs. That includes $32 million
to widen Ferntree Gully Road between Jells Road and
Stud Road, which just goes to show that, unlike our
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friends in Canberra, we do not use road funding to
pork-barrel in marginal seats. Unless I am sorely
mistaken, that particular road lies within the electorate
of the shadow Treasurer. There is also funding of more
than $50 million to duplicate Thompsons Road from
Carrum Downs through to Cranbourne.
The government has also invested in road safety. Of
more than 1500 road safety projects, two-thirds are in
country Victoria. Over the last four years Victoria has
had its four lowest road tolls on record: an average of
6.6 fatalities per 100 000, compared to 8.3 per 100 000
for the rest of Australia.
The government’s investment in roads is unparalleled.
In a speech during the last sitting week
Mr Rich-Phillips for a moment gave me pause for hope.
He stood up and indicated that he was not simply going
to catalogue failures and that he would instead provide
us with some depth and analysis and talk about
outcomes. I thought for a moment that we might hear a
policy or a plan. I thought for a moment we might hear
Mr Rich-Phillips outline an alternative. I thought for a
moment we might hear a solution rather than just
carping. Alas, Acting President, I should have known
better. What Mr Rich-Phillips did is what the Liberal
Party always does. He came in, catalogued what he saw
as problems, proposed not a single solution to any of
them and blamed everything that has happened on the
government.
Let us start with Mr Rich-Phillips’s treatise on energy.
He talked about power outages that occurred earlier this
year as a result of a confluence of catastrophic
incidents. There was a massive heatwave, record power
consumption and an enormous bushfire that knocked
out the main interconnector between Victoria and New
South Wales — and Mr Rich-Phillips said that was the
government’s fault. That might be a fair cop if the
government had done nothing to increase base load
power, but Mr Rich-Phillips himself acknowledged
Basslink and the Laverton project. In his speech
Mr Leane went through a range of other projects by
which the government has increased base load power in
this state.
I would like to know what Mr Rich-Phillips is
suggesting. Is he proposing that we invest billions of
dollars of taxpayers money to build power stations
which would increase base load power to a level far in
excess of the state’s day-to-day requirements, which
would sit idle most of the time and which would be
needed only to provide spare supply in the case of
catastrophic incidents? My invitation to him is that if
that is what he means, he should say that, and we
should have a debate about whether the state should in
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effect be duplicating its base load energy needs to deal
with catastrophic incidents that may occur from time to
time.
Mr Rich-Phillips then tried to advance the proposition
that the fact the city experienced congestion problems
as a result of the Burnley Tunnel catastrophe was again
somehow an example of government neglect. What a
load of rubbish. If you picked any major city in the
world and shut down the main feeder route into that
city, you would see congestion. This is not something
that is confined to Melbourne. If you shut down the
M5 motorway or the Edgware Road in London, if there
were a fire in New York’s Holland Tunnel, or if the
Eastern Distributor or the Cahill Expressway in Sydney
were shut down for three days, there would be absolute
pandemonium in each and every one of those cities.
The fact is that what followed the Burnley Tunnel
catastrophe was an example of Melbourne coping
pretty well with adversity. It is absolutely cynical and
opportunistic to come in here and suggest that a city the
size of Melbourne would not be deeply impacted by a
three-day shutdown of a road of critical importance to
the city, no matter what other projects were in place.
I turn to the other factor which I think demolishes the
Liberal Party’s credibility on the issue of roads — that
is, the way the Liberals’ federal counterparts are ripping
Victoria off when it comes to road funding. As has been
outlined in this place before, Victoria provides 25 per
cent of the nation’s fuel excise, 25 per cent of the
nation’s gross domestic product and 25 per cent of the
national transport task, yet in the last round of AusLink
funding we got 16.5 per cent of federal money. We got
$2.48 billion when our fair share would have been
$3.75 billion. We were short-changed by the
commonwealth to the tune of $1.27 billion.
The federal government will not kick in $62.5 million,
which is its share of funding for stage 4 of the Geelong
ring-road, because Stewart McArthur, the federal
member for Corangamite, does not like the route that
has been chosen, but it will kick in $2.3 billion for the
Goodna bypass in Queensland, which the Queensland
Premier has said he does not want, which the
Queensland Liberal Party leader has said he does not
want and which the Liberal Lord Mayor of Brisbane,
Campbell Newman, has said he does not want. Nobody
wants this road. It is projected to carry the same amount
of traffic as stage 4 of the Geelong bypass and it will
cost 37 times more money than we are asking the
federal government to kick in for Geelong, yet the
federal government will put the $2.3 billion into
Goodna and will not put $62.5 million into the Geelong
ring-road, because the Goodna bypass runs through five
marginal seats in Queensland.
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Ms Pulford — How many?
Mr PAKULA — Five. It is an absolute disgrace. If
the same thing happens this time with AusLink 2, we
will not miss out on funding of $1.2 billion, we will
miss out on funding of $1.6 billion — and on initial
indications it looks like we might do even worse than
that. If this state got its just deserts in AusLink funding,
stage 4 of the Geelong ring-road could be finished, the
Calder interchange at Taylors Lakes could be finished,
we could duplicate the Princes Highway between
Traralgon and Sale, and the Goulburn Valley Highway
bypass at Nagambie and Shepparton could be built. But
what have we heard from the Liberal Party? What have
we heard from the opposition leader about the way that
the opposition’s federal counterparts are ripping
Victoria off? Not a word. What Nationals MP has
raised their voice against Canberra in support of this
state rather than their party? There has not been one.
What we have seen instead is blind loyalty to their
federal colleagues rather than loyalty to their state.
How sad that change is, because to give credit where
credit is due, when Geoff Craige was the Liberal Party
roads minister in this place and Victoria was getting
dudded by the Howard government over roads, he did
not hesitate to hammer Canberra. He put Victoria first
regardless of the party tensions it created. When Bill
Baxter was roads minister he was moved to
congratulate the Labor opposition because it supported
the state government in its campaign to get a better road
funding deal from the Keating government. I turn to
Hansard of 12 May 1993, which records the
Honourable W. R. Baxter, the then Minister for Roads
and Ports, as saying, ‘I also applaud the support the
opposition has given to the government in respect of
federal funding’. Members should bear in mind that at
the time Australia had a Labor government.
Mr Hall — A very good minister, that man.
Mr PAKULA — I would not disagree with you,
Mr Hall. A Victorian Labor opposition was supporting
a Victorian Liberal government in going after the
federal Labor government for better funds for this state.
That was our form and that was the form of previous
governments — that is, putting the state first and going
after the money for the building of better roads for
Victoria but that is not the form anymore. A pattern is
emerging, because the same thing has happened with the
Prime Minister’s water plan. I will give The Nationals
credit because they held out for a little while. But they
caved in eventually, and that is what makes Mr Drum’s
horror-story performance last night even more amusing.
The Liberal Party from day one said, ‘Just sign it’.
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Regardless of the views of the Victorian Farmers
Federation or irrigators and regardless of the need for
long-term water security in the Murray–Darling Basin,
the Liberal Party said, ‘Just sign it’.

The opposition forgets it was their governments that
destroyed the country freight lines and work opportunities in
regional Victoria.

When the Premier came out of his meeting with the
Prime Minister two weeks ago, with every indication
that an agreement was imminent and with every
indication that those concerns would finally be
addressed, what did the Leader of the Opposition in the
other house say? He said, ‘Just get on and sign it’. That
moves me to read a letter from Mr Ron O’Toole of
Mount Eliza which was published in the Herald Sun. It
says:

Terry Mulder and Damian Drum should remember who
fought for the retention of and improved the
Maryborough–Ararat–Portland–Geelong lines for grain and
superphosphate traffic, and who under successive Liberal
governments destroyed those freight lines and thousands of
job opportunities in these bush communities.

Listening to the Victorian Liberal and National parties on the
federal government’s $10 billion Murray–Darling plan, I’m
left with the impression they would have rolled over
immediately for their federal leaders rather than stand up for
their Victorian constituency.
Hope I am wrong.

Sorry, Mr O’Toole, you are dead right! Once again, this
is an example of the Liberal Party allowing its
corporate party political interests to take precedence
over the state’s interests. Liberal Party members come
in here and try to lecture us about infrastructure. That
party was the great infrastructure vandal of our time.
The response of its members to infrastructure was like
Pavlov’s dog — every time they saw infrastructure,
they started salivating. They could not decide whether
to shut it down or flog it off. They washed their hands
of the public transport system and they flogged off the
State Electricity Commission of Victoria. We have got
their federal mates who fixed us up with a broadband
network that they are laughing at in Mongolia. They
signed a contract for CityLink that exposes the state to
financial penalties if we dare upgrade alternative
transport routes. They opposed key elements of the
Dynon port rail project, then they pretended they
supported rail freight. They sold off the country rail
network without any maintenance obligations on the
lessee.
I shall read one more letter, this time from the Bendigo
Advertiser, under the heading ‘Opposition parties
crying wolf over rail’. It says:
Just how much history of our Victorian rail system can be
misrepresented by the opposition in Victoria?
I refer to the report in the Advertiser on May 30, ‘Audit slams
Victoria’s rail’.
The report on regional rail infrastructure has been criticised
by the Auditor-General, and immediately jumped on by our
Liberal and National parties.

…

I remember those men and women who worked hard to get
the Ararat–Maryborough line reopened — and they were not
politicians.
The opposition parties enforced the use of road transport to
the detriment of their government rail network and now cry
wolf.

That letter was written by Bill Collier of Golden
Square. How right he is! The Liberal Party has been the
great infrastructure vandal of our time. Its members
need not come in here and lecture the government
about infrastructure spending. They have no credibility
on this issue. Their arguments, particularly on roads, do
not stack up, and the opposition motion should be
rejected.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
decided that today I would like to spend my time in this
debate by reciting a history lesson about public
transport. So far as I can see, neither the Labor Party
nor the Liberals in government have given it any
priority. I will be looking at four governments — those
of Cain and Kirner, Kennett and Bracks.
During the Cain and Kirner governments we had the
disasters with the scratch tickets, the beginning of
corporatisation of public transport in the form of
Hillside and Bayside Trains, and the removal of
conductors from trams and buses.
Under the Kennett government it was the selling off of
the freight network, the privatised ownership of the
tracks and the forming of VicTrack. Those who were in
local government then know what a difficult
organisation VicTrack is to deal with, sometimes being
described as ‘a mediaeval walled city’.
There was the franchising of passenger transport to
companies such as National Express, which then
walked away and handed back the keys at Christmas
time several years ago, leaving the system in complete
chaos. They sold off the transport workshops at
Newport, Ballarat and Bendigo. The consequences for
local communities was severe, and a problem then was
about where young people could go to get
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apprenticeships. Infrastructure and maintenance was
privatised, and it has not been successful.
One of my favourites of the Kennett era involved the
ticket machines that were so poorly designed because
the government took the cheap tender, and then had to
employ security guards to protect the machines. You
could go to a railway station where there were no staff
but a security guard would be protecting the ticket
machine. This happened at a huge cost. Railway
stations were destaffed, making them unsafe. The
CityLink contracts prevented competition for public
transport.
Because of that list of the terrible things that happening
during the Kennett era — the fact that schools were
sold off, country railway stations were closed down,
hospitals were run down and public transport was put in
chaos — it has to be acknowledged that the Bracks
government has had to spend an enormous amount of
money to bring back government services and to mop
up the disasters of privatisation.
However, the Bracks government is now in its third
term. In this year’s budget it acknowledged that there is
a major problem with public transport, but even with
that acknowledgement it has to be said that this
government has failed on a number of fronts. The South
Morang train station has been promised during the last
two elections, but no funding has been set aside.
Coolaroo will get a new station, but not until 2010.
There is no plan to build a station at Patullos Lane or
Somerton, but the land has been set aside. The
government has spent a fortune on the electrification of
the Craigieburn line, but the trains run past vast new
suburbs without stopping.
The $58 million allocated for the Footscray railway
station and the transit city plan is just fantastic.
Considering it is the station I use the most, I am pleased
that this has happened, but it took almost six years of
campaigning by local residents and the council before
the government started to do something about
upgrading that station which is in such a terrible state of
disrepair that it has become unsafe.
There are new estates springing up all over the western
area, such as at Caroline Springs, Wyndham Vale,
Keilor and Hillside. The problems for those estates is
that not only is there often no commuter transport into
the city but also there is no cross-suburb transport. The
government needs to look at the tram routes that go to
Keilor and the re-routing of the Footscray–Moonee
Ponds tram service. What is happening about unsafe
railway crossings? We know how many lives were lost
at the terrible rail accident at Kerang, and there has
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been a series of terrible accidents at the Furlong Road
crossing in Sunshine, but that is not included in any
plans to rectify the situation.
Yarraville station is an accident waiting to happen.
Because there is no pedestrian underpass at the station,
people regularly cross the railway track when the boom
gates are down. While I was on the local council the
government refused to do anything about it, so we
decided to conduct a community survey in 2005. We
found that during peak times in any one day up to
126 people illegally crossed the train line. The boom
gates closed up to 15 times per hour, often for more
than 3 minutes. The longest wait was 17 minutes.
During that period 74 pedestrians and 3 cyclists crossed
illegally and 43 people remained stranded for
17 minutes. It also must be remembered that at
Yarraville station there is a 20-minute service during
peak hours and there is no loop train. This makes
people desperate to get on their trains.
The government ran an advertising campaign to alert
people that crossing train lines while the boom gates are
down is an illegal activity. Reopening the underpass at
Yarraville station would be much better than just
blaming people who are desperate to get on their trains.
Members need to look at the runaway train incident
which happened at Broadmeadows five years ago.
During the inquiry into that incident Connex said it
needed to upgrade the Metrol signalling system in the
control room. But this work has not been planned nor
started and five years have passed. The government
seems to be incredibly surprised that there has been a
20 per cent increase in train patronage. Passengers are
not surprised; they understand why they are catching
trains. It is because of high petrol prices and because
many of them have a commitment to do something
about climate change. Most MPs should catch a train
three or four times a week to see what it is actually like.
Where is the big picture planning for infrastructure?
Ten trains in 2010 will be literally eaten alive — they
will not touch the sides of the problem. Those trains are
not here this year because the government did not plan
and did not order them five years ago. The government
is too timid when it comes to spending money on public
transport, and that is why we are in a crisis. The lessons
that need to be learnt from the lack of infrastructure are
obvious to me: corporatisation has failed, there is no
forward planning and it is too late to rectify a problem
when there is a crisis. The Greens will not be
supporting the motion of the Liberals. It is fine to
condemn the government, but if you offer no way out
of the problem, then these kinds of motions are
worthless.
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to make a contribution on this motion. I
congratulate Mr Rich-Phillips for putting forward this
motion in the chamber. The delivery of infrastructure is
a core component of the role of state governments.
Over the years, particularly over the last 10 to 15 years,
some of the functions of state governments have been
referred to the commonwealth government to obtain the
benefit of a unitary system. A classic example was the
industrial relations system. The Labor federal
opposition now supports a unitary industrial relations
system. Other aspects of regulation and state
government responsibility have been referred to the
commonwealth for the betterment of efficiency and
delivering services in a national framework.
Infrastructure is still the responsibility of the states.
Again I congratulate Mr Rich-Phillips for his motion. I
also congratulate the members on this side of the house
on their contributions.
This government’s history of infrastructure failings is
long and extensive. Before I begin my substantive
speech, I would like to make some comments about the
previous speakers’ contributions. I agree with
Ms Hartland that the scratch tickets introduced by the
Cain and Kirner governments for use on the public
transport system were a joke. She then made some
comments about the Kennett government, but members
should not forget the state that the Cain and Kirner
governments left Victoria in. Victoria was left in a state
of absolute bankruptcy, despair and depression. Tens of
thousands of people moved north. We were nicknamed
Mexicans — an indictment of the mismanagement of
Victoria by the Cain and Kirner governments and its
fiscal irresponsibility.
I inform Ms Hartland that I would be pleased to catch a
train two or three times a week if there were trains
where I lived and if public transport were available to
take me where I need to travel. Unfortunately I have no
choice. Members opposite may recall this government’s
many promises regarding public transport for the
Eastern Victorian Region, but very few promises have
been delivered.
Mr Pakula spoke at length about what the
commonwealth government has failed to do and the
money that it has spent. But what Mr Pakula did not say
is instructive. He did not talk about shorter travel times,
he did not talk about more services and he did not talk
about extending services and honouring commitments
which have been made by this government. He spoke
as government members often speak; he talked about
dollars spent. But dollars spent does not equal
outcomes. You can spend all the money you like, but if
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you do not spend it in an efficient and effective fashion,
money spent does not necessarily lead to improved
services. These are the things that can be understood
from Mr Pakula’s contribution.
Mr Pakula criticised Mr Rich-Phillips’s contribution
about a lack of energy security. I say to Mr Pakula that
whilst we do not want to double Victoria’s energy
capacity, it is not unreasonable for Victorians to expect
that when they flick a switch, the light will turn on.
Energy consumption is increasing, particularly at peak
times during summer. In a country as prosperous as
Australia and in a state that is as prosperous as Victoria,
which has the natural resources of coal, wind, power
and solar power, it is not unreasonable to expect that
when you open your fridge door on every day of every
year you can see it is being powered. It is also not
unreasonable to expect that if you flick a light on in
your bedroom, then the light will turn on. Mr Pakula
really meant by his contribution that we should get used
to brownouts and blackouts, because we want to run
our energy system at maximum capacity and that that is
a good utilisation of it. I say to Mr Pakula and the other
members opposite that that is plainly not good enough.
In an affluent society such as Australia we should be
able to deliver the most basic services at all times. The
government has not done that. Again, what Mr Pakula
did not say is as instructive as what he did say. I note
that he did not make mention of the water infrastructure
crisis. He did not talk about the water announcement
yesterday, because after eight years of being part of a
government with record revenues he has nothing to say.
The government has nothing to say on water. Even
what was promised in the government’s announcement
yesterday is on the never-never. It is talking about
bringing a pipeline from a catchment that has no water
now. It is no doubt hoping there will be enough rain to
fill up Lake Eildon and the other catchments to the
north. It is talking about putting a desalination plant
down in Wonthaggi, which is a surprise to the people of
Wonthaggi. I am sure they are looking forward to
hearing from the government about what is proposed
for this project.
Mr Drum touched on the issue of natural gas. The
people of Warburton in the Upper Yarra are absolutely
furious that other communities in the Upper Yarra have
had natural gas delivered to them but that the
government found it too hard to deliver the gas line an
extra 3 or 4 kilometres to the township of Warburton. If
the government were actually serious about the
environment and about delivering energy in a
cost-effective and environmentally sensitive way, it
would deliver the natural gas to the communities
Mr Drum mentioned. It would deliver natural gas to
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towns such as Warburton, because that is an
energy-efficient and cost-effective way of delivering
energy.
Moving to some of the issues in Eastern Victoria
Region, the electorate I represent, I see public land
management and the way the government takes care of
public land as an issue related to infrastructure
management. Public land is one of the great assets for
all Victorians. The government has badly mismanaged
public land, particularly public land in eastern Victoria.
The bushfires over the recent summer demonstrated the
government’s inability to manage fuel reduction, its
inability to adequately resource our emergency services
and its inability to understand the way public land
operates. The explosion of noxious weeds and feral
animals on our public land is also an indictment of the
government. Again, the government talks about money
being spent in this area but does not talk about the
amount of land that has been rehabilitated for natural
species. It does not talk about the eradication of feral
animals, because it has not done that. The government
has mismanaged our public land.
Mr Pakula made the centrepiece of his contribution the
road network, and I would like to say something about
it too. The point here is not the dollars spent, it is
outcomes. We should be outcome focused and outcome
driven — and roads are at a crisis point in the interface
parts of Eastern Victoria Region. Roads such as Clyde
Road between the Monash Freeway and High Street,
Berwick, are choked up literally 6 to 8 hours per day.
Despite what Mr Pakula said, it has been left to the
federal government to fix many of the problems.
The construction of traffic lights at the intersection of
Tivendale Road and the Princes Freeway has been
provided through the federal government’s Roads to
Recovery funding, and the new Bryn Mawr Bridge in
Berwick will alleviate some of the traffic congestion
there thanks to a $10 million grant from the federal
government. Bungower Road on the Mornington
Peninsula would be upgraded with Roads to Recovery
funding but for the incredibly complex planning system
that the state government has introduced. Not only is
the government not investing money where it should be
investing it but its planning system and the controls it
places on road development are inhibiting the
development of that infrastructure. The government is
not just not spending the money, it is inhibiting that
development. That is a disgrace.
The public transport system in eastern Victoria is at
crisis point. I have been overwhelmed with the contact I
have had from constituents conveying a range of
criticisms of the public transport system. Principally
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these seem to relate to train station car parks, which
cannot cope with the volume of commuters because
they have not been expanded or upgraded, by and large,
by this government. Public transport patronage is rising
but the number of car parks remains the same. If people
do not get to park at a train station by 7.00 a.m. or
7.30 a.m., they miss out. The government should look
at introducing 4-hour or 2-hour parking restrictions in
parts of station car parks for people who do not
necessarily commute to the city for work but commute
from Pakenham to Dandenong for a medical
appointment or from Drouin to Pakenham to go
shopping or for some other non-work-related reason.
Of course the lines and the services themselves are at
breaking point because of the lack of investment in new
rolling stock and the tracks themselves — and there is
no quick fix to this. I refer to a statement by Mr Alex
Makin, a spokesman for the Public Transport Users
Association, who was quoted in the Herald Sun on
18 June as saying that new trains would be welcomed
but would not meet demand. The article states:
There has been very little proper planning. The government
has simply been reacting when there is a crisis … There is a
strong demand for public transport, particularly in light of
rising petrol prices.

The article continues:
Bracks government spokesman Cameron Scott said it did not
believe passenger levels over the next three years would
continue at the current ‘abnormal levels’.

I would like to ask Mr Scott how that sits with the
government’s proposed 20/2020 proposal — that is,
20 per cent of all trips by 2020 being on public
transport — because at the moment the Bracks
government has not achieved even half that level and
the system is at breaking point. The government must
either abandon its policy objective of 20 per cent of
trips by 2020 or it needs to make an enormous
investment in public transport.
Looking specifically at the Gippsland line, which is an
example of the effects of the government’s inability to
deliver services properly, in May of this year 20.3 per
cent of the Warragul and Latrobe Valley trains ran at
least 6 minutes late — the highest percentage of late
trains on any Victorian rail line. On the Sale and
Bairnsdale long distance lines, 15.8 per cent of trains
were at least 11 minutes late. The connecting coach
passenger services to Heyfield, Maffra and other
country towns were affected by these late trains. The
heart of this problem is the Bracks government’s failure
to improve the key section of track between Pakenham
and Dandenong passing through Berwick, which then
causes delays on the Gippsland line. That of course
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says nothing about the fact that the government still has
not come clean about its intentions with the South
Gippsland line, which was promised by the government
in 1999 to be one of the lines to be brought into service.
We still do not know where we stand with this issue.
The uncertainty means that that community cannot plan
for its future because the railway land affects the future
planning for the local council and the planning for
future bus services if the train line is not brought back. I
again call on the government to come clean on its
intentions on the South Gippsland train line, which was
promised in 1999 and on which the government has
gone completely silent. It is time the government came
clean with the people of southern Gippsland.
I again congratulate Mr Rich-Phillips for bringing this
motion to the house’s attention. I also congratulate
members on this side who have so far contributed to the
debate. The delivery of good infrastructure, whether it
be public transport, water, electricity or a good road
network, is one of the key responsibilities of any state
government. This government, no matter how much it
tries to blame the federal government, has failed to
deliver on those services.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to make some comments this
morning on this important motion. Infrastructure is an
important subject, and I am pleased that we have
extended the debate on this particular motion over two
sitting weeks to enable more members to have the
opportunity to participate. That is a healthy sign.
First of all, the motion notes the failure of the state
government over seven years to facilitate the required
investment in a range of infrastructure areas. It is true
that this state government should have done more in
terms of its investment in infrastructure. I know that
government speakers have already commented on the
previous government also failing to invest appropriately
in infrastructure. That may be the case — I am not
denying that. I think there has been an issue with
investment in infrastructure in this state, particularly in
country Victoria, for a long period. My interests and
those of the party I represent have been as long-term
advocates for better infrastructure for the areas we
represent.
This particular motion talks about infrastructure in the
areas of water, electricity, public transport and the road
network. I am going to make a brief comment on each
of those areas, but I will concentrate on just two of
them. The definition of infrastructure could be
extended, and I note that some speakers have extended
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it beyond those four areas, but I will try to limit myself
to concentrating on just those two areas.
First of all, I want to make some remarks on Acting
President Leane’s contribution to this debate last week.
It was a spirited contribution, although not always
logical. I must say also that I enjoy his contributions
because he does not waste words in coming to the point
he wants to make. That is a pretty healthy sign — at
least we know where he stands on some of those issues.
The previous Kennett government was castigated for its
privatisation of the State Electricity Commission. I just
want to correct the record with respect to that. As a
member located in the Latrobe Valley in the heart of
the former SEC country — it is still the power
generation centre of Victoria — I note that it was
actually the previous Kirner government that started the
whole privatisation process. The transport sector of the
State Electricity Commission was privatised by a Labor
government under the premiership of Joan Kirner, as
was Loy Yang B power station.
Mr Pakula — It seems last century!
Mr HALL — It seems last century? Some of the
comments that people make about the Kennett
government are also going right back to 1992, and it
seems a long time ago. Loy Yang B was the last
baseload generator built in Victoria and was
commissioned under private ownership by the Kirner
government. The whole process of privatisation of the
State Electricity Commission was in fact started by a
Labor government.
In his contribution Mr Leane made some points about
Basslink. I note that Mr Pakula also made some
comments about Basslink, saying it is one of the
initiatives by the current government to improve the
electricity supply in Victoria. Basslink has turned out to
be largely an exporter rather than an importer of
electricity. The argument put forward by Mr Leane and
Mr Pakula was that Basslink was to be used as an
addition or supplement to ensure Victoria had adequate
power supplies, but because of the drought and the lack
of hydro-electric power in Tasmania, we have been
exporting more electricity than we have been importing
using Basslink. It does not seem to serve the purpose
that has been claimed for it.
There has also been some comment about wind farms
in Victoria. Wind farms have been a big
disappointment in Victoria. On days when the
temperature gets over 35 degrees Celsius the turbines
are being turned off because of problems associated
with them overheating. Those are the days on which
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Victoria has the most demand for power. I do not think
they have proved to be the boon that some people
suggested they would be.
Mr Leane also made some comments about Valley
Power, the gas-fired power station sitting alongside Loy
Yang B power station in the Latrobe Valley. Valley
Power uses second-hand materials imported from New
Zealand. Because of its inefficiency, the EPA
(Environment Protection Authority) has actually put
limits on its operation. That is of concern to Snowy
Hydro, which owns Valley Power. It has not provided
the supplement that we expected from it because of the
restrictions placed on its use by the Environment
Protection Authority.
The last comment that I refer to made by Mr Leane was
about the loss of skills with the privatisation of the
former State Electricity Commission of Victoria (SEC).
Organisations have stepped into that breach. I
commend organisations like Gippsland Group Training,
which has taken over the role of training a lot of young
trainees and apprentices in the Latrobe Valley. I also
commend GippsTAFE both in its operations in the
Latrobe Valley and its linesman training school
operation in Chadstone here in Melbourne. Those
organisations have taken over the role, formerly done
in-house by the SEC, of training and maintaining skill
levels for our workforce in the electricity industry. I
make those comments in response to some of those that
Mr Leane made last week from his seat in this chamber.
I want to go on and make some quick comments about
water. This has been the subject of much debate
because of the drought conditions suffered by Victoria
for quite a number of years. The first point I want to
make is that most Victorians are still on stage 4 water
restrictions. Despite being well into winter, Melbourne,
as we all know, is on stage 3a. What gets up the noses
of people in the country are comments like those in the
press release from the government yesterday that there
was going to be a redirection of water to Melbourne
‘where it is most needed’ — to use the exact words
used in the press release. I claim that the needs of many
country communities are far greater than those of
Melbourne. After all, we have the severest water
restrictions.
As I understand it, at the moment the storage levels of
Melbourne are at something in the order of 28 or 29 per
cent. I visited South Gippsland Water on Tuesday of
last week. I sat down with people and went through
what its water supply needs are and what its situation is.
I can report to the house that of the nine storage areas
for its service area, the Lance Creek storage, which
services Wonthaggi, Inverloch, and Cape Paterson, is at
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9.8 per cent and the people served by it are on level 4
restrictions. Ruby Creek, which services Leongatha,
Coonawarra and Leongatha South, is at 11.7 per cent
capacity — level 4 restrictions. The Korumburra
supplies are at 23.1 per cent. The Deep Creek supply,
which services Foster, is the only one with any
substantial amount of water in it. It is at 67 per cent
capacity, and there are no restrictions in Foster.
Storages serving towns like Poowong, Loch, Nyora,
Fish Creek are at between 15.6 and 19 per cent of
capacity. Communities that take water from the Tarwin,
Agnes and Tarra rivers are on level 4 restrictions
because of the low flows in those rivers — and that is
just for South Gippsland. I heard my colleague
Mr Drum say yesterday that Bendigo’s supply was
below 1 per cent.
To suggest that Melbourne is most in need of additional
water supply is quite erroneous. Many country
communities are in far more dire straits. We should
look at ways to address water supply needs right across
Victoria, not just Melbourne’s needs. That was the
biggest disappointment about the announcement
yesterday, that it seemed to concentrate purely on
Melbourne and not look further to country Victoria.
On Monday I will be conducting a similar exercise with
East Gippsland Water. I will be meeting and talking
with the people there. Its supply has thankfully been
boosted in the last couple of days by substantial rains in
parts of East Gippsland. I note, for example, that since
Monday Bairnsdale has received 150 millimetres of
rain. That is great for the area, because it has also been
on stage 4 water restrictions. I hope that rating changes.
It also has had problems with water quality, because the
fires in the East Gippsland area have polluted streams
and catchments, and it has had difficulty treating water
to bring it to drinking standard. There is a need for
treatment infrastructure.
It is at times like these, when East Gippsland gets a
bucket of rain and other communities get a downpour,
that storages can be replenished. It is a perfect
opportunity to build additional off-stream storages in
Victoria so that they can be replenished at times of
heavy downpours like those East Gippsland has
experienced in the last two days. East Gippsland Water
has only recently completed an off-stream storage at
Woodglen. I hope the recent rains have been able to fill
that storage. I will find out when I visit on Monday.
My final comment on the water situation is about
yesterday’s announcement. As I said, it was a lost
opportunity. I agree with the comments made in the
editorial in today’s Age, which members may have
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read. It says the package’s ‘lack of large-scale urban
recycling is a glaring oversight’. It goes on to say:
Recycling water, at a point close to the city or town that
produces and re-uses it, is cheaper and more energy efficient,
and has proven its worth overseas. Recycling uses less than
half the energy of desalination. Because it does not require an
ocean outlet to discharge brine wastes, the plant can be much
closer to the city it supplies. Recycling would end the
pollution from ocean outfalls discharging partially treated
sewage from Melbourne’s eastern and western treatment
plants — the amount of water flowing from the Gunnamatta
outfall is roughly the same as the desalination plant will
produce.

We in The Nationals have been strong advocates for
greater use of recycled water and collection of
stormwater. We are, appropriately, doing it in
Gippsland, where the $160 million Gippsland Water
factory is being built. The government has contributed
$50 million, but the users are contributing $110 million.
We will recycle and reuse about a quarter of the
wastewater that is generated in the central Gippsland
area, and I think that is admirable, but three-quarters of
that waste will still be treated at Dutson Downs and put
out to sea.
Even in Gippsland there is greater opportunity to
recycle and make use of wastewater, and that should
occur in Melbourne as well. The government has
missed an opportunity to make a greater effort to treat
water properly, eliminate some of the ocean outfalls
around Port Phillip and Western Port bays, make
greater use of recycled water and collect stormwater as
well. That is a missed opportunity on the water issue.
I move on to quickly discuss public transport issues.
What has been delivered by the fast train to service
regional Victoria is not what was promised. On the
Latrobe Valley rail line to Traralgon there is only one
train service a day that is faster than previous services
were — and that is 9 minutes faster only because it is
an express service.
My colleague Mr O’Donohue commented on promises
made about the South Gippsland line. In 1999 the
government promised to reopen that line, but nothing
has materialised. We are waiting very patiently for the
scoping study that the government has undertaken. I
have called on the government in this chamber to
release the scoping study so that we at least know what
options are available for the return of rail services to
Leongatha. The government has sat on the study and
refused to release it, and I think that is a very poor
outcome.
I will make some comments about the road network. So
far in this debate members have discussed the major
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highways and byways of the state and have apportioned
some blame to the commonwealth government, but I
will concentrate my remarks not only on highways but
also and in particular on unsealed roads, because many
of those arteries of rural Victoria seem to continually be
neglected.
I am talking about roads like the Omeo Highway, for
example, which has a 29-kilometre were section. The
Omeo Highway was Victoria’s first-ever declared
highway, so it is of historic note. It goes north of Omeo
through Anglers Rest to Tallangatta and then to
Wodonga in the north. It is a beautiful drive, but in
many cases people driving hire cars are not allowed to
travel on that road as it is unsealed, so there are a lot of
lost tourism opportunities. It is also a major route
between Gippsland and the north-east of the state.
Roads like the Omeo Highway, the
Benambra-Corryong Road, the Licola-Jamieson Road,
the Dargo High Plains Road and the Gelantipy Road
that connects to the Snowy River Road and goes on to
New South Wales and the Gelantipy Road that
connects to McKillops Road and then goes on to Tubbit
are all important examples of road infrastructure linking
areas of Gippsland with the north of the state and New
South Wales. They are the main arterial routes for
people who live in that part of the world, and yet they
remain unsealed.
There needs to be cooperation between the states and
the federal government to work on a program to get
those roads sealed. I am happy to work cooperatively at
both levels to bring about that outcome. In many cases
the cost of sealing these roads is not exorbitant when
compared to the money put into major highways and
bypasses on highways around Victoria.
These are just roads in my electorate. I am sure every
other country member has a similar concern with
unsealed dirt roads in their electorate, which are still
major arterial routes for the people who live there and
which need sealing. In terms of the infrastructure and
the road network, one of my priorities will be to see
whether we can get more effort from both state and
federal governments directed towards sealing some of
those dirt roads.
There is a need for highway improvements. I have
recently raised some issues with VicRoads about the
Highland Highway, which connects Traralgon with
Yarram. There is still an urgent need to improve safety
by providing passing lane opportunities on that road.
We have quite a deal of timber traffic on that road
already, and if the Barry Beach development takes
off — which is happening — I am sure there will be a
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lot of traffic on that road and safety improvements will
be needed.
There are some significant issues regarding the South
Gippsland Highway around Yarram, which I have
recently raised with VicRoads but which have not been
addressed. There are also issues with the Princes
Highway East and the Princes Highway West. In the
eastern part of my electorate the duplication between
Traralgon and Sale and beyond and safety
improvements in the far east are all important issues
that need to be addressed. I reckon the Pakenham
bypass is about five years too late, but it will be a
significant improvement when it opens. It is due to
open at the end of this year, and it will be of advantage
to the people commuting in and out of Gippsland.
The last issue I want to comment on is bridges. Another
issue of major concern for those of us who represent
rural electorates is the number of bridges in many of
our municipalities. An example is the East Gippsland
municipality, which I will visit on Monday next week
when I am down that way spending some time with
council representatives. One of the agenda items it has
already listed is the state of its bridges. It has about
150 timber bridges which were largely built in the
1930s, 1940s and 1950s and which are well past their
replacement dates. The importance of timber bridges
was demonstrated during the bushfires when they
provided access for the heavy vehicles to combat those
bushfires. They are extremely important for the
communities they serve, and there needs to be a
program in place to replace them. Local government by
itself cannot fully fund the replacement of those timber
bridges, so there needs to be some support from both
the commonwealth government, perhaps through its
Roads to Recovery program, and from the state
government in providing emergency services access
across those timber bridges and contributing to
community infrastructure as well. Unsealed roads and
timber bridges are two issues the importance of which
has been underrated by successive governments, and
we need to do something about them.
I have given just a snapshot of some of the issues in my
electorate. Probably every one of us could talk for an
hour on these issues, but we are limiting ourselves so
we can all make a contribution. Certainly this
government and future governments need to make
much heavier investments in infrastructure in this state,
as it is well and truly needed.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I
oppose the motion. When it comes to infrastructure we
are the builders and those opposite are the wreckers —
and that has been the case for quite some time. We are
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interested in doing the work; they are interested in
doing nothing and then criticising with some
ready-fire-aim solutions at the last minute.
Let us look at the facts. For starters I thought I had
better check how much the government is spending and
how much investment had been made by our
government versus the record of the previous
government. It is not difficult to see. In the six years to
1999 the average spending by the Kennett government
was $1 billion. In the six years to 2006 the average
investment by the Bracks government was $2.1 billion
and in the six years to 2011 the projected average
investment is $3.3 billion — more than tripling the
previous government’s investment levels. ‘But wait’,
you say, ‘maybe it is that the Tories are just better at
getting the private sector involved’, so I thought I
should go to the source.
I went to the source of Tory propaganda on this
particular matter. It is a site found at
www.statewatch.com.au, which forms part of the
federal government narrative that everything is to be
blamed on the states. It says:
Between 1999–2000 and 2005–06 total infrastructure
outlays … increased in real terms in all jurisdictions …

That would be all states, including the great state of
Victoria. It further states:
The extent of growth ranged from … 24 per cent in South
Australia to a nearly sixfold increase in Northern Territory.

That does not tell us, based on the federal government’s
calculations, what the Victorian number was between
the 24 per cent real increase and the 600 per cent real
increase, but whichever way you want to look at it, it
would be an improvement. What we have seen over
this period is an increase in public sector investment in
infrastructure and an increase in private sector
investment in infrastructure. I would have thought that
is exactly the sort of outcome that you would hope to
see — the utilisation of all available funding
mechanisms to ensure that we maximise the level of
investment prudently without overstretching our
capacity. That indeed is what we have done, yet those
opposite have the gall to say that we should do more.
We would always love to do more, but whenever you
ask them how they intend to pay for that, they rule a
line through every particular mechanism you could use
to actually do it. I will come back to that in a moment.
I want to deal briefly with some of the issues that have
been raised around public transport and again contrast
the record of this government with that of the previous
government. The previous government was in a rush to
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privatise things and sold the country rail network. I do
not believe in having in-principle debates about public
versus private — that is not the issue. The issue is
whether you do things competently or incompetently.
In this case it was a poorly done privatisation. It was
sold to a buyer who was not able to effectively maintain
the line, and that forced the state to buy the thing back.
The previous government shut down the lines to Ararat
and Bairnsdale. It did virtually nothing to improve
public transport in this state, yet it has the gall to come
in here and complain about what we have done.
Let us talk about what we have done in this area. We
have started the long process of rebuilding. We are
doing the work. There is more work yet to be done. We
will continue to do the work and to fund that work
through an appropriate mix of mechanisms to the
maximum capacity that is prudent. We have reopened
the lines to Ararat and Bairnsdale, we have reinvested
in the lines to Warrnambool and Echuca and we have
increased services massively. We have also done the
hard work of rebuilding the run-down balance sheet in
relation to the lines to Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and
Traralgon. Before you can do the sexy new projects you
have to fix up the existing infrastructure that has been
run down by the previous government. Some of that is
not as sexy as putting up Jeff’s new shed or something
like that, but it is necessary work that needs to be done.
That is how you avoid derailments, that is how you
avoid safety problems — that is how you avoid the
things that happen if you do not do the work. By doing
the work you at least avoid the problems as much as
you can.
Let us take for example the Ballarat line. We have
upgraded 100 kilometres of tracks and signals between
Sunshine and Ballarat. We have done major upgrades
to 50 level crossings — to every public road level
crossing on the line. We have added 107 000 concrete
sleepers to ensure that we have long-term sustainability
in the underlying network base. We have cleaned and
renewed 363 000 tonnes of ballast. This is not sexy
stuff, but it is necessary work. We have added an
8-kilometre new section of track between Millbrook
and Dunnstown, and we have — Mr Hall will
appreciate this given his recent comments — added two
of Australia’s biggest rail bridges, which were built as
part of that project: the bridge over the Moorabool
River is 240 metres long and the one over the Lal Lal
Creek is 355 metres long. Overall we have added seven
new bridges along the Ballarat line. I could go into a
similar level of detail in relation to the Bendigo,
Geelong, Gippsland and other lines, but the point is that
we have done the underlying work.
Mr Koch interjected.
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Mr THORNLEY — Because we have agreed to
restrict our time, Mr Koch. I have a few other things I
want to contribute as well, in answer to your question. I
would be more than happy to do so on another
occasion; I will send them to you.
Once you have fixed the underlying network
infrastructure and you are confident that things can
proceed, you can then increase the number of services,
and that is what we have done in spades. This is part of
what is generating the sorts of outcomes that you would
hope to see.
On the Ballarat line the number of services per week
has increased from 126 to 217; on the Bendigo line the
increase is from 135 to 233; on the Geelong line, it is
from 312 to 350; and on the Gippsland line, it is from
139 to 217. You cannot take away the simple fact that
we have done the work. We have fixed the track and
the network, and we will continue to do so — there is
always more that needs to be done — and we have
added services.
What has been the result of this effort? The result,
unsurprisingly, has been an increase in patronage
because we are providing better services. In the
numbers from the recent quarter we have seen an 11 per
cent increase in patronage on the Geelong line, a 5 per
cent increase in patronage on the Ballarat line, a 15 per
cent increase in patronage on the Bendigo line and an
18 per cent increase in patronage on the Traralgon line.
Those are the sorts of results that you get when you do
the work. There is more work to be done, and we will
continue to do it; and we will continue to fund it with a
sensible and prudent mix of a range of available
funding options. That is the issue I wanted to get to
next.
We would all love more infrastructure. Despite the fact
that under this government both public and private
investment has increased significantly, those opposite
are now coming out with a shopping list of all the other
things we should have done. Certainly I would have
loved us to have done some of those things too, but in
order to do those things you have to come up with a
method for paying for them, and that is where the
argument falls down somewhat on the other side. You
can debt finance it, you can increase taxes, you can
increase user-pays charges or you can cut services
elsewhere and use the money from there. Let us check
which option those opposite would propose to fund
their shopping list of potentially worthwhile
infrastructure projects.
Let us start with debt; this is the one that I find most
amusing. Those opposite are screaming blue murder
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because we are slightly increasing the debt level of this
state in order to triple the amount of public investment
in infrastructure. They seem to have a poor
understanding of history. Whilst our debt levels as a
proportion of the state economy — the share of debt in
the pie — is minute, in single-figure numbers and less
than that which we inherited from the Kennett
government, what did those opposite do under Bolte’s
Bolsheviks? Bolte’s Bolsheviks had debt levels up at
40, 50 and 60 per cent of state GSP (gross state
product). Why did they do that? Because they wanted
to make significant investments in infrastructure.
We now have a wider range of financial opportunities
that we can use to do this, utilising the private sector
and utilising other forms of efficiency dividends. But
those opposite will tell you that even the minor increase
in debt that we have provided is all wrong, while at the
same time claiming credit for the Thomson Dam or the
State Electricity Commission assets or the other things
that were built by Bolte’s Bolsheviks using — you
guessed it! — debt at levels of 40, 50 and 60 per cent of
GSP! They cannot have it both ways.
If those opposite want to have the increased investment,
then they should talk about how they are going to pay
for it. Since they are not going to pay for it with debt,
then maybe they would pay for it with increased taxes,
but yet again they are complaining about our level of
taxes. The curious thing about that is what you see
when you actually look at the level of taxes and the
revenues of the state.
I direct the attention of members to page 31 of budget
paper 2, where they will see fairly clearly that again the
government’s revenue as a share of the pie and as a
share of the state’s economy has in fact — you guessed
it! — declined. It is about $1 in $7. It has been about
the same the whole time, but it has actually declined
somewhat from about 14 per cent when we took over,
and it is projected to be just under 13 per cent in the life
of the current budget.
I am not proposing that we should be dramatically
reducing that revenue further, but again we have been
able to fund increases in investment whilst seeing the
government’s share of the pie — the share of taxes to
GSP — actually reduce. Yet again those opposite with
the shopping list of things that they would have, could
have or should have done but did not and that we
apparently should have done too, do not want to fund it
through taxes and do not want to fund it through debt.
A third option, I suppose, is to fund it by increased user
charges. On occasions that is a necessary and sensible
way of doing things, and when it has been we have
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agreed with that. But whenever we do that, those
opposite say that that is also no good. They say, ‘You
cannot have tolls on tollways. You cannot have users
paying for new water infrastructure’, so we will have to
rule that one out as well.
A fourth option, I suppose, is to get new private
investment. Again we support an appropriate mix of
public and private investment, but what matters with
private investment is not the tired old debate about
public versus private; what matters is the competence
with which you do it. What matters is the design of the
agreement. If you can get private providers to construct
things at a lower cost and with a lower amount of
capital involved, then you may be able to come out with
a lower net cost to cover the fact that the cost of their
getting that capital will be higher compared to the cost
of public capital.
If that is what you can do, and you can design a system
to do that well, that is terrific. But what do these people
do when they actually do PPPs (public-private
partnerships)? What they do is have massive
rent-seeking handovers to their mates for poorly
designed private projects that create billions and
billions of dollars of value in the hands of private
shareholders at the expense of the taxpayer. Transurban
springs to mind.
I have no problem with an appropriate mix of user pays
and private capital providing the road system. What I
have a problem with is when you structure a deal that
creates $10 billion worth of value in the hands of your
mates, when the vast majority of that value has been
extracted from the taxpayers and consumers of the state
of Victoria. If you thought that was not bad enough,
look at what those opposite are proposing to do in
nuclear power.
Let us start with the question of who is going to insure
the nuclear power plants. They are uninsurable in the
private market, and the reason they are uninsurable is
that the risk is too high and the damage they can do is
too great. Given that the private market is unwilling to
insure them, what is going to happen? The
commonwealth government is going to insure them.
How much is it going to insure them for? For nothing!
Again it is creating billions and billions of dollars in
value transferred from the taxpayer to its mates in the
private sector who will build the plants.
The issue is not about public versus private; it is
whether you can structure a sensible and rational deal
that will get the best deal for the taxpayer and for the
consumer, or whether you are busy handing out jobs to
your mates and handing out billions and billions of
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dollars. Those opposite have the gall to stand up here
and complain about somebody doing something for two
bob and about someone who knew somebody who was
once a member of the Labor Party, while they go out
with a big lie and create tens of billions of dollars worth
of value for their mates out of poorly structured
public-private partnerships — and they have the gall to
complain about Labor governments!
The fourth alternative of course is what we usually get
to, because those opposite rule out using taxes — and
we have been prudent in lowering the tax take as a
proportion of the economy — and they rule out debt.
We have been prudent at keeping debt at low levels
which are at an order of magnitude lower than under
Bolte’s Bolsheviks and lower indeed than under the
Kennett government, but they rule out us increasing
debt.
What those opposite always say is, ‘You cut waste.
You cut services’. We know what happened last time.
We know how they actually did pay for these things
when they took it out of the recurrent budget. They took
out the teachers, the nurses and the coppers and they
shot them, and they said, ‘Sorry. We have to do this to
pay for all the things that we need to do’. Now they tell
you they will not do that either, that they did not really
mean it last time and that they were only pretending,
because what they are going to do is not take out the
front-line people who can be seen, they are going to
take out the back-office people — the anonymous
bureaucrats at the back.
Those opposite then say, ‘That is where the problems
really are. That is where the great opportunity is.
Because we do not really know what these people do,
we will not miss them if we get rid of them, and that is
how we are going to pay for it’. That is what they said
in the last election. It reminded me a bit of Chainsaw Al
Dunlap, another corporate crook with whom these
people would be familiar.
Mr Hall — This reminds me of the fairytales I read
my kids!
Mr THORNLEY — You should read to them
about Chainsaw Al Dunlap. Chainsaw Al used to come
into a company, fire a million people, suddenly
improve the bottom line, let the stock price go up, cash
in his stock options and move on. Of course four or five
months later the bills were not being paid, the orders
were not being delivered and the thing was falling
apart, and that is when they had to come in and fix up
what was done.
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By cutting the back office you effectively cut the ability
of the organisation to operate at all. In fact what you see
is that in most of the well-run organisations, by having
support staff who do the back-office work you free up,
for example, the doctors and nurses to be treating
patients rather than keeping the accounts. By putting
software in to fix problems, you free up the service staff
so they can actually do the job. If you look at the top
law firms and accounting firms you will see they have a
higher number of support staff to professionals to make
sure that the professionals can do their job. If you look
at the best universities, they have a higher number of
support staff than academics to make sure they can do
their job.
What the people opposite say is, ‘You cannot use debt,
you cannot use taxes, you cannot increase user pays and
you cannot sack front-line staff, but we are going to
sack the back-office staff like Chainsaw Al Dunlap, and
six months later things are going to fall apart’. That of
course is again exactly what they did the last time they
were in government. The people passed a verdict on
that and said, ‘Actually, no, we still want things to
work’.
With all of those options discounted, we heard the final
option this morning from the Leader of the Opposition
in the other place when he was talking on Jon Faine’s
radio show about how he thought we should have paid
for it because we were not going to do all of that. He
said, and I quote:
… the alternative is they could have used some surplus to pay
for the desal plant.

There you go! Those opposite say, ‘We are not going to
use debt like Bolte’s Bolsheviks. We are not going to
increase taxes, even though Labor has reduced them.
We are not going to use user-pays charges. We are not
even going to hand out some gift public-private
partnership badly structured to create billions of dollars
for our mates, we are going to raid the budget surplus’.
That is why they were thrown out last time, and that is
why we will continue to take a prudent approach to
financing as much infrastructure investment as we can
and encouraging sensible, well-structured deals for the
private sector to do likewise.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — This
has been an interesting debate. I was particularly
interested in the contribution of Mr Thornley; it was a
speech that would have gone down very well at any of
the Labor Party branches, and particularly well at
Trades Hall Council. It showed the incredible
disconnect this government has managed to strike
between previous circumstances and current
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circumstances in Victoria and, more importantly, what
we should be looking at as we look forward.
I am not interested in playing blame games in politics. I
am not interested in who did what in the past. I am
more interested in the fact that we ought to strike some
sort of vision for the future and have blueprints that
take us forward, rather than continually looking back.
This Labor government has been particularly clever in
its rewriting of history and in trying to suggest that the
Kennett government was responsible for all the evils of
the world. For Mr Thornley to take up the issues of debt
levels and financial performance and draw a
comparison between this government and the Kennett
government is a bit disingenuous. Mr Thornley might
well reflect, as indeed might his colleagues, on the
circumstances in which the Kennett government took
office in 1992. The deficits and run down of assets that
the Kennett government faced were very different
compared with the circumstances in which this
government took office and the surpluses that were
available to it.
There is little doubt that the Kennett government made
some significant changes in Victoria and made some
cuts in some areas. It became involved in the sale of
some private assets, not always from the point of view
of reducing state debt but in an effort to try to improve
services and to look at opportunities whereby further
innovation and expertise might be brought to some of
those services. The reality is that I am sure Jeff Kennett
himself, as a former Premier, would be happy to
acknowledge there are areas where, if he had his time
over again, he might well not have made some of the
decisions he made. There are other areas where he
would perhaps say he might well have gone further and
done more in the interests of Victoria.
The legacy of the Kennett years has been enjoyed by
the current government and has been belittled by it, but
that legacy has been absolutely central to every decision
made by the Bracks government in terms of extending
services and opportunities for Victorians. The Kennett
government’s ability to right and re-right the ship after
the disastrous Cain and Kirner years was crucial to this
state’s ability to pay its bills and develop and continue
to provide services to all Victorians.
There are many things done by past governments that
we can look at. We can say, ‘They should have done
this’, or, ‘They did not do that’. However, governments
are about setting priorities in a particular period of time.
The real issue with this government is that it ought not
be looking in the rear-vision mirror; it ought to be
looking to the future. It ought to consider that some of

1817

the issues dealt with in this infrastructure motion are
central to public thinking and to some of the rhetoric
which the government spouts but fails to connect when
it comes to the delivery of policy initiatives.
I talk particularly about the greenhouse effect and the
climate challenge that faces us. Public transport
services, in particular, are a crucial element of how we
respond to the climate change issue here in Victoria.
So, too, is the efficiency or productivity of our road
network, and trying to reduce congestion is also central
to that. Given the ageing population and the increasing
need of many people to look at public transport options
for the future, the government ought to be focused on
that as well.
It is not a matter of rear-vision mirror stuff. It is a
matter of where we go in the future. I have to say that
the transport statement released by the government in
the last Parliament was a particularly underwhelming
document. The document was quite threadbare in terms
of new initiatives that might take this state, and its
capital city, Melbourne, forward.
It occurs to me, and I think to many of my colleagues,
that it is often easier and quicker to get to any other
capital city in Australia by driving to the airport and
catching a plane than it is to get across Melbourne using
public transport services. There is a lack of connectivity
and many of the services do not go where people
actually want to go. We are still stuck with a system —
particularly a fixed rail system — which was developed
by and large in the early part of the 20th century and
which anticipated that everybody who was at work
would want to travel from suburban areas into the city
in the morning and back out to their homes in the
afternoon.
The reality is that our workforce has changed, our
social structures have changed, and our communities
have changed. People’s destination nodes are many and
varied and are quite different to what we have had in
the past, in terms of the spatial grid and infrastructure
service they require. We have to start thinking
differently. The unfortunate thing about this
government is that it seems to see the opportunities as
simply being to tack something else onto the end of
what we already have, rather than sitting down,
rethinking and saying, ‘If we are to develop a service
that is going to meet the needs of Victorians today and,
more importantly, in the future, a service that is going
to address issues such as the needs of an ageing
population and the need to reduce our carbon emission
levels and so forth, then we should develop an entirely
different system’.
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It occurs to me that one of the major problems with our
public transport system, particularly in the eastern
suburbs, is an entire absence of any interest in
developing a north–south public transport system. In
other words, if I live in Blackburn, Ringwood, Croydon
or Belgrave, and need to get by fixed rail public
transport to an area like Dandenong, which is a major
employment node, essentially I have to travel all the
way in to Richmond to pick up another train to go all
the way back out to Dandenong, which is an outrageous
proposition. The bus services are not great either in
providing some sort of infill on north–south routes.
I have long been an advocate — in fact, I have a motion
about this issue on the table in this house; perhaps in the
context of this debate it is not necessary for me to
continue with it — that the government ought to, as one
of its initiatives in looking to the future, investigate the
prospect of adding an O-Bahn to the EastLink project
so that there is an express and dedicated bus service that
uses the EastLink corridor for public transport
purposes. That is a solution.
Alternatively, I would prefer a heavy, fixed-link rail
solution for that EastLink corridor. From my
perspective if we put a railway line between Ringwood
and Dandenong — and possibly Frankston, but
certainly Ringwood and Dandenong — we would start
to develop a rail system which is more contemporary
for the needs of Victorians and which addresses the
north–south travel needs of so many people in the
eastern suburbs. It would actually link major growth
areas and the transit cities of Ringwood and Dandenong
and indeed the significant development in and around
the Knox area, including the technology precinct at
Scoresby. There are public hospitals, there are schools,
there are major educational institutions, and more
importantly there are very significant employment
nodes at each of those centres.
The reality is if we had a proper north–south
connection, then you would see a significant increase in
the productivity of our public transport system in the
eastern suburbs and reduced vehicle reliance and
congestion. Importantly I think if you were able to
connect at least two of those railway lines — the
combined Lilydale-Belgrave line and the Dandenong
line — then you would start to get a train system that
worked from a metropolitan perspective, because you
could run trains around the loop rather than have to run
them out to an end node and then bring them back in
again — sometimes half full and often at times that are
not convenient to consumers — simply to try and make
it work.
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I had a train set as a kid, and I have to tell the house that
I would have gone nuts if I had been shunting the
engine up and down a single track. I would have got
pretty bored rather quickly, and it would not have been
a very effective use of that train set. But if you are
actually able to put it around, if you are actually able to
create loops, then you get a train set that works. That is
what the transport minister has got — a great big train
set — and he ought to be looking at ways to maximise
the efficiency of it.
When we look at the growth in the south-eastern
corridor suburbs we see that so many of the young
people who are setting up homes in those south-eastern
suburbs are the children of people who live in the
eastern suburbs. If you lived in a place like Blackburn
or Ringwood and one of your children went to live out
at Narre Warren, if you wanted to get there by fixed rail
public transport, you would have to go all the way into
Richmond and come all the way out again.
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr ATKINSON — This is outrageous. The reality
is that we ought to be starting to look at how we get a
sensible public transport system, not simply tack on bits
at the end and extend it a bit further for the sake of a
press release or a photo of the minister, but rather look
at what people’s needs are. I was talking to a couple of
members of this chamber just before this debate started
about the ridiculous position in that Monash University
is sitting out there, built originally without public
transport, and still today without effective fixed rail
public transport. It is ludicrous.
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr ATKINSON — Mr Viney, I have already said
in the course of this debate I am not interested in
rear-vision mirrors; I am interested in what we are
going to do today. Many governments have come and
gone since the Bolte era, and the reality is that not one
has addressed it; it should be addressed. It would be my
proposition that we ought to be looking at perhaps a
tram line from Blackburn to Syndal to Clayton, past
Monash University. A north–south fixed rail line would
actually link three railway lines and get greater
efficiency out of our heavy fixed rail system; it would
also pass through some important employment nodes
and other public infrastructure and, most crucially, get
to Monash University, thereby making some sense of
the location of that facility.
They are the sorts of things we ought to be thinking
about. Certainly I believe, given my electorate
perspective, that there ought to be better public
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transport options for the people of Doncaster and the
north-eastern area of my electorate. The people of
Eltham might well be served by a much improved train
service because at the moment people on the Eltham
line have to cope with a single line over large sections
of that service, which places enormous impediments in
the way of the rostering of train services and the
efficiency of that line.
In terms of further extensions to the north, the
Greenvale area and other areas in the northern suburbs
are still without effective public transport. I note that
the Eddington inquiry is looking at, and I believe we
also should be looking at, public transport connections
between the eastern and western suburbs so that
passengers do not have to rely on going through the city
to get from one place to another. Rather, they should be
able to skirt the north-eastern area, where there is a
complete gap in public transport connections. I
certainly support closing that gap.
As a matter of infrastructure I also strongly support the
construction of a new road that would link the Eastern
Freeway with the Western Ring Road. The Western
Ring Road has been underdesigned and underbuilt.
Given that it is a linkage between all of the major
northern and western freeways and highways, it should
have been a wider road that was able to cope with the
level of traffic that is already using it, to some peril in
terms of safety considerations at times.
That road ought to be linked with the Eastern Freeway,
because that would start to take some pressure off the
inner suburbs of Melbourne. It would take traffic away
from inner Melbourne that never wants to go anywhere
near the central business district or the inner suburbs.
Some traffic actually wants to go north or west, but at
this point in time it has to travel through the city to then
go in those directions. We could provide a much better
network for that sort of traffic if we were to connect
those two freeways.
But should it just be a roadway? Of course not! It ought
to be an integrated transport corridor with a high-level
and viable public transport option that encourages
people to use that route as well. In that sense it is also
possible that we could be looking at servicing the
airport, for instance, with a public transport facility that
skirts the north-eastern suburbs. We need to be looking
at those sorts of options. As I said, when we look at the
EastLink project, we should also look at adding a
public transport option to it.
We should also be looking at things like railway
crossings right across Melbourne, because at the
moment there are two significant constraints on
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improving public transport services in real terms.
Firstly, there is the signalling system that controls the
trains, particularly once they get into the city loop
process and are managed through inner-suburban areas,
where obviously trains come together and there is a lot
more difficulty in terms of coordination of the services.
Investment needs to be made in that area, and I am
alarmed that the government has not already moved to
upgrade the signalling system, because it certainly is
impacting upon railway services at this time. That is
one of the imperatives.
The second constraint relates to railway crossings right
across Melbourne. It is interesting to note that many
years ago Sydney began to eliminate them. For all the
concerns about Sydney’s public transport system, at
least it has tackled one of the fundamental problems in
running an urban public transport system.
As to my electorate, members of this house will have
heard me and my colleagues speak on many occasions
about the need to eliminate the Springvale Road
railway crossing — indeed, it has been a policy of my
party at successive elections, and I note it was also a
policy of the Greens party at the last election —
because there was a recognition that this was not just a
road project. It is not just about fixing congestion; it is
very much about trying to improve the patronage of
public transport. I was saying to some colleagues in this
house a little while ago that a few weeks ago I had to
wait at the Mitcham boom gates while four trains went
through the crossing. Obviously it is physically
impossible to have those boom gates down for a much
longer period without causing absolute traffic gridlock
on the rest of the eastern suburbs, which already occurs
at a number of intersections, particularly at Springvale
Road.
We should be lowering the railway crossings right
along there — from Laburnum to Heatherdale, or even
into Ringwood. We should probably do it to
Heatherdale at this stage because of the EastLink
project; that is probably a more feasible project at this
time. If we were to do that, all of a sudden more trains
could be put on that service, because they would no
longer be affected by boom gate times. A third rail
could be run, which would allow express trains to
overtake trains that are stopping at all stations as part of
the full service.
We could have more trains, and in some cases perhaps
longer trains, on those railway lines. We certainly
would achieve a more efficient and safer system. By
eliminating railway crossings we would alleviate a lot
of the concerns about accidents at railway crossings. It
is true that there have been many fatalities over a
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number of years at the Springvale Road railway
crossing and at the nearby Rooks Road railway.
It is interesting that the government completed the
undergrounding of the railway at Laburnum — the
Middleborough Road crossing — in January this year. I
congratulate the government on the way in which that
project was handled. Railway services that enabled that
crossing to be lowered had to be suspended for only
about six weeks. It was done over the Christmas–January
period, so for six weeks people were shuttled in buses to
get around Laburnum station and the works at
Middleborough Road. The project worked and the work
was done; I think the government was able to complete
that project efficiently and effectively. What the
government should be doing about that project is not
saying, ‘The job is done’ but rather saying, ‘That has
proved we can do it’, and then go the rest of the way
along that railway line. We ought to be tackling other
railway lines with grade separations.
I also want to place on record congratulations to the
City of Whitehorse for undertaking a full study of grade
separation on the Lilydale and Belgrave railway lines. I
note that the federal government — courtesy of some
fairly active work by the federal local member Phil
Barresi — has also put money into that study and is
keen to see some achievement of an improved public
transport option in that area by eliminating the grade
crossings.
As I have said, public transport in the north-eastern part
of my electorate is also sadly lacking, and I particularly
refer to Doncaster. My party was keen to see a tramline
extension into Doncaster at the very least. I note that
whilst the government has shown some tepid
enthusiasm for reports and feasibility studies on what
might be achieved, it has done very little in considering
the public transport needs of the people of Doncaster.
Yet again, there are opportunities to look at an
integrated transport solution that combines public
transport options with freeway options, particularly
working with the Eastern Freeway.
I note that the Eddington inquiry has recently received
some submissions that have discussed the impacts of
the new EastLink project, the extension of the Eastern
Freeway, on inner-city traffic congestion. One
submission was made by the people who are behind the
EastLink project, but anybody who has had a fairly
cursory look at this project would understand that there
is now a desperate need to connect the Eastern Freeway
with CityLink so as to improve the inner-city area
connections. Otherwise some of those inner city
suburbs are going to be absolutely inundated with
traffic, the congestion levels are going to be intolerable
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and we will create problems with vehicles being at a
standstill with all the implications of that for carbon
emissions and so forth.
We need to make that connection, and yet I note that
the government is vacillating over this. A number of
people have made proposals about it over time, and my
party has been supportive of a rigorous assessment of
the opportunities that might be afforded by the linking
of the Eastern Freeway and the CityLink project — by
a toll road no doubt. Yet we now see that federal Labor
Party members have been telling the government it
should abandon any sort of link proposal, that it should
move right away from that and that it is not on. I think
that that is very short sighted, and we ought to be
looking at the long-term benefits that would be
associated with that.
Yes, public transport ought to be part of the thinking.
We do not want a purely roads-based solution, but we
need to start looking at that linkage — and fairly
quickly. Come this time next year — or a little after this
time next year — when EastLink opens, people will be
horrified at the level of congestion on the Eastern
Freeway, because this government has done no forward
thinking on that particular project. I also note that right
across Victoria, rural roads, bridges and even public
transport services, notwithstanding what has been put
by some of the members in this debate, still suffer from
an underinvestment by the government. This is a
government that has a much greater wherewithal to
invest in public infrastructure than any government we
have had before, courtesy of the GST. The amount of
money coming into the coffers of this government
provides an opportunity for it to look forward and be a
lot more visionary in the context of developing its
infrastructure programs.
In terms of train services, by the way, it amuses me that
the Victorian government says, ‘We have been caught
out; we are amazed at the increase in patronage’. I find
that extraordinary, because the government had its own
strategy, saying that it wanted to increase the number of
patrons using public transport. If you have a strategy to
do that why would you not be putting resources into
place to make sure that you could cope with the results
of the strategy? Even now the suggestion is that we
need to order another 10 trains — 10! New South
Wales and Queensland are already ordering more than
that, and yet we are saying that 10 trains will be
enough. Those trains still will not address the strategy
that the government has put in place.
It is also interesting to note that whilst the government
claims credit for the upsurge in patronage, a lot of that
upsurge has to do with higher prevailing fuel prices and
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people saying, ‘We cannot afford to keep driving our
cars to work and finding ourselves at a standstill at
intersections, so we will use public transport. We do not
want to pay congestion taxes on parking in the city
areas; we will use public transport’. That is not a bad
thing; it is actually a very good thing. But despite its
strategy and rhetoric, the government has not put in
place the infrastructure to meet the needs of the strategy
it has itself laid out.
In his contribution Mr Thornley mentioned a number of
things in regard to funding options for new projects.
The issue here is not just spending for spending’s sake.
The issue here is to have a blueprint, a program that
makes sense, that works, that people understand and
that is actually going to create benefits for the
community and is going to meet the needs of
Victorians. Once you have established that, you can
cost it and find ways of doing it. My party is not
opposed to debt in a real sense — that is, to find
infrastructure that is going to have a community benefit
and a return to the community. What we are concerned
about is that this government in the past has shown a
tendency to put things on Bankcard — the sadly
departed Bankcard — rather than to invest in
infrastructure that has a value and adds to community
value overall through creating economic activity and
enabling a long-term benefit to the community in both
economic and social terms.
This government too often spends money on short-term
projects rather than the things that really matter —
rather than the things that will make a difference.
Mr Thornley talked about the importance of investing
in projects that perhaps were not particularly sexy,
projects that were not necessarily going to gain the
great headlines, he said, of a Jeff’s Shed or suchlike. I
accept that and I agree with that; there are a lot of
projects that have to be done and maintenance is never
a sexy thing. If you do not maintain your infrastructure,
then you end up with significant problems.
One of the interesting things that I have heard much
talked about in debate in this chamber over the last few
weeks is schools and the condition of schools. Again
there has been an attempt to rewrite history, with
members saying that the Kennett government ran down
school assets in this state. Yes, the Kennett government
saw a lot of schools closed. Schools were finding it
difficult, because of the number of schools and
declining school populations, to provide the level of
school facilities, services, range of subjects and so forth
that would meet the needs of students, and also to
manage their asset base. But when the Kennett
government came to power there was a maintenance
backlog which, from memory, was more than
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$600 million and which was reduced to around
$70 million by the Kennett government. It has
ballooned out again under this government and it will
be tackled under the commitment that the government
has given for its upgrade program, which is welcomed
and supported by the opposition.
That program is an appropriate investment in schools,
which are another aspect of our state infrastructure that
needs to be looked after properly. It is interesting to see
how government speakers sometimes try to rewrite
history as to what may or may not have been another
government’s commitment to particular projects. As I
said, the reality is that the asset of our state education
facilities was improved significantly under the Kennett
government, notwithstanding claims that have been
made in other debates.
Going forward we are happy to see debt funding used
provided projects will have long-term benefit and that
the interest rates are appropriate. When the Kennett
government came to power prevailing interest rates
were north of 15 per cent, which is very different from
borrowing at 5 to 6 per cent. It is also different from
borrowing for things that are short-term facilities as
against infrastructure projects that will have an
extended life and a community benefit.
With regard to user charges, the Liberal Party has never
opposed tolls. The argument that perhaps some newer
government members have confused matters regarding
the Scoresby freeway, now dubbed EastLink, is that the
government went to the people and explicitly said there
would be no tolls and then went back on that promise,
that explicit commitment, and straight after the election
said, ‘No, there will be tolls after all’. It was the deceit
of the government that was the concern rather than the
issue of tolls. If we had fought the election on the basis
that this road improvement could have been funded by
tolls, then that would have been fine — it would not
have been deceitful and people would have had an
opportunity to vote accordingly.
Tolls per se are not the issue. The user-pays principle or
the participation of private investment is not an issue
for us provided the public is informed, that the
arrangements are transparent and that in certain
instances people get the opportunity to have a say on
some of those projects and options by way of a full and
proper public debate of those policies. Certainly it is
important that we do not get deceitful propositions put
before the public ahead of elections only to see that
those are overturned and a different course of action
pursued once the election is concluded.
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Turning to private investment, there has been a lot
made of the fact that in the opinion of this government
some of the Kennett government’s privatisations have
not worked. One of the sad things for us on this side of
the house is that we did not get the chance to manage
those privatisations through to a more natural
conclusion. The previous government did deals on asset
sales that had great promise for Victorians, with the
introduction of new expertise, innovation, upgrades and
improvements. Certainly in the initial period when the
Kennett government was involved in the changeover of
the train service there was a marked improvement in the
frequency, cleanliness and reliability of trains, as well
as in a whole range of areas that you would measure the
performance of the operators against. Unfortunately
after this government took office the management of
those contracts — the relationship between government
and those contractors — changed.
This government says, ‘Well, that was due to poor
contracts initially’. We would argue that you also need
to look at how they were managed by the ministers
involved and how those ministers related to the
companies that had been taking over those services as
private operators. You need to look at whether the
government was tough when it ought to have been
tough and whether the government ought to have been
living up to other commitments it had to make under
those agreements to ensure that the level of services
would continue to improve and to show the benefits
that were expected originally from the privatisations.
While Mr Thornley obliquely referred to the CityLink
project and the tolls associated with that project and
suggested that that was a bad deal, I note that this
government has happily gone back to the same operator
and done another deal with it — I think it is a far less
satisfactory deal for Victorians — to achieve an
upgrade of the Calder interchange on the Tullamarine
Freeway. Yes, that was a bottleneck, and yes, it needed
to be improved, but the concession made to the operator
so that the government could simply get that project
fixed without having to address it from its own funding
resources has not necessarily given a significant
long-term benefit to Victorians. That was an inferior
deal. My colleague Mr Finn would suggest that the
problem is far from resolved by the solution that has
been presented.
I do not want to continue to speak on other areas,
because no doubt other members have particular
projects and other aspects of infrastructure they would
wish to bring to mind. I have tended to concentrate on
roads and public transport, but I note that the
desalination project that was announced by the
government yesterday from my point of view is again a
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matter of deceit. In an effort to try to explain that this is
not some knee-jerk reaction, the government has been
suggesting that it has been working on this since 2003
when in fact it has been working on it for four years.
That is not the proposition that was put to the electorate
just a few months ago.
The proposition was that there was no prospect of
desalination — that the Liberal Party’s policy on
desalination was not achievable, that it was a foolish
notion and that it had no place in addressing the water
needs of Victoria. That is what the government told the
electorate, yet we are now told, ‘Well, we have been
working on this since 2003’. Again, another deceitful
proposition that has been put to the people of Victoria.
The government’s investment in water infrastructure
has been inadequate. It is no good blaming other
governments, again with that rear vision mirror, that
convenient 20/20 vision.
It is a matter of saying, ‘Okay, challenges are coming
along for governments all the time and the issue is how
you respond to those challenges today’. The reality is
that while we cannot blame the Bracks government for
the drought, when you look at the government’s
strategy of adding another million people to the
population of Victoria you have to ask, ‘If that is your
objective, then where is your infrastructure to support
that growth in the population? Where is it in the
infrastructure plan?’.
It is all very well to have a transport statement, it is all
very well to be talking about another million people for
Victoria and it is all very well to say that patronage will
be increased on public transport, but you do not do it by
putting out a glossy public relations brochure. You need
to think it through, think about the implications of the
strategies or objectives and start planning for them to
happen. You do not wait for them to fall over and then
say, ‘Gee, we were caught by surprise. We did not
anticipate this would be an outcome’.
If we wanted another million people in Victoria, if that
was the aim, then we should have been thinking about
water infrastructure a long time ago, drought or no
drought. We should be thinking about public transport
in relation to population growth as well, because that
will put further strains on the system. It will also put
further strain on the road network, the sewerage
systems, energy capacity, our hospitals and our other
community services such as schools, kindergartens and
so forth. They are all part of that infrastructure
provision. If we are thinking at all about adding another
1 million people to the state as a relatively short-term
objective, then we ought to be thinking about the
implications of that and doing some proper planning.
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This government leaves far too much to chance; it does
not plan anywhere near enough. The government does
not have infrastructure priorities, like it ought to, when
managing the state and developing future opportunities.
The government needs to start taking a longer term
approach to the projects it undertakes, and it should
adopt a more visionary approach to infrastructure. It
should look at such things as connecting existing
services and the provision of services from the north to
the south, not just looking at projects which would tack
onto existing networks — this is particularly the case
for public transport — in the hope of gaining extra
publicity and kudos. It does not address Victoria’s
contemporary needs in terms of state infrastructure.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Firstly, I am
amazed that the opposition has the gall to attack the
Bracks Labor government on infrastructure. When in
government the Liberals failed in this area and
systematically dismantled much of the state’s
infrastructure under the Kennett regime — —
Mr Guy — Which rock did you crawl out from?
Ms PULFORD — This was particularly the case in
regional and rural Victoria. I am pleased the opposition
has chosen to discuss this issue over two weeks rather
than one — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Guy to
withdraw his comment of ‘Which rock did you crawl
out from?’. It was totally inappropriate.
Mr Guy — I withdraw.
Ms PULFORD — For Liberal Party members to
come into this chamber and talk about infrastructure is
a little like a turkey advocating for an early Christmas. I
wonder about their strategy discussions which have led
them to talk about infrastructure in this place again. I
thought it was the job of the Leader of the Opposition,
Philip Davis, but this is so silly I think it may have
come from David Davis.
At the commencement of this debate Mr Rich-Phillips
asked why we were having this debate. It is a valid
question. The Bracks Labor government, from the
moment it stepped into office in late 1999, has
delivered unparalleled funding and infrastructure, not
only by Victorian standards but also by national
standards.
In his opening contribution Mr Rich-Phillips also
mentioned public transport, particularly the train
network, in his electorate of South Eastern
Metropolitan. No doubt he is aware that the Bracks
government is committed to adding a third train line
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from Caulfield to Springvale, and then later to
Dandenong. That project will start next year.
In a regional Victorian context, six regional train lines
were closed and 26 regional train stations were shut —
and this is the Kennett government’s legacy regarding
public transport in regional Victoria. It is a disgrace that
deservedly helped in the demise of the Kennett
government in 1999. It is a disgrace that still lingers in
the minds of people in affected communities to this
day. Those people have not forgotten or forgiven. They
remember the remarks from the then Premier about
regional Victoria being the toenails of the state, and the
response to infrastructure was entirely consistent with
those remarks.
Earlier Mr Atkinson said the Kennett government’s
decisions regarding infrastructure have impacted on the
Bracks Labor government’s decisions. This is true. If
the stations and train lines had not been closed down,
we would not have had to reopen them. Mr Atkinson
was spot on in that respect. This is our eighth year of
undoing the destruction of regional public transport.
Earlier this year I was honoured to reopen the Nhill
train station. That station was closed and left to rot
under the Kennett government. The people I spoke
to — and there were so many local people to greet —
expressed their joy in again having passenger trains
service Nhill, which became possible because the
Bracks Labor government knows how important
infrastructure is to people in regional Victoria. The
government funded the restoration of the station to the
tune of almost $250 000. The government also helped
to arrange for the Melbourne–Adelaide train to stop in
Nhill.
The Bracks Labor government also kept its election
promise to buy back the lease of Victoria’s regional rail
network for $133 million. The government has
committed $25 million to the improvement of the rail
freight network. This is a win for the state’s farmers and
grain industry and sets the tone for the upgrade of the
Mildura train line.
Since 1999 this government has spent $4 billion on
roads; half of that has been spent in regional and rural
Victoria. In the budget there was $91 million of funding
to upgrade roads in regional Victoria. More can be done
but only if the federal government cooperates. Why is
Victoria being short-changed on federal roads funding
compared to New South Wales and Queensland? Has it
anything to do with the pendulum? Victoria pays 25 per
cent of the nation’s fuel excise and 25 per cent of the
national transport task but receives only 16.5 per cent of
the federal road funding allocations.
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The Goodna bypass, which was referred to by
Mr Pakula, is worthy of another mention. The people of
Geelong and south-west Victoria are interested in
seeing the federal government contribute to the
Geelong ring-road. Since last year we have been asking
the Prime Minister for $62.5 million. The Goodna
bypass is 35 times that cost, and it runs through five
marginal seats in Queensland. Whilst the Queensland
Premier sees no need for that road, the Queensland
Leader of the Opposition sees no need for it and the
Lord Mayor of Brisbane sees no need for it, the federal
government determines its infrastructure spending on
the basis of five marginal seats.
Projects like the upgrade of the Princes Highway in
Victoria’s west get held up because of the federal
coalition’s pork barrelling in marginal seats in other
states. I think the Prime Minister would have gone to
Colac and announced the remaining funding of this
project had the federal seat of Corangamite been held
by 1 per cent rather than by 5.5 per cent. I think it is a
disgraceful way to manage infrastructure investment.
The timing of this debate could not be more
embarrassing for the opposition, with the
announcement just yesterday of — wait for it! —
$4.9 billion in water infrastructure to help secure water
supplies for Melbourne and Victoria. This is a great
plan for Hamilton, a great plan for Geelong and a great
plan for Victoria. A desalination plant in Wonthaggi is
realistically costed at $3.1 billion, unlike the rushed,
half-baked Liberal Party proposal that was put up at the
last election which was costed at $400 million. The
government’s plan has carbon offsets to cover the
energy the plant will expend. The plant will be built by
2011 and will deliver a third of Melbourne’s yearly
water needs. The opposition’s proposal was ridiculous.
It would not have worked. It was policy on the run,
which is typical of the Liberal Party in Victoria. It was
ill-conceived, underfunded and underprepared. By
contrast, we are planning for Victoria’s future and for
water security in this state.
There is to be a $1 billion upgrade to make irrigation
more efficient in the food bowl region of the state. That
will eventually capture up to 450 billion litres of water
that is currently lost. A 50-kilometre pipeline to link
Geelong’s and Melbourne’s water supplies will help
secure the water supplies of Geelong, the Bellarine
Peninsula and the Surf Coast region, all of which are in
my electorate of Western Victoria Region. With the
population growth that is occurring in Geelong and Surf
Coast areas it is important that they have a secure water
supply, and the plan to have water from the desalination
plant and an upgraded irrigation system flowing
through an $80 million Geelong–Melbourne pipeline is
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further proof that the Bracks government is getting on
with the job of governing for all Victorians and
investing in critical infrastructure projects.
Again, it would be remiss of me not to mention the
utter contempt that Prime Minister John Howard and
the federal Liberal government have for the population
of Ballarat, with no federal funding forthcoming for the
Ballarat extension of the goldfields super-pipe. I look
forward to a Rudd Labor government coming to power
and with it the $115 million pledged by the federal
opposition leader to complement the $71 million
already committed by our government. If our
colleagues on the other side of the chamber are so
serious about infrastructure to help ease the water
burden on Victorians, why are they not joining me in
lobbying the slack Howard government on this matter?
On energy supply and energy infrastructure, the Bracks
Labor government has shown its commitment to
renewable energy with eight wind power stations being
opened during our first two terms of office. Then there
is another 1141.5 megawatts to come from approved
wind stations that have not yet been built — a massive
increase on existing wind power capability. While the
Kennett government did not build a single power
station in its seven years in office, we have done the
hard yards by not only building energy infrastructure to
meet the state’s needs but by doing so in an
environmentally sustainable and responsible manner.
In conclusion, since 2000 the Bracks Labor government
has spent an average of $2.3 billion on infrastructure
per year. With a commitment to spend $13.3 billion on
general infrastructure in the next four years, that
average will lift to $3.3 billion a year — and that is in
comparison to Jeff Kennett’s lousy $1 billion per year
spent in this area. This motion is a farce. While we are
getting on with the job of governing for all Victorians,
those opposite continue to jump at shadows. We will
happily debate infrastructure with them in this place on
any day they like.
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I would like to
begin by giving my full support to this motion moved
by Gordon Rich-Phillips. I begin by reminding
members opposite that they have been in government
for more than eight years. Mr Atkinson mentioned a
number of times it is no use looking into a rear vision
mirror to 10, 12 or 20 years ago, or, as Mr Thornley
did, looking back to the Bolte era. This government
should reflect on its eight years — on the record
amounts of recurrent revenue that have flowed to it and
on its achievements over that period.
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As Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion ably points out, there has
been a clear lack of investment in Victorian
infrastructure for that eight years. In this state we have a
power crisis, a water crisis and a transport crisis. What
we see from this government is a whole lot of
strategies, a whole lot of documents, a whole lot of
waste and a whole lot of rhetoric, which government
members spout to all of us. The government will no
doubt give contracts to its mates to run advertisements
on TV, but the reality is that when it comes to
performance, to outcomes and to historical comparisons
with other governments, this government is lacking
terribly.
As Mr Finn said, it is a total, total failure. We all know
that infrastructure is so important for Victoria,
particularly now that we are facing economic
challenges from rising states such as Western Australia
and Queensland, and south-east Queensland in
particular. Victoria has to maintain a competitive
advantage through its transport sector, which has
traditionally been very strong. Victoria and Melbourne
have to have a good transport network, with good roads
linking the city and the ports. We are now facing major
competition from the trade coast, which is a port
situated right next to the Brisbane Airport. There is a
whole set of infrastructure there which the Queensland
government has for many years — before the current
Queensland government came to power — supported
through investment. We are not talking about investing
in the future, we are talking about investment from the
1970s onwards, which has been done in Queensland.
Obviously the issue of this week is water. I will remind
the chamber of a couple of comments. The first one is
from the Premier, talking about the Liberal’s proposal
for a desalination plant. Ministers such as the Minister
for Planning, the Honourable Justin Madden and others
come in here and say, ‘Where is your policy?’. Well
here it is, so let us talk about our policy on a
desalination plant for this state. We discussed how
vitally important it was, and we took our policy to the
last election and outlined how important we believed
this issue was for Victoria. This was the Premier’s
response:
The energy generation —

of a desalination plant —
is enormous, the intrusion on the community is enormous
and, of course, it is extraordinarily expensive.
… what a hoax it is.

This was from the Premier, who would now have us
believe that he was in fact considering a desalination
plant at the very time he made those comments. The

1825

only hoax is actually the hoax committed by the
Premier of Victoria upon the people of Victoria in
rubbishing a desalination plant when, if we believe the
word of the Premier today, he was considering one all
along.
Another hoax is the now missing-in-action water
minister. This was not a comment he made from Falls
Creek, this was a comment he made in Melbourne. The
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change,
John Thwaites, said about the Liberal’s proposal for a
desalination plant that it was ill thought out and would
have major environmental consequences.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr GUY — Again, and I will not do this very often,
I take up Mr Pakula’s interjection and say it is utterly
incorrect to say the Liberal Party had a policy to have
the desalination plant feeding out into the bay. That is
wrong. It is incorrect rhetoric, and I will not use any
more unparliamentary language except to say that it is
incorrect and utterly wrong for any member of the
Labor Party to say otherwise. It is more Labor Party
spin.
Those comments were made by the Premier and the
minister for water. I will just go back to the Premier’s
comment, when he said, ‘What a hoax it is’. That is
what he said about desalination and the Liberal’s
plans — and this is a man who would now have us
believe that he has been considering this policy for
three or four years. That is the hoax!
Our water storages in Melbourne are at 28.4 per cent —
30 per cent less than at this time two years ago. We are
currently on stage 3a water restrictions, not
stage 4 restrictions. It is another stunt. The trigger for
stage 4 restrictions is actually 29.3 per cent. I repeat that
we are at 28.4 per cent. The government is saying, ‘We
will look at it. We will hope it rains, we will pray it
rains, we will get some long-term forecasts and hope it
all comes in, and we might go to stage 4 in August’.
The reality is that until yesterday the government had
no policies on water management in this state —
N-O-N-E, none! Now it has come out with a
desalination plant because it has panicked.
The government has copied Liberal Party policy, just
like it did with regard to transport, which I will talk
about later, and the scrapping of zone 3. The reality is
that the government until yesterday had a policy to pray
for rain and to hope that long-term weather forecasters
were right. That was the extent of the Labor Party water
policy in this state.
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As this motion says, it is about the last seven years.
What has this government done for seven years? We
have had some terrific ads on TV produced by another
Labor mate, Bill Shannon, who got a great contract.
The new desalination plant is going to be worth
probably another $1 million to Bill Shannon to
advertise the Premier again. In fact I picked up the
Herald Sun today and what was in it? It was a picture
of the Premier advertising what the government is
supposedly going to do on water.
Mr Finn — Was he in a helicopter?
Mr GUY — He was not in a helicopter, but the
reality is that a number of years ago the government
paid $13 million for an advertising contract to one of its
mates to advertise a supposedly major policy direction
that the government was taking on water, and yet
nothing was built. When the government was re-elected
in 2002, John Thwaites, the Deputy Premier, became
the water minister and said that water was the most
pressing issue for Victoria’s future. What piece of
infrastructure was built in that time? There was
nothing — that is the government’s commitment on
water. Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion is utterly correct
when it takes note of this government for its failings to
build any infrastructure and water resources over the
last seven to eight years that it has been in power.
The government also wants to put an extra million
people in the city of Melbourne by the year 2030.
Where now you see four people on the street, by 2030
you will see five people on the street. The government
also wants to make the city vastly more compact. This
is what its plan is: to make a compact metropolitan
area, to encourage people into public transport and to
build the population by a million people. That sounds
fine, but let us have a look at what the government has
done to move those people around this city, which will
have a million more people by 2030. It will be a city
with a metropolitan population that will be bigger than
the combined populations of Brisbane and Perth.
I refer to the suburban network. I have talked many
times in this chamber about the extension to South
Morang. It is an area where an extra 40 000 people will
be living by the year 2030, but the government
steadfastly refuses to fund the extension of the Epping
to South Morang railway line. Indeed, when I came into
this chamber Mr Theophanous appeared not to know
about the issue, and he is one of the members for the
Northern Metropolitan Region. Similarly, the
Cranbourne to Cranbourne East extension was
promised by this government and not delivered. The
Craigieburn extension, promised by this government,
was delivered late, over budget and on the cheap. The
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government promised flyer trains. Where are the flyer
trains that were promised by the government? What
about the third tracks that were supposed to be
delivered within a term of office?
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — We have news for
you: trains don’t fly. That is for aeroplanes.
Mr GUY — If Mr Theophanous thinks trains do not
fly, then he should read his government’s policy from
1999, particularly the subsection entitled ‘Flyer trains’.
If he intends to walk into this chamber and have a go at
other people, then I suggest he read his own policy.
Should we be surprised that a Labor Party minister does
not know his government’s transport policy from 1999?
No, we should not, mainly because the government had
no intention of fulfilling the policies and the
commitments contained therein — for example, the
Epping to South Morang line and the Cranbourne to
Cranbourne East line, just to name a few. Flyer trains,
for Mr Theophanous’s benefit, are express trains
running through a number of stations on their way to
major CAD (central activities district) areas.
As has been pointed out, the government’s response to
the extra patronage of public transport, which it was
very happy to promise, was to be totally freaked out at
the numbers of people suddenly getting on the trains. Its
response was to bring in 10 more trains. On a network
with more than 20 destinations, the government is
going to bring in 10 trains! I simply say that if the best
the government can do is offer the people of Melbourne
10 extra trains for the near future, that is woeful. One
million people on 10 trains is absolutely woeful.
Compared to the number of trains being introduced in
the greater Sydney area and the inter urban networks, or
on the South East Queensland networks up to
Nambour, the Gold Coast and out to Ipswich and
beyond, I think the commitment from the Victorian
government is disgraceful and woeful.
Let us look at the rural networks. This is very
interesting. Mr Theophanous would certainly remember
that the Labor Party promised to standardise the entire
Victorian country regional rail network for $96 million.
Apart from the absurdity of this promise, let us look at
the facts. What has been standardised in this time for
$96 million? Nothing. What about the fast rail project at
$80 million? I do want to talk in-depth about fast rail.
Fast rail is indicative of this government’s commitment
to do what it thinks to try to solve the problem. The
government introduced new trains and an upgraded
track. It upgraded the maximum permissible speed for
rail passenger travel and put out umpteen press releases
and media stunts and said, ‘Look at this, we have fixed
the problem’.
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However, what is the actual situation? The reality is
that you try to get people on to commuter trains in
regional areas. Commuter trains are not like the
once-a-day service from Traralgon to Melbourne, a trip
that takes 82 minutes, with the government saying it
has fulfilled its election promise. The Latrobe Valley
has three major centres: Moe, Morwell and Traralgon.
The one service that the government points to and
claims, ‘Look what we have done. We have achieved
our fast rail pledge,’ does not even stop at Moe and
Morwell. You get on at Traralgon, it flies into the city,
and that is it. The reality comes in the quality of a
commuter service.
If you go back to the timetables from 1989 or from
1980, which I have here, you see that even the fast rail
services today have minimal impact on the average
speed and the time taken of those services which go
from point A to point B picking up people. Mr Viney is
not in the chamber, but I know he has picked up that
train; he catches it from Drouin. He would be one of the
people who would certainly know whether or not the
fast rail has made any difference.
With regard to the Latrobe Valley rail line, the reality is
that the Kennett government was the first government
to increase the maximum permissible rail passenger
speeds in Victoria from what was 115 kilometres an
hour to 130 kilometres an hour. In the 1930s Harold
Clapp ran the Victorian railways, introduced the Spirit
of Progress and upped the maximum permissible
speeds on some of the lines to 70 miles an hour, and rail
speeds did not change in Victoria until the Kennett
government came in.
The Kennett government introduced light-weight diesel
units, rail cars called ‘sprinters’. Sprinters, as their name
suggests, build up to their maximum speed quickly, and
they go from point to point as a commuter service. It is
a fast commuter service, with a maximum speed of
130 kilometres an hour. The advantage of a sprinter is
that it is light, it can be run at 130 kilometres an hour on
the existing 115-kilometre-an-hour track, and it requires
less of a rail upgrade than the government claimed was
required for the introduction of V/Locity cars. The
V/Locity cars, which are the new fast rail services, run
at 160 kilometres an hour, but the reality is that the big
saving in point-to-point times occurred with the
introduction of sprinters. The V/Locity trains have not
had much impact on the commuter services that were
introduced by the Kennett government with sprinter
trains in the mid-1990s, and that is a fact.
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Mr GUY — Alan Brown did bring those trains in. It
is worth noting that the other fallacy about fast rail —
and Mr Thornley referred to this a number of times —
is in relation to the number of concrete sleepers. He said
it was important to bring in concrete sleepers. Anyone
with any knowledge of rail travel will know that
concrete sleepers look good and reduce maintenance,
but they are not necessary to run trains at high speeds.
In fact Australian high-speed records were set in the
early 1980s when the New South Wales railways
introduced XPTs and trains were running at over
180 kilometres an hour on wooden sleepers all the way
down to Albury. Rail speed records have been set just
recently in Queensland by the new electric trains
running up to Cairns on wooden sleepers. The belief
that we have to spend hundreds upon hundreds of
millions of dollars to introduce concrete sleepers is an
utter fallacy, and, I might add, they are not standard
gauge compatible — if the government ever gets
around to fulfilling its 1999 election pledge to
standardise the entire rural and regional rail network.
I will comment further on the Gippsland line. Let us
have a look at what the government actually did. The
track from Melbourne to Traralgon is 160 kilometres
long. The government said it was going to introduce
these great trains which could travel at 100 miles an
hour and that they were going to reduce the travel time
to 80 minutes. The reality is that 55 to 60 kilometres of
that track to Pakenham is suburban. The regional fast
rail kicks in at Pakenham, some 60 kilometres on,
leaving about 100 kilometres of regional fast rail track.
There has been no upgrade of the track through
Haunted Hills. It is duplicated all the way to Moe. The
line has two tracks, but the government has upgraded
only one of them. So in effect, only half the track to
Moe has been upgraded to fast rail, and only part of the
track from Moe to Traralgon is for the fast rail system
for trains running at 100 miles an hour, because most of
the track through Haunted Hills is not upgraded for
100-miles-an-hour running.
When trains run on a double-track line, as used to be
the case from Moe to Melbourne, they keep to the left,
just like you do when are driving on a road: the ones
going into the city run on the left, and the ones going
out of the city run on the left. The government
introduced what is called single-track running to
maximise the use of the fast rail, so if you are coming
into town, you are obviously going on the fast line; and
if you are coming out of town, you are using the fast
line that runs on the other side.

An honourable member — Alan Brown did that.
The reality is that the vast majority of services on the
line to Traralgon are less than 10 minutes faster over a
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100-mile journey because the trains are not travelling at
a maximum permissible speed that is any greater than
they were before the government spent over $1 billion
to upgrade the track in Victoria. That is the fallacy of
fast rail.
Geelong, which is 75 kilometres from Melbourne, is
another example. Five kilometres north of Geelong is
where the regional fast rail begins. You see the signs
when you travel on the train, which I have done plenty
of times. A sign 5 kilometres out reads ‘Start RFR’, so
that leaves 70 kilometres to Melbourne. There is
35 kilometres of suburban track, so we have got just
over 30 kilometres of upgraded track on the Geelong
line.
The reality is that the vast majority of that track does
not allow for speeds higher than 130 kilometres an
hour, which is no different to what was the case when
the sprinters were introduced under the Kennett
government. Therefore are we surprised that one of the
fastest trains to get from Melbourne to Geelong today is
the one going to Warrnambool? The fastest service is
not the commuter service on the supposedly fast-rail
train — which is a fallacy, a joke, a scam — it is the
V/Line train which sits on 70 miles an hour, because it
does not stop at any stations and runs straight to
Geelong.
Members opposite come into this chamber and talk
about fast rail and large amounts of money being
invested in rural and regional rail networks, but they
should look at the facts before they pick up their talking
points and begin to explain away on what they think is
a terrific service — the service is fine, but it is utterly
incompatible with what was promised in Labor’s
election documentation.
I will briefly turn to the airport rail link. I remember at
one stage David Davis, who may have then been the
scrutiny of government shadow minister, put out a
release which said that one of the highest-paid
Victorian public servants was a gentleman who was
overseeing the construction of the airport rail link. Eight
years on and the new Southern Cross station has been
built; but if members look closely, they will find that no
platforms or lines have been built there to house the
airport rail link; the government’s promise fell down
within a number of months of its coming to office. That
demonstrates the Labor Party’s commitment to the
airport rail link.
I turn to the issue of level crossings. As Mr Atkinson
very importantly pointed out during his contribution to
the debate, Melbourne is the only major city in the
world that is riddled with level crossings. When I take
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the train home to Preston from Parliament station I go
through more level crossings than exist along the
entirety of the Sydney metropolitan rail network.
I am sure members opposite will accept we are not
saying that the Bracks government had a responsibility
to eliminate every level crossing in eight years. No, it
did not, but a commitment to removing some of the
level crossings in Melbourne is absolutely necessary.
Bell Street goes over two metropolitan railway lines as
does Springvale Road.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr GUY — As Mr Finn pointed out, St Albans is
an absolute black spot. Warrigal Road goes over two
level crossings. There are problem level crossings in
Mordialloc, Kooyong, Blackburn, Mitcham and
Rosanna. Level crossings hurt productivity; they hurt
the competitive advantage of a city being able to move
goods around logistically, and of course level crossings
restrict train movements throughout the metropolitan
rail network, because you cannot put more services on
when to do so would mean that the level crossings on
roads like Bell Street — where the gates are almost
permanently down in peak hour — would bring
Melbourne to a standstill.
Since it came to office eight years ago the government
has eliminated two level crossings. It is granted that
eliminating the one on Middleborough Road was much
overdue and certainly worthwhile. It also removed the
one in Narre Warren, but it has absolutely refused to
even look at removing the level crossings on Springvale
Road, particularly the one in Nunawading. I think every
member of this house would agree that having a level
crossing over Springvale Road in Nunawading is
ludicrous.
In conclusion, the government’s answer to improving
Melbourne’s metropolitan rail network is not just about
putting out a transport and livability statement, which is
going to implement everything in about 2055; it is
actually about slowing the system down. It is a
mechanism that was perfected by the failed and
discredited Iemma and Carr governments. It adds 2 or
3 minutes onto timetables and slows the system down.
From memory, work on 8 of the 14 destinations in the
Melbourne metropolitan network — Sandringham,
Cranbourne, Frankston, Pakenham, Werribee, Upfield,
Sydenham and Broadmeadows — have all been slowed
down by this government.
The government could then run out and say, ‘Train
services are now running 95 per cent on time as
opposed to 75 per cent two years ago’. We all know
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that when the government comes out with that spin, the
reality will be that those trains are running slower than
they were in the 1950s. Those trains will have a slower
timetable than the timetable under the government in
the 1950s. The Bolte government, which was maligned
by Mr Thornley, introduced the Harris trains — the
blue trains — in the 1950s. That is how the Bracks
government has improved rail transport in Victoria.
I note there is not much time left for this debate, so I
will briefly put a few things on the record about roads.
Let us talk about outcomes — big outcomes — for
roads and transport projects in and around Melbourne.
Let us look at the Pakenham bypass, the Deer Park
bypass and the Craigieburn bypass.
Mr O’Donohue — The commonwealth
government’s!
Mr GUY — Mr O’Donohue is referring to the stunt
of Minister Thwaites heading up to the Craigieburn
bypass, launching big earthmoving equipment to dig
the ground up and saying, ‘Here I am! I am launching
planning approval for the Craigieburn bypass’, but the
postscript is that that bypass is being entirely financed
by the federal government — every cent of it. In fact
the member for Yan Yean in the other place put out a
flyer showing the Craigieburn bypass as an
achievement of the Bracks government. That was
astounding!
Whose money came first for the Deer Park bypass? It
was the federal government’s money. In 2001 the
federal government was talking about the Pakenham
bypass. The recent converts in the state government
came up and said, ‘My goodness, we had better get on
board with the Pakenham bypass’, and of course they
came to the conclusion that they should support it many
years after the state Liberal Party had a policy, which
policy it still retains, of building that piece of
infrastructure and many years after the federal
government’s money was kicked in to get that project
off the ground. That project was started by funding
from the federal Liberal government.
I simply ask members: where is the Dingley bypass that
was promised by this Labor Party in 1999?
Mr Finn — Where is the Yuroke overpass?
Mr GUY — Where is the Yuroke overpass? Where
is the full extension of Plenty Road? At the end of the
day the Labor Party has made these promises and
commitments. We are not standing here with a blank
list, saying, ‘We should build this, and we should build
this, this and that’. The promises we are mentioning are
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promises made by the Australian Labor Party in the
middle of election campaigns. Where are the results?
The Labor Party will say or do anything to get elected,
including promising to have no tolls on the Scoresby
freeway. It was an absolutely rolled-gold promise made
via direct mail to everyone in the eastern suburbs and
signed by the Premier, stating, ‘You will get this —
with no tolls’. That was the word of the Premier, just
like the Premier turned around a number of months ago
and called desalination a hoax. The only thing that is a
hoax is the word of the Premier. The Premier’s word
obviously means nothing, because, at the end of the
day, the Premier promised the Scoresby freeway with
no tolls and said desalination was a hoax.
I conclude by saying that the motion of
Mr Rich-Phillips should be supported wholeheartedly.
It points out that over eight years of record revenues,
the only hoax being played out upon the people of
Victoria is that by the Premier and the Australian Labor
Party.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr TEE (Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day.
Sitting suspended 12:52 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Water: desalination plant
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Will the minister advise
the house whether there will be a full environment
effects statement for the planned water desalination
plant at Wonthaggi-Kilcunda, and if so, when it will
commence?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome the member’s question in relation to planning
matters. I appreciate, too, that Philip Davis has given
Mr Guy the opportunity to ask this question today. As
members of this chamber would no doubt appreciate, in
large projects where environmental issues are
significant of course it may be necessary to conduct an
environment effects statement. That is often decided
when the project has been designed and when it has
been developed in some detail. That strategic design, or
the finalised design — whatever it might be — needs to
be the proposition that is put as a case.
At this point in time I will make it very clear to the
member opposite that I am not ruling in or ruling out an
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environment effects statement, and I am not because it
is not until the project reaches my desk, it is not until I
receive advice in relation to this project, that I will
make that decision. Until that time anything is
hypothetical or speculative, and I do not deal in those.
As planning minister it is not my role to do that. My
role as planning minister is to be the authority on these
projects. I will wait for the project to come to my desk,
and I will wait for the advice that goes with that project
to come to my desk, before I make that decision.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — By way of a
supplementary question, what confidence can
Victorians have in the integrity in the planning process
when the government presents projects as a fait
accompli without completing due planning and
environment assessment processes?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
do not think Mr Guy quite understands the role of the
planning minister. I will tell the house why he does not
understand the role of the planning minister. It is
because what he is seeking me to do is deal in
propositions and hypotheticals; he wants me to make a
decision before the detailed design has come to my
desk. We know that that is the way former minister
Robert Maclellan dealt with planning matters when the
Liberal Party was in government, and this party wants
us returned to the Maclellanesque method of old. I will
wait for this project to come to me, as I have with the
channel deepening project. I will make a decision or a
determination on the extent of the process once that
project comes to my desk through the department.

Williamstown shipyard: defence contract
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Industry and State Development.
Can the minister inform the house what impact the
building of two new amphibious ships for the Royal
Australian Navy will have on the Victorian economy?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question. This is another good news
story for Victoria and is another example of why the
Victorian economy is buzzing along. This morning it
was announced that the Royal Australian Navy’s
newest ships will be built right here in Victoria. I know
the President is very interested in the answer to this
question. The Bracks government, in partnership with
Tenix Defence, has worked to make this a great win for
Victoria. The amphibious landing helicopter dock ship,
which looks like a small aircraft carrier — and the
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President would understand what I am talking about —
is the biggest navy ship — —
Mr Atkinson interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Mr Atkinson
should listen; he will learn something. I know the
shadow minister does not have an interest, but I know
Mr Atkinson does have an interest in this. At
27 831 tonnes full load displacement it will be the
biggest navy ship ever built in Australia. At 230 metres
in length and with nearly 5000 square metres of flight
deck it will be the biggest ship ever built in Australia.
The superstructure fit-out and all the high-end systems
work will be completed right here in Melbourne at
Tenix’s Williamstown shipyard.
I am happy to say that the Bracks government has
delivered again. Winning this important project for
Victoria was one of the key priorities outlined in the
government’s defence roadmap strategy released late
last year and was one of the key priority tasks given to
me by the Premier when he commissioned me in this
task. I am very pleased to not only be able to say that
we have delivered this but to indicate to the house what
it means for Victoria. It means over $500 million of
high-end manufacturing, design, consolidation and
systems integration work. It means 600 additional jobs
at the Williamstown shipyard — and these are highly
skilled jobs — and many more jobs as well. It means
that as a result over 500 businesses — small and
medium-sized enterprises — which undertake work in
support of our shipbuilding industries will also see a
future.
Everyone is cheering on this decision, except the
opposition spokesperson, who I have not heard say a
single thing. I spoke to the federal Minister for Industry,
Tourism and Resources, Ian Macfarlane, and the
Treasurer spoke to his federal counterpart, Peter
Costello. This has been an effort with which the
Premier has tried to assist. We have worked with Tenix
very closely to get this outcome. It is the right decision
by the federal government, but let me tell you it has
been done — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — It is a decision of
the federal government. The federal government could
have decided to send it to Queensland, and it did not.
The reason it did not decide that is that this is the best
place and we had the best proposition on offer.
The AWD (air warfare destroyer) ships are from the
same Spanish shipyard — that is, Navantia. The air
warfare destroyers will also be built using the Navantia
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ship design. When you put together the work that will
result from the air warfare destroyers with the work that
is coming in for this, we are talking about over
$1 billion of work down at the shipyards at
Williamstown over the next five years.
This is a fantastic outcome. It has come about because
of a lot of effort from a lot of people. I want to thank
my department in particular for the work it has done
consistently over the last six months, and all the people
who have been engaged in doing this at Tenix and in
other parts of the industry that have assisted in getting
this wonderful outcome for Victoria.

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning. The public
inquiry hearings into channel deepening have
commenced. I have raised concerns in this chamber
about the assessment process, as did Mr Guy,
yesterday, regarding the lack of transcripts. One has to
wonder whether the inquiry has been properly
resourced. We are hearing stories about things being
rushed through, people not knowing who has asked
what questions, who is going to answer what questions,
and so on. It has come to my attention that the Blue
Wedges coalition requested to meet with the minister
but that the minister said to the coalition that he was not
able to meet with it under the Environment Effects Act
1978. Could the minister explain why he is not able to
meet with it?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Ms Pennicuik’s question in relation to the
inquiry panel into the channel deepening project. First
of all I want to clarify the first matter that the member
mentioned — that is, transcripts. It is my understanding
that in project panel hearings of this nature transcripts
are not normally supplied. My understanding is that
transcripts are supplied only if one of the parties seeks
to afford that, or fund it, or seeks to have that as part of
the panel process. That is the advice I have.
I have also been advised that there is nothing to stop
any of those people who would like the information in
relation to that panel hearing from accessing a CD of
the recording of it, because it has been recorded, I
understand. So if people want to access that, they can
request it, and I understand that will be provided. That
is not determined by me, that is determined by the panel
itself. I am clarifying for the member that there is no
gag in relation to this, there is no conspiracy theory. I
know members on the other side of the chamber would
like to propose that there is a conspiracy, but there is
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not. I hope that clarifies the first matter — the access of
information in relation to the proceedings.
The other item that I wish to clarify in relation to the
hearings is: if people are particularly interested, then I
would expect that they would be in attendance. If they
feel compelled to sit there for a short period of time or a
long period of time or on specific matters, I am sure
they can approach the panel in some way to have that
clarified. I know there is a schedule that has been
prepared for when parties will be heard or can make
their verbal submissions over and above any written
submission, and I would expect that the panel, which
will determine these things, would make that known to
other parties. If parties want to be there sitting at the
panel listening to other parties make their submission, I
am sure the panel has the ability to ensure that that
happens.
I also want to make it clear, President, that once I
appointed the panel and set the terms and conditions, if
I were to interfere or intervene in any of the
proceedings in any way, I am sure that the first people
to criticise me would be the people on the other side of
the house. Once I set this train in motion, it will run. It
will run its full course, and then I will no doubt receive
the report from the panel in relation to the
supplementary environment effects statement and the
propositions that have been put to that panel by various
people who are presenting to the panel. I will receive
that report, I will consider it and I will make my
determination accordingly. But, as I have said, it is up
to the panel to determine the proceedings once the
panel has been set in motion.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Given that the minister has refused to meet with the
Blue Wedges, does that mean he will not be meeting
with any other person regarding this project, including
the proponent?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
failed to answer that last part of the question the last
time the member asked it. It is not appropriate for me to
meet with any of those parties who might make
submissions to the panel during the panel hearing. I
have said I have an open door in relation to meeting
with people, but there are times when it is not
appropriate to meet with specific people during the
course of a hearing. The hearing is their opportunity to
use that forum to voice their support or lack thereof for
the project. It is not my place to meet with any of those
submitters to that panel at this point in time. As I have
said, I expect that the panel will provide me with a
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report that will be considered by the department and
me, and I will make determinations based on the report
of that panel.

Business: Thailand trade mission
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Industry and State
Development. Can the minister inform the house how
the Bracks government is assisting and facilitating local
business to participate in industry trade missions.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question. Last night I had the pleasure
of attending an inbound trade mission from Thailand,
which has been supported by my department. It was a
very interesting evening. The trade mission is building
on two-way trade between Thailand and Australia. It is
part of a program that we have in place to promote
these kinds of activities. It is specifically focused on
automotive electronics, telematics, solar technology,
smartcard and powerline communications sectors of the
economy It was an opportunity for 43 members of the
delegation to meet with our local businesses to increase
trade between Victoria and Thailand.
I must say that in giving the speech and thanking the
people who were there — as I said, 43 Thai
government and business people attended the
function — I of course acknowledged our visitors and
our guests. I looked down the list of people who were
present and who I had to acknowledge. I acknowledged
His Excellency Mr Bandhit Sotipalalit and his wife,
Mrs Sotipalalit. I also acknowledged the
secretary-general of Thailand’s Board of Investment,
Mr Satit Chanjavanakul, whose wife thankfully was not
there! I then looked down my list of dignitaries, and I
was happy to see that the opposition was represented on
this very important occasion. After all, it is very good to
see the opposition represented — I have made a point
of that. I almost went to the point of recognising David
Davis as the spokesperson, but was it David Davis who
turned up? No! David Davis did not turn up for this
particular event — —
An honourable member — He was at home fixing
the website.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — No, but I was
very happy to recognise Gordon Rich-Phillips, who
was representing the opposition at this particular
important event. It seems that the situation has got so
bad that Philip Davis has to send other shadow
ministers to do David Davis’s job, because this is the
fourth event — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister will
come back to the answer!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I have to say that
I was looking forward to being able to introduce the
delegation, because bipartisanship is important in
dealing with delegations. I can report that Gordon
Rich-Phillips did an excellent job while he was there. I
might say that he also got a small gift, as I did, from the
Thai authorities.
The PRESIDENT — That is enough from the
minister.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Seriously, we
should have bipartisanship. I look forward to working
with the opposition on these important delegations, and
I hope that in the future the opposition is able to send
somebody to make sure there is bipartisanship, even if
it is not David Davis.

Water: desalination plant
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Noting that the Premier
has made an announcement that the government is to
build a desalination facility and that that will be
accompanied by $1 million in government advertising,
a plant the minister believes is a hypothetical, I ask: can
the minister advise the house what preliminary planning
work has been completed for the government to
establish that Wonthaggi-Kilcunda is an appropriate
and environmentally suitable location for a water
desalination facility?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
just want to correct Mr Guy. I did not say that the
project was a hypothetical; there is no doubt that the
project is going ahead. I correct him to say that the
proposition of how it will look or how it will be
presented in this case has to come before me, so it
would be inappropriate for me to comment in relation
to a project that I have yet to see the format of. What I
can say, though, is that if Mr Guy had been at the
briefing yesterday, he would have been made well
aware of why the location was determined as it has
been. I even note that this morning Mr Baillieu was on
the radio talking to Jon Faine. I think his comment was
that former Premier Rupert Hamer had identified this
site as a desalination plant location when he was in
government. He had nominated that site then.
What it does say is that the process that has been
undertaken to this point as to where the most likely
locations could have been and the final determination
of that relates to a number of matters. It relates to the
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way in which the current piping system works, to the
need for an ocean outlet for the brine, to the existing
water facility and probably as well to the area of
greatest local need in relation to some of these matters
given those circumstances. I know that a number of
criteria were considered and that a number of locations
were thrown around as considerations, but this is the
most suitable — as opposed to what the opposition
proposed, which was to locate it somewhere around a
bay — particularly because the plant needs to be
located at an ocean outlet so that the brine can be
pumped out to the ocean some distance away. A
number of matters have been considered in relation to
the most appropriate location for this project.
I understand that the vast majority of that work in
relation to this matter has been done by the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change. I have been
party to his briefing in relation to this matter, but most
of the work on the siting has been done on the
pragmatic grounds of what the most appropriate
location is for the operation of the facility.
As I have mentioned, I look forward to the final design
coming to me for consideration and to ensuring that a
thorough environmental investigation takes place. I
look forward to taking advice on and making a
determination on the form of that. Regardless of what
the opposition says about this project and no matter
what it wants to throw around about it, this is a solution
to the ongoing water needs of the state. No matter what
opposition members say now or what they have said
before, we would expect the opposition to support this
wholeheartedly.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Noting that
the government has adopted the same panicked reaction
to water as it did to toxic dumps and channel deepening
by announcing the sites first and speaking to
communities second, I ask: is this not yet another case
of the government putting the media spin first and the
proper planning processes second?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
What Mr Guy is really saying is that he does not agree
with proper process. For each of these projects what he
is saying is that he does not believe in proper process.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — He is a disciple of
Maclellan! If this man — the alternative planning
minister — were to become the planning minister, it
would be very different. Can I just make it very clear
that for each of the projects nominated by him, Mr Guy
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has failed to acknowledge proper process. One of the
things that is critical when it comes to planning is due
process, proper process. Can I just remind opposition
members that if they have a policy, if they have a plan
and they follow due process — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister knows
full well he is not able to debate the issue. He is clearly
debating it, in my view, and I would ask him to come
back to the specific supplementary question asked
without referring to his opinion of the opposition.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Thank you very much,
President. There is obviously no need for me to
elaborate on that anyway. In any planning project there
is a requirement for due process, and we know that in
the phrasing of Mr Guy’s question the implication is,
‘Don’t undertake due and proper process; make a
decision and make it happen now’. What we do is
implement proper process, and the planning minister, as
the due authority, considers those projects in a full and
proper planning process. We are proud of that record,
we are proud of that reputation, and it stands in stark
contrast to the opposition historically and today. It
would return to the Maclellanesque days of old.

Public land: facility maintenance
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Can the minister outline
to the house how the Bracks government is assisting
volunteer local committees of management to protect,
upgrade and maintain public assets for their
communities through the government’s Moving
Forward initiative?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Scheffer’s question, and I welcome the
fact that he did not read it too fast, because I know that
some members in the chamber have a bit of difficulty
with a series of complex words.
We appreciate the role of Crown land, the facilities that
are on Crown land and those who at a community level
take the responsibility for managing many of those
community facilities on Crown land, particularly in
small towns in provincial Victoria, where the Crown
land is often the heart and soul of community activity.
These are often places where communities come
together to participate in a whole range of activities —
it might be sport, it might be picnics, it might be
families coming together across the weekend.
Because of that, I am delighted to announce that
community committees of Crown land reserves
throughout provincial Victoria will share in almost
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$500 000 in funding for 61 projects to upgrade
much-loved local public facilities through the
Stewardship in Action grants. These grants range, I
understand, from $429 to $30 000 and will help
improve the likes of sports facilities, community halls,
picnic tables, disabled access, water supplies, toilets
and fences. They might be small amounts in some
instances — they might be small projects — but they
mean a lot to some of those small communities,
because often these reserves are the hub of community
activity.
As well as that, these funds complement the work of
those committees of management and of those
volunteers in many of those reserves who have
committed themselves through their relationship with
the community groups that use this Crown land. They
have committed themselves on behalf of the
community to being involved, and this funding
complements what they do. This four-year program
began with $250 000 in annual funding, which has
grow to about $500 000, to assist volunteer
communities to improve assets, infrastructure and
public facilities on Crown land reserves throughout
provincial Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I advise Mr Davis that
applications are assessed on the following criteria.
Projects should prevent physical deterioration of the
reserve, they should improve accessibility, they should
protect natural values, they should increase community
usage of the reserve, and they should contribute to the
general condition of the reserve.
I refer to some examples of the outcomes of these
grants. They range from the replacement of oak
floorboards damaged by white ants and the replacement
of steps at the Poolaijelo soldiers memorial hall in West
Wimmera to $30 000 towards replacing the Freeburgh
hall in the high country and include $10 000 to connect
the Johnsonville public hall in East Gippsland to the
sewerage system and $6830 to revamp kitchen facilities
at a Horsham recreation reserve.
This is another way we are making Victoria a great
place to live, work and raise a family, which stands in
stark contrast to the opposition. We have always been
committed to provincial Victoria, in stark contrast to
opposition members, who could not give a damn about
what takes place in regional Victoria.
Questions interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am now becoming
seriously concerned about Minister Madden’s
deliberate flouting of my rulings with regard to abuse of
members of the opposition, particularly at question
time. I have to take a view that it is deliberate, therefore
I am going to use standing order 13.02. I rule that the
minister has been disruptive to the house, and I remove
him for 30 minutes.
Hon. J. M. Madden withdrew from chamber.
QUESTIONSWITHOUTNOTICE

Questions resumed.

Water: Victorian plan
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Industry and State
Development. I refer to the announcement that average
water bills are expected to double over the next five
years to fund the proposed water projects. Will the
minister provide the house with an assurance that small
business and Victoria’s industries will not face
increased water charges that exceed those faced by
domestic consumers?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question. In response to the member,
what has been announced is a project that will secure
Victoria’s water supplies against climate change risk
going forward for a substantial period of time. What we
are talking about is a 50 per cent increase in the water
available to this state, particularly to Melbourne.
If you think about what that means for businesses — I
know this because I go around and talk to businesses —
the single thing that businesses, especially those
businesses that are high users of water, tell me is that
their biggest issue is the risk going forward of not
having access to water supplies. Business therefore
welcomes the new infrastructure, because it knows that
it can go into Asia, it can go into Europe and it can go
into the rest of the world and say, ‘We can produce
products in Melbourne and we have a secure supply of
both energy and, in this instance, water’.
The ability to do that is paramount if we are going to
have successful industries going forward. I am sure
that, all jokes aside, David Davis agrees with me in
relation to that. We have to secure a water supply for
our industries. That is part of what this series of major
projects being undertaken by the government is all
about. It is also important, however, that industry
engage in conservation. It should preserve water, and
the more we can assist it to preserve water the better off
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we will be, because every litre it preserves is a litre of
water that we do not have to find somewhere else.
It is important that we have both sides of that strategy in
place. But of course if we are going to go into a series
of projects which will enhance our water supply by
50 per cent, it is going to cost money — it is not going
to be done for free. The government has been
absolutely up front in saying that this will result in
additional costs for water. That cost will be shared by
both domestic consumers and industry.
At this stage all that I can say to the member is that we
are looking to the share of that being equally spread
between industrial and domestic consumers. We expect
that in both sectors there would be an approximate
doubling of the cost of water. That is a significant
impost, but it is an impost which we do not apologise
for, because it is designed ultimately to put us into a
competitive situation.
I conclude by saying that one should also look at the
fact that the cost of water in Melbourne, and in
Victoria, is one of the lowest around the whole of the
country. Certainly in relation to domestic consumers of
water, we have the lowest costs of any other state. The
increase, while being one which will impact on
domestic consumers and on industry, is one we believe
will place Victoria in the best possible business position
in terms of the risk of supply
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I agree
with the minister that an equitable sharing of increased
costs is the right way to go. In that context I ask: will
the minister meet with water authorities and water
boards to put the case that small business contributions
to Victoria’s belated water infrastructure activity should
be capped at the level of the domestic increase?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — In answer to the
member’s question, let me indicate that ministers,
including me, will meet with all parts of industry and
will discuss issues surrounding its cost inputs, including
the cost of water, going forward for those industries. It
is part of what we do in an attempt to try to reduce
those costs as much as possible.
What I can say to the member is that at least the peak
industry representatives have told us they understand
the need to do this. In fact Neil Coulson from the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry has said that industry is the first to understand
that when commodities are scarce, prices increase. Neil
Coulson understands it, and I believe Tim Piper also
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understands that this is something which is necessary.
Industry has an understanding that it wants to be in a
position to ensure that we do not have a scarce supply
of water in the future because having a secure supply is
a competitive advantage.
We will be talking to all of the industry sectors in
relation to this. I certainly will be speaking to the
people who come under my area of responsibility, to
assure them that the government will do whatever is
possible in order to maintain the competitiveness of all
of our industries.

Aged care: Eastern Victoria Region
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the minister for aged care. Could the minister please
inform the house how the Bracks government is
continuing to invest in care for older Victorians,
particularly in my electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region?
Mrs Coote — On a point of order, President, I do
not believe we have a minister for aged care in this
chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr VINEY — I stand corrected. I was living in a
former Parliament for a moment. My question is to the
Minister for Community Services.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the opposition spokesperson, and I
thank Mr Viney for that very elaborate introduction to
this question and my opportunity to respond about the
wellbeing of senior Victorians who, hopefully, live
happily live in the eastern region of Victoria and indeed
the electorate that Mr Viney has the great privilege of
representing, along with a number of other members.
I had the good fortune to be in the company of those
senior citizens last week and the great services that are
provided throughout — —
Mrs Peulich — You felt at home.
Mr JENNINGS — I did feel at home. I felt pretty
comfortable in the good company of senior Victorians.
Even if they are living in residential aged care, they can
be full of life and full of enthusiasm — and as it turned
out they were full of cheek at the event I will refer to in
a minute. I enjoyed the opportunity to be in the
company of people who are enthusiastic about life.
They want to ensure that they have a good quality of
life regardless of their frailty, disabilities and individual
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circumstances whereby they may be less independent
than they once were.
As I travelled through Gippsland last week I stopped
off at Wonthaggi and joined — —
Mr D. Davis — You were looking for a site for a
desalination plant, were you?
Mr JENNINGS — As it turned out, I was in
Wonthaggi at one stage. I visited the Bass Coast
Regional Health service, and I talk with great
enthusiasm about the great job it has been doing for a
variety of reasons. That includes the rolling out and
being a provider of the aids and equipment program. I
allocated $502 000 to the Gippsland program, which is
run through the Bass Coast service, the Bairnsdale
Regional Health Service and Latrobe Community
Health. That $502 000 will eliminate the waiting list for
people who are currently on those programs throughout
Gippsland. This was a very important announcement in
its own right. I am pleased that it will support
independent living for many seniors and people with
disabilities who live right throughout Gippsland.
I left Wonthaggi and travelled to Leongatha to
participate in a couple of events. One was to join the
residents of Koorooman House, which is part of the
Leongatha hospital precinct. That precinct is going to
have a major redevelopment, a redevelopment that the
Bracks government is committed to providing. I was
happy to share with the residents and the staff of that
great service the news that $10 million has been
allocated in this budget for works to commence in the
near future which will see a redevelopment of the
residential aged-care facility, a 36-bed new facility
delivered on that site, a new pathology service
introduced as a part of the $10 million redevelopment
and significant landscaping in the car park area which is
established at the front of the facility. That is the first
stage of a major redevelopment that the service is
seeking to secure with the support of our government in
the years to come.
Our track record of supporting communities, regardless
of where that may be throughout Victoria, continues
unabated. The $10 million redevelopment of the
aged-care facility at Leongatha, which I have referred
to, is part of the $62 million we allocated in the budget
for aged-care redevelopments throughout the state of
Victoria. That cumulatively builds to the $424 million
which we have allocated during the life of the Bracks
government to redevelop residential aged care right
throughout Victoria. We have undertaken 45 major
redevelopments and 42 of them are in rural and regional
Victoria.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — There are 42 of them. That is a
measure of our commitment to communities right
throughout Victoria. I am pleased to say that these good
citizens of Gippsland are an essential part of the
Victorian fabric and of our community, and they
deserve the best quality care now and into the future.
That is what our government is determined to provide.

Small business: Melbourne retail strategy
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I direct
my question to the Honourable Theo Theophanous,
who is the Minister for Industry and State Development
and also the Minister for Small Business. The minister
recently launched the year one report card for the
Melbourne retail strategy for 2006–07. I had the
opportunity to be at the launch and to listen to the
minister. The minister has subsequently reported to the
house the importance of major events in attracting
international visitors and investors to Victoria. I
therefore ask: has the government reviewed its major
events strategy in respect of the international and
interstate visitor number trends outlined in the report
that the minister released for the city of Melbourne?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Small
Business) — I thank the member for his question and I
congratulate him on his continued interest in the area of
small business in this state as evidenced by his
attendance on behalf of the opposition at the function
he referred to. I reported on that to the house earlier.
The year one report card was an important event. It
described how well retail had been developed in the
city of Melbourne. Those who were present were
impressed by what had taken place over the course of
that one year and the reporting back functions which
were associated with the year one report card.
I do not want to go into the detail of that report again,
because I answered a previous question in relation to
that matter at the time. The member specifically asked
me about major events and asked for some information
and detail about this particular — as I understand the
question — retail strategy.
Mr Atkinson interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Yes, the trends.
In relation to major events I should point out to the
honourable member that I am actually not the minister
responsible for major events. There is another minister
who has that responsibility. Although the major events
section is in the Department of Innovation, Industry and
Regional Development and I am the lead minister
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within that department, I do not have direct
responsibility for major events.
This particular issue, the retail strategy, is something
that I am involved in. It is a shared responsibility in
many instances. In relation to major events there is
some crossover between me and the Minister for
Tourism in the other place. In this particular instance, I
was happy to give the year one report card at that event
in relation to the retail sector. I am not able to tell the
honourable member off the top of my head what the
trends are at the moment. I am happy to report to the
member in detail what the trends are.
Mr D. Davis — You launched it!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Yes, I launched
it, but unfortunately Mr Davis was not at that particular
event — he did not turn up for it. I do not think that
comment is appropriate. If I were him, I would just shut
up and let me answer the question asked by
Mr Atkinson. Mr Davis was not present at the event, so
he is not in a position to say anything about this matter.
In relation to the question from Bruce Atkinson, I will
get back to him with the detail he requests.
Supplementary question
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I, of
course, understand that the minister is not responsible
for major events, but I note that in the house he has
recently referred to the international airshow and
several other events and has been keen to take some
credit for them.
The Melbourne retail strategy report card does show, as
the minister would be aware, that the number of
international visitors to Melbourne in 2006, which was
the year of the Commonwealth Games, was exactly the
same as in 2004. Indeed the number of interstate
visitors was only very marginally higher in 2006 than in
2004, according to the Melbourne City Council report.
Given the failure of the Commonwealth Games to
generate any significant increase in international or
interstate visitors to Victoria in 2006, I ask if the
minister can identify any overseas investment that has
been secured for the state from the government’s
Commonwealth Games business program.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Small
Business) — In response to the member I would just
say that the overall responsibility for major events in
terms of tourism aspects rests with the Minister for
Tourism. However, I have responsibility in relation to
specific industry sectors. The retail industry is one of
the industries I have responsibility for, as is the aviation
industry, which is why I have such an important part to
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play in relation to the airshow, because the airshow
obviously is related to investment in that industry. That
is the reason I have involvement in those facilities, and
I think the member understands that.
In relation to the further question the member has asked
me, which is different from the original question and is
about the Commonwealth Games and the business
activity arising out of it, I will provide a response to
him in due course.

Teachers: professional development
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — In case the
Minister for Education was feeling neglected I am
going to direct the last question of this question time to
him. I refer the minister to the decision by the Victorian
Institute of Teaching that will require teachers to
undertake 100 hours of professional development every
five years to maintain their registration, and I ask: will
this requirement be pro rata for part-time teachers and
casual relief teachers?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I am
delighted that Mr Hall has asked a question on
education. He is a former maths teacher, and he has an
interest in it. It is his no. 1 priority, and I lament the fact
that only 1 of the 10 questions asked today was about
education.
Mr Hall’s question regarding the Victorian Institute of
Teaching is a very good one, because, as the house
knows, part of the purpose of setting up the institute of
teaching five years ago was to get a better professional
culture among teachers and to have a regulatory body to
deal with a number of issues. The institute is proposing
to go through a process on the extra hours of
professional development that each teacher should have
so that we will have the best teaching workforce
possible and so that we give teachers the necessary
skills and assist them in doing so — and that will be
part of their registration. I am a teacher, but unless I do
120 hours of professional development over a period of
time — if I do not have the best professional
development available to me — I do not think any
school in the state would necessarily want me to be
teaching its students.
Mr Hall’s point was: will the requirement be pro rata
for part-time and casual teachers? It is an issue that the
institute itself is addressing. This period of hours
required for professional development will be phased
in, because we know that in the longer term, whether it
be Mr Elasmar, Mr Kavanagh, Mr Hall, Mrs Peulich,
me or any of the other ex-teachers in this place — yes,
Ms Pennicuik was also a teacher; we are tripartisan plus
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two in having ex-teachers in our ranks here — we will
be seeking to have the best training possible.
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How the phase-in will be completed is an unresolved
issue, but we need to get the balance right between
ensuring that even casual teachers going out to schools
are the best-equipped professionals to teach our
students. It is the next generation versus those who are
teaching full time, for whom it is obviously far easier to
get those hours of professional development in place.
I will undertake to keep Mr Hall informed as these
issues are resolved. Certainly the starting point is that
we want trained teachers in schools. We want teachers
to have the best and most up-to-date teaching
methodologies in place. The challenge for us is how we
match that with the casual workforce, because some
people wish to come back into the system for short
periods of time. It is a much greater burden if they are
there for just a short period of time, particularly when
we have skills shortages and want teachers to come in
quickly. This is all about making Victoria an even
better place to live, learn, work and raise a family.
Supplementary question
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for his response to that question, but my particular
concern, which is shared by my colleagues in The
Nationals, is with respect to casual relief teachers
because of their scarce availability, particularly in
country Victoria. It is important that any registration
requirements do not prove to be a disincentive for
people to undertake casual relief teaching. By way of a
supplementary question I particularly ask the minister
whether he will raise with the Victorian Institute of
Teaching that concern and ensure that measures are put
in place that do not discourage people from embarking
on casual relief teaching.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I will
certainly raise that issue and related issues with the
institute of teaching. I also invite Mr Hall — because
this is the fifth year of the institute of teaching being in
place and there will be a review of it, as the former
minister committed to in the second-reading speech —
to make a submission directly to the institute.

For Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS ( Minister for
Industry and State Development), Mr Lenders
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Accident Towing Services Bill 2007.
In my opinion the Accident Towing Services Bill 2007, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the bill
The bill is an integral step in the government’s continuing
reform of land transport policy and legislation and the
Transport Act 1983 in particular. It introduces a new
stand-alone Accident Towing Services Act which contains a
contemporary policy and legislative framework for the
regulation of accident towing services.
The purpose of the bill is to provide for safe, efficient and
timely accident towing in Victoria. The objective of the bill is
to:
(a) promote the safe, efficient and timely provision of
accident towing services and other related services;
(b) to ensure that persons who are providing accident
towing services—
(i)

are of appropriate character; and

(ii) are technically competent to provide the services;
and
(iii) act with integrity and in a manner that is safe,
timely, efficient and law abiding, and in particular,
that they have regard for vulnerable people.
The main features of the bill are that it:
generally replicates the existing regulatory framework in
division 8 of part VI of the Transport Act 1983
(licensing restrictions, the Accident Towing Allocation
Scheme, strict probity checks and obligations at accident
scenes) but with policy and drafting improvements.
These provisions remain necessary to manage the
unique features of the accident towing industry;
deregulates the trade towing sector;
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 232–47,
272–83.

introduces an accreditation scheme for towing operators,
managers and drivers to help ensure that these persons
are of appropriate character and act with integrity and in
a manner that is safe, timely and law abiding;
vests necessary administrative powers and functions in
VicRoads;
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provides for improved and proportionate enforcement
powers and sanctions; and
reflects changes agreed with industry after consultation
held during 2005 and 2006.

1839
Section 13(a) — privacy
The following provisions of the bill engage the right to
privacy provided for in section 13(a) of the charter:
The power to collect personal information:

The new accreditation scheme is designed to improve service
levels to accident victims by requiring that operators maintain
a formal complaints handling system. This will address the
concern that currently there are inadequate commercial
incentives for accident towing operators to improve service
quality. It will also help provide relevant information to
VicRoads to assist them to monitor industry service quality
levels.
The existing ‘fit and proper’ probity checks in the Transport
Act 1983 have been reviewed and have been adopted in the
accreditation schemes for towing operators, depot managers
and tow-truck drivers to ensure that high level character
standards apply to these industry roles.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The human rights that the bill will have an impact upon or
engage are as follows.
Section 12 — freedom of movement
Division 9 of part 2 of the bill contains provisions relating to
the operation of tow trucks in controlled areas and engages
the right to freedom of movement provided for in section 12
of the charter. Specifically:
clause 41 provides that a police officer or authorised
officer may direct a person to leave a restricted road
accident area (within 500 metres of an
accident-damaged vehicle at an accident scene) if he or
she believes on reasonable grounds that the person’s
presence is hindering traffic, hindering attending to
injured persons or damaged property or obstructing the
towing of motor vehicles;
clause 42 makes it an offence for regular tow-truck
licence-holders to attend a ‘road accident scene’ (defined
in clause 4 of the bill) in the tow truck in a ‘controlled
area’ (defined in clause 4) unless the licensee has been
authorised to do so;
clause 44 prohibits regular tow-truck licence-holders
from towing accident-damaged vehicles on designated
roads unless the licensee has been authorised to do so;
and
clause 51 prohibits a regular tow-truck licence-holder
from attending a road accident scene in a tow truck in a
‘self-management area’ (defined in clause 4) unless the
licensee has been authorised to do so.
These provisions engage a person’s right to move freely
within Victoria as they restrict persons attending within close
proximity of a road accident scene and restrict regular
tow-truck licence-holders from travelling through certain
areas without prior authorisation.

clause 18 requires applicants for a tow-truck licence to
provide information reasonably required by VicRoads in
order to assess an application for a licence;
clause 30(2)(b) requires holders of a tow-truck licence to
provide prescribed or other information reasonably
required by VicRoads to assess an application for
transfer of the licence;
clause 31(1)(b)(ii) provides that VicRoads must record
an approved transfer of a tow-truck licence containing
information reasonably required by VicRoads in the
register kept under the act;
clause 31(3) allows VicRoads to record the name and
address of the new holder of a tow-truck licence
following a transfer;
clause 60 requires applicants for industry operator or
depot manager accreditation to provide information
reasonably required to assess the suitability of an
applicant in the manner and form determined by
VicRoads;
clause 61 requires applicants for industry operator or
depot manager accreditation to provide further
information as requested by VicRoads which is
reasonably required to assess the suitability of the
applicant;
clause 77 requires the accredited person to notify a
change in address to VicRoads within seven days;
clause 102 requires applicants for tow-truck driver
accreditation to provide information reasonably required
to assess the suitability of an applicant in the manner and
form determined by VicRoads;
clause 103 requires applicants for tow-truck driver
accreditation to provide further information as requested
by VicRoads which is reasonably required to assess the
suitability of the applicant; and
clause 118 requires accredited tow-truck drivers to
notify a change in address to VicRoads within seven
days of changing address.
VicRoads may obtain information regarding criminal
convictions of applicants for accreditation:
clause 62 allows the Chief Commissioner of Police to
notify VicRoads of any relevant findings of guilt of an
applicant for industry operator or depot manager
accreditation;
clause 92 requires an accredited operator or depot
manager to notify VicRoads if found guilty or charged
with an offence listed in clause 1 or 2 of schedule 2
within seven days. The Chief Commissioner of Police
may also notify VicRoads of relevant findings of guilt in
relation to an accredited person;
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clause 104 allows the Chief Commissioner of Police to
notify VicRoads of any relevant findings of guilt of an
applicant for tow-truck driver operator accreditation; and
clause 136 requires an accredited tow-truck driver to
notify VicRoads if found guilty or charged with an
offence listed in clause 1 or 2 of schedule 2 within seven
days. The Chief Commissioner of Police may also notify
VicRoads of relevant findings of guilt in relation to an
accredited person.

An accredited person must notify of suspension or
cancellation of accreditation:
clause 93 requires an accredited operator to notify any
persons employed to drive a licensed tow truck of any
suspension or cancellation of operator accreditation
within seven days; and
clause 137 requires an accredited tow-truck driver to
notify the tow-truck licence-holder who employs him or
her of any suspension or cancellation of driver
accreditation within 28 days.
The powers to disclose or publish personal information:
clauses 96 and 140 provide that VicRoads may, if it
considers it necessary for the provision of safe towing
services, disclose to any person, or publish, information
obtained or collected for industry accreditation or driver
accreditation purposes respectively (but it cannot
identify any person in the case of publication); and
clause 235 amends section 92(3) of the Road Safety Act
1986 to allow VicRoads to disclose information in
accordance with regulations for the purposes of the
Accident Towing Services Act 2007.
The power to inspect, enter and search tow trucks and seize
materials:
clause 181 provides that an inspector (a police officer or
authorised person) may inspect and enter a tow truck to
determine whether the act, regulations or service
standards are being complied with;
clause 182 provides that an inspector may enter and
search a tow truck that he or she believes on reasonable
grounds may provide evidence of a contravention of the
act, regulations or service standards. (It does not
authorise an inspector to search persons.); and
clause 185 provides the above powers may be exercised
without the consent of the driver or other person in
charge of the tow truck.
The power to inspect, enter and search premises and seize
materials:
clause 186 provides that an inspector may, with the
consent of the owner or occupier, inspect and search
premises used to conduct an accident towing service or
motor vehicle repair business if an inspector believes on
reasonable grounds that a person has contravened the
act, regulations or service standards;
clause 187 provides that an inspector may enter and
inspect premises which are open to the public at that
time;
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clause 188 provides that an inspector may enter and
search premises without consent between 9.00 a.m. and
5.00 p.m. or when open for business for the purpose of
monitoring compliance with the act, regulations or
service standards. An inspector cannot enter any
residential premises;
clause 192 authorises an inspector executing a warrant to
seize any thing not described in the warrant which the
inspector reasonably believes could have been included
in the warrant or is evidence of a contravention of the
act, regulations or service standards and is necessary to
seize to prevent its concealment, loss or destruction;
clause 194 authorises an inspector who enters and
searches premises under clause 188 and who reasonably
believes that information on electronic equipment may
be relevant to determine whether the act, regulations or
service standards have been complied with to operate
the equipment, copy information or seize the equipment;
and
clause 199 provides that an inspector who exercises a
power of entry into premises may require the occupier to
give information, produce documents or give reasonable
assistance to the extent reasonably necessary for
compliance purposes.
The above provisions raise, but do not limit, a person’s right
to privacy under section 13(a).
The right to privacy encompasses the idea that individuals
should have an area of autonomous development, interaction
and liberty — a ‘private sphere’ free from government
intervention and from excessive unsolicited intervention by
other individuals.
A law will contravene this provision if it interferes with a
person’s privacy ‘unlawfully or arbitrarily’. An interference
with privacy will not be ‘unlawful’ where the interference is
permitted by law and where the provisions are precise and
circumscribed so that there are not broad discretions in
authorising an interference with privacy. An interference with
privacy will not be arbitrary where it is in accordance with the
provisions, aims and objectives of the charter and is
reasonable in the circumstances.
The interferences with privacy outlined above are not
unlawful. The interferences will be provided for by law in this
act. In addition, the provisions are detailed, only allowing for
interferences with privacy for limited and legitimate purposes
under the act. For example, the prescribed information which
must be provided by applicants for three types of
accreditation (industry operator, depot manager and tow-truck
driver) is limited to that information which is reasonably
required to assess the suitability of the applicant. Information
such as whether an applicant for industry operator is solvent
and can provide the complaints handling and reporting
systems required under accreditation standards would fall
within this category. Similarly, the act only authorises the
disclosure of convictions which are relevant to the
application.
The powers of VicRoads to disclose or publish personal
information are sufficiently detailed and circumscribed so as
to be a lawful interference with privacy. Information may
only be disclosed under the act if this is necessary for the
purposes of providing safe accident towing services and
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individuals cannot be personally identified in a publication.
Information may only be disclosed in accordance with
regulations made for the purposes of the Accident Towing
Services Act 2007.
Similarly, the entry, search and seizure powers are limited by
the requirement that it be for compliance purposes or that the
inspector has reasonable grounds for suspecting that there has
been a contravention of the act, regulations or service
standards made under the act. The relevant provisions do not
confer a broad discretion to enter property for any reason.
These powers only impact on section 13(a) of the charter in
relation to searching personal information. Given that the
provisions are concerned with infringements relating to the
person’s business activities, the situations where these
provisions raise the right to privacy will be very limited.
The above provisions do not confer broad discretions to
interfere with privacy and contain precise scope limitations.
They are therefore considered lawful.
The interferences with privacy are likewise not arbitrary. For
example, accreditation of individuals is essential to the
achievement of the objectives of the act, which include
ensuring safe, efficient and timely clearance of accident
scenes and protecting vulnerable persons from undesirable
and illegal behaviour. It is essential that accredited persons
are of appropriate character as they will be dealing with
persons who may be traumatised, distressed or injured at road
accident scenes. The collection of information (including
information concerning prior criminal convictions) for the
accreditation process is necessary to ensure that applicants are
suitable and competent to carry out their functions as industry
operators, depot managers or tow-truck drivers. The same
reasoning applies in obtaining relevant information for
applicants for a tow-truck licence.
The power of VicRoads to disclose or publish personal
information is also not arbitrary. It is necessary to enable
VicRoads to publish relevant industry statistics or reports on
issues relating to providing safe towing services as this
provides greater transparency and information for the industry
and the general public.
The powers of inspectors to enter, search and seize materials
from a tow truck or premises are necessary to enable effective
monitoring, compliance and enforcement of the act,
regulations and service standards. Without these powers,
there is a risk that evidence may be destroyed or towing
operations continued in breach of the act, which may increase
risks to the safety of individuals (including vulnerable
accident victims) and road safety generally. Effective law
enforcement is essential to achieving the objectives of the act
and the provisions establish a reasonable and proportionate
means to facilitate the achievement of these objectives. They
may only be exercised by inspectors carrying out their law
enforcement functions under the act and regulations.
Importantly, these powers are also consistent with the existing
powers of police officers and authorised officers under the
Road Safety Act 1986.
Therefore, it is considered that the above provisions do not
limit the right to privacy as provided for in section 13 of the
charter as they do not interfere with privacy either unlawfully
or arbitrarily.
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Section 15(2) and (3) — freedom of expression
Clauses 147, 148 and 149 engage the right to freedom of
expression. The right to freedom of expression protects the
exchange of information and ideas in any medium, including
orally, in writing, in print or by way of art.
Clause 147 prohibits persons from touting and soliciting
accident victims for repair services for accident-damaged
motor vehicles at road accident scenes. The combined effect
of clauses 148 and 149 is to prohibit persons (such as
tow-truck drivers) from touting and soliciting accident victims
for towing services at road accident scenes in a controlled
area where the persons do not have authorisation from the
allocation body to attend the scene.
If touting or soliciting can be regarded as a form of expression
protected by the charter, these clauses engage section 15 (2)
and (3).
Clause 199 also engages the right to freedom of expression by
compelling a person to express information. It provides that in
certain circumstances an inspector searching premises may
require the occupier of the premises to give information to the
inspector, orally or in writing, to produce documents and to
give reasonable assistance to the inspector.
Section 20 — property rights
Divisions 5 and 6 of part 6 of the act engage a person’s right
not to be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with the law as provided for in section 20 of the
charter. Clause 182 provides that an inspector may search any
tow truck and seize and remove any documents, devices or
things, if the inspector reasonably believes that they may
provide evidence of a contravention of the act, regulations or
service standards. Clause 186 provides that an inspector may
seize anything in searching premises with consent of the
owner or occupier if the inspector reasonably believes that a
person has contravened the act, regulations or service
standards. Any seizure from premises must be accompanied
by a signed acknowledgement and consent from the occupier.
Clause 192 authorises an inspector executing a warrant to
seize anything not described in the warrant where the
inspector believes on reasonable grounds that the thing is of a
kind that could have been included in the warrant or will
provide evidence of a contravention of the act, regulations or
service standards and its seizure is necessary to prevent its
concealment, loss or destruction, or use in contravening the
act, regulations or service standards.
Clause 193 authorises an inspector executing a search warrant
to seize or embargo any thing authorised by that warrant.
Clause 194 authorises an inspector who enters and searches
premises under clause 188 and who reasonably believes that
information on electronic equipment may be relevant to
determine whether the act, regulations or service standards
have been complied with to operate the equipment, copy
information or seize the equipment. Equipment cannot be
operated or seized unless the inspector reasonably believes
the operation can be carried out without damage to the
equipment.
While the above clauses may initially raise the right not to be
deprived of property, they do not limit that right as the
deprivation is occurring in accordance with law. This requires
not only that the deprivation is authorised by law but also that
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the particular provisions are not arbitrary. The above
provisions are not arbitrary as they set out the criteria which
the inspector must consider to decide if property may be
seized. Seizure may only occur for compliance purposes or an
inspector must believe on reasonable grounds that the
property may provide evidence of a contravention of the act,
regulations or service standards. In addition, the power of
inspectors to seize property at premises is limited to
circumstances where the owner or occupier consents to the
inspector entering the premises.
The provisions are essential for the investigation and
collection of relevant evidence for effective monitoring and
compliance with the act, regulations or service standards.
A number of other provisions in the act engage a person’s
right not to be deprived of his or her property other than in
accordance with the law:
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This right means that a person charged with a criminal
offence must not be compelled to testify against himself or
herself. It restricts the use of evidence in criminal proceedings
that was obtained from the accused by compulsion.
Clauses 199 and 200 provide that in certain circumstances an
inspector searching premises may require the occupier of the
premises to give information to the inspector, orally or in
writing, to produce documents and to give reasonable
assistance to the inspector. A person is not entitled to refuse to
comply with this direction even if it may result in information
being provided that might incriminate the person. However,
the clause goes on to say that any information obtained is not
admissible in evidence against the person in criminal
proceedings other than in certain limited circumstances.
These are:
proceedings in respect of the provision of false
information;

clause 25 enables VicRoads to impose, vary or revoke
conditions on tow-truck licences;

where the information relates to the provision of the
person’s name and address; and

clause 29 concerns restrictions on the transfer of
tow-truck licences unless certain conditions are met;

where the information is contained in a document or
item that the person is required to keep by law or that
was obtained without the direct assistance of the person.

clause 32 enables VicRoads to cancel or suspend
licences; and
2.
clause 50(2) extinguishes any entitlements (such as
allocation roster entitlements) that apply to a tow-truck
licence where that licence has been cancelled.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

Section 12 — freedom of movement
(a) the nature of the right being limited

While tow-truck licences come within the term ‘property’ in
section 20 of the charter, the imposition of license conditions
and restrictions on transfer are not considered to amount to
‘deprivations’ of property. A deprivation must have a
substantial effect on the owners’ use and enjoyment of the
property. Licence conditions tend to regulate the use of
licences, for example, by stipulating that the licence is to be
used in a certain area, but do not deprive the licence-holder of
the ability to utilise the licence. Even if, in certain cases, a
licence condition or restriction on transfer was to amount to a
deprivation of property, the deprivation is lawful under the
charter as it is authorised by law and is not arbitrary. The
discretion to impose licence conditions is structured by the
requirement that the licence-holder be informed in advance
and have an opportunity to make written submissions before
the condition takes effect. The restrictions on transfers of
licences set out criteria which must be satisfied to ensure the
suitability of the transferee.
Likewise, the provisions concerning the cancellation of
licences and associated entitlements, while a deprivation of
property, are lawful under the charter. The discretion to
cancel licences is not unfettered but may be exercised if a
licence condition has not been complied with or if the
licence-holder has not complied with road safety laws. The
provisions also give the licence-holder the ability to make
written representations about the proposed cancellation of the
licence before it takes effect, and may subsequently seek
review of the decision. The provisions are therefore not
arbitrary and are authorised by law.
Section 25(2)(k) — freedom from self-incrimination
Clauses 199 and 200 engage the right to be free from
self-incrimination provided for in section 25(2)(k) of the
charter.

The right to move freely in Victoria is an aspect of the right to
freedom of movement provided in section 12 of the charter.
This right is not dependent on any particular purpose or
reason for a person wanting to move or to stay in a particular
place. This right is not an absolute right in international
human rights law. Under the charter, it may be subject to
reasonable limitations that are demonstrably justified.
In this section the analysis and conclusions apply equally to
the consideration of restrictions of movement in ‘controlled
areas’ and in ‘self-management areas’.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Clause 41 is necessary for police officers and authorised
officers to clear road accident scenes safely and efficiently by
directing persons who are hindering traffic and efforts to
attend injured persons or damaged property, and obstructing
towing of motor vehicles. This power is restricted to a
500 metre radius of where an accident-damaged motor
vehicle has come to rest after the road accident.
Clauses 42, 44 and 51 are required to prevent criminal and
antisocial behaviour at accident scenes, and to protect
accident victims (including what may generally be described
as the ‘consumer rights’ of accident victims). The provisions
are essential to ensure that accident scenes are cleared in an
orderly and efficient manner, thus reducing road congestion
and road safety problems after road accidents.
These limitations are necessary because previously
unregulated conduct at accident scenes in Victoria resulted in
an excessive number of tow trucks attending at road accident
scenes and competing for accident-damaged vehicles. An
excessive number of tow trucks at accident scenes has led to
violence and assaults among tow-truck drivers competing for

ACCIDENT TOWING SERVICES BILL
Wednesday, 20 June 2007

COUNCIL

a limited number of towing jobs. A lack of regulation in the
past also resulted in harassment of accident victims and
hindered police officers and authorised road officers from
efficiently clearing accident scenes therefore increasing road
congestion and road safety risks.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
Directing a person to leave a restricted road accident area is
limited to where the police officer or authorised officer
reasonably believes that person is causing an unwarranted
obstruction to traffic, hindering efforts to attend to injured
persons or damaged property or otherwise hindering or
obstructing towing of motor vehicles. It is limited to a
500 metre radius of the accident-damaged vehicle at a road
accident.
The provisions restrict the movement of regular tow-truck
licence-holders in limited circumstances. The restrictions are
narrow in scope as they only apply to tow trucks at accident
scenes in controlled areas. Controlled areas may be
determined by VicRoads by publication in the Government
Gazette. Under current legislation the controlled area is the
greater Melbourne metropolitan area.
Furthermore, the restrictions only apply where a person is
driving a tow truck for private purposes. In the vast majority
of situations a tow truck will be used for business activity.
The tow truck must generally remain at the relevant depot
because of the requirement in the bill and regulations for
licence-holders to attend accident scenes in the controlled area
within 30 minutes of receiving a job allocation.
Licence-holders and employees are generally unlikely to
travel in a tow truck for private purposes due to the
availability of private motor vehicles and public transport for
private travel.
(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitations are rationally connected to the purpose they
seek to achieve since they establish a proven and effective
means by which:
persons obstructing the safe and efficient clearance of
road accident scenes are directed to leave; and
criminal and antisocial behaviour by tow-truck drivers at
accident scenes can be limited.
Importantly, the limitations do not restrict the right to freedom
of movement any more than is necessary to achieve this
purpose. The restrictions are only applicable:
during the clearance of road accident scenes and within
a 500-metre radius of the damaged motor vehicle; and
where tow trucks are being driven through accident
scenes in controlled areas in a private capacity and are
therefore not involved in the towing of
accident-damaged vehicles for hire or reward.
Accordingly, the restrictions are narrow and focused on the
purpose and objectives of the bill and are therefore
proportionate.
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(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
No other means are considered reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of the restrictions imposed. It is not
possible to exempt tow trucks driving through accident scenes
in controlled areas for private purposes. It would be
impracticable for police officers and authorised officers to
easily identify or ascertain whether tow trucks are being
driven for a private purpose or not.
Section 15(2) and (3) — freedom of expression
(a) the nature of the right being limited
Section 15 of the charter is not an absolute right and so is
capable of being limited in certain circumstances.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation in clauses 147–149 is to protect
road accident victims who are likely to be in a vulnerable
state after a road accident (distressed, traumatised and
sometimes injured), from harassment and inconvenience from
tow-truck drivers competing for potentially lucrative towing
and repair work.
This purpose is important because vulnerable accident
victims:
should not be subject to touting or soliciting from
tow-truck drivers who are not authorised to attend the
accident scene (that is, tow-truck drivers who do not
have a relevant job allocation to attend that scene); and
should be able to make an informed choice about
vehicle repair after they have left the road accident
scene. The accident victim frequently needs to make
inquiries and to contact their insurer before engaging a
vehicle repairer.
The purpose of the limitation in clause 199 is to determine
compliance with the act, regulations or service standards. As
part of an investigation an inspector needs to be able to
ascertain the identity of an occupier and to obtain relevant
information during entry into the premises.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The prohibition in clauses 147–149:
only applies to persons who do not have a relevant job
allocation and hence are not authorised under the bill to
attend that accident scene;
against touting and soliciting for towing services only
applies in a controlled area; and
against touting and soliciting for repair work to the
accident-damaged vehicle applies within and outside
controlled areas.
A ‘controlled area’ may be determined by VicRoads by
notice published in the Government Gazette. Under current
legislation the controlled area is the Greater Melbourne
Metropolitan area.
The requirement to provide information in clause 199 is
limited to the extent that the information is reasonably
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necessary to determine compliance with the act, any
regulation made under the act or a service standard. It is also
limited to where an inspector exercises a power of entry under
the division 6 of the act.

Powers of Entry, Search, Seizure and Questioning of
Authorised Officers that people should not be able to rely on a
privilege to refuse to produce documents that they are
required to keep under legislation.

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose

In relation to clauses 147-149, there is a direct connection
between these limitations on the right to freedom of
expression and the purpose that the limitations seek to
achieve, namely the protection of vulnerable road accident
victims. The provisions protect road accident victims from
harassment by preventing unnecessary and excessive
numbers of people (tow-truck drivers and vehicle repairers or
their representatives) from attending accident scenes in a
controlled area. The provisions also ensure that road accident
victims can make an informed decision about the choice of
vehicle repairer at a later time.

The limitation is proportionate to achieve effective law
enforcement and compliance with the bill because of the risks
of non-compliance, given the alleged non-compliance and
history of problems associated with towing industry. The
provision is based on a similar provision in the Road Safety
Act 1986 regarding the power to investigate heavy vehicle
related offences.

The provisions are not blanket prohibitions against touting
and soliciting and apply only to persons who are not
authorised under the act to attend the accident scene in a
controlled area. It is considered that the bill provides a
proportionate limitation or restriction on the right in order to
achieve its purpose.
In relation to clause 199 the limitation is proportionate to
achieve effective compliance as an occupier is only required
to assist an inspector during entry to the extent reasonably
necessary to determine compliance with the act, regulations
or service standards.

(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
No other means are considered reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of the limitations or restrictions imposed.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because while it does
restrict human rights, the restrictions are reasonable and
demonstrably justified in accordance with the criteria set out
in section 7(2) of the charter.
Theo Theophanous, MP
Minister for Industry and State Development

Second reading

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

Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
No other means are considered reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of the limitations or restrictions imposed.
Section 25(2)(k — freedom from self-incrimination
(a) the nature of the right being limited
Section 25(2)(k) protects the right to be free from compulsory
self-incrimination. It is not an absolute right and may be
subject to reasonable limitations that are demonstrably
justified.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
Clauses 199 and 200 limit the freedom from
self-incrimination to enable effective investigation and law
enforcement. It is important to ensure that inspectors are able
to obtain documents required to be kept under the act such as
authorities to tow, and to enable inspectors to ascertain who
was driving a tow truck on a particular occasion.
(c) the nature and extent of the limitation
The provisions which limit freedom from self-incrimination
do not permit the evidence to be used generally in criminal
trials. It may only be used in very limited cases to show that
false information was provided or to prove name and address
information. Where the information was required to be kept
under the act it is information which would otherwise be
obtainable by inspectors and in any event, it is likely that
obtaining documentary evidence does not offend this right.
The provision is also consistent with the recommendation in
the Parliamentary Law Reform Committee’s Report into the

That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

In so doing I advise the house that there were minor
technical amendments to this bill in the Legislative
Assembly. The main amendment was that the period of
time for applications for accreditation was varied from
90 days to 30 days.
Motion agreed to.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill is a major initiative which gives effect to the
government’s continuing commitment to improve Victoria’s
towing industry and road safety in general. In addition, the
bill is a further integral step in the government’s continuing
reform of land transport policy and legislation guided by best
practice regulatory principles and analysis.
The prime focus of the bill is the improvement of regulation
of the area of greatest need in the towing industry — accident
towing services — while also removing unnecessary
regulation in the trade towing sector.
Victoria’s road safety performance over the past two years is
better than that of all other Australian states. The Bracks
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government is committed to continuing road safety initiatives
to reduce the incidence and severity of road accidents and to
help ensure that our roads remain amongst the safest in the
world. To this end, the Arrive Alive strategy contains a
number of measures which aim to encourage safe behaviour
by road users as well as improving the safety of roads
themselves and the vehicles used on them. In addition, the
government has sponsored a range of public education
campaigns to further encourage the safe use of Victoria’s road
network.
A road accident is generally a very traumatic experience for
those involved. Road crashes still occur too frequently, and
there are currently about 72 000 accident tows per year from
accident scenes undertaken by around 764 accident tow
trucks operating in Victoria. Participants in the accident
towing industry improve our road safety and management by
assisting accident victims and taking care of what is often the
victim’s second most valuable possession, their motor
vehicle, and by efficiently clearing accident scenes to restore
road safety and reduce traffic congestion. While Victoria is
renowned nationally for its clean towing industry, we must all
remain watchful so that our accident towing industry
continues to provide the best possible service in these difficult
circumstances.
The bill preserves the effective and successful regulatory
framework that has benefited Victorians for over 20 years and
continues the state’s leadership in this area. The bill will
replace the existing towing services provisions in the
Transport Act 1983 and introduce the state’s first stand-alone
Accident Towing Services Act as part of the government’s
ongoing reform of transport policy and legislation. The bill
also introduces a modern and focused accreditation scheme to
require accident towing businesses to concentrate on
improving service to customers through complaints handling
systems and monitoring.
VicRoads will be responsible for administering the
legislation. This will complement its central role in road
safety and traffic management while at the same time
allowing the current responsible agency, the Victorian Taxi
Directorate, to better focus its effort on regulation of the taxi
industry in particular.
Continuing our effective towing services regulatory
framework
The current regulatory framework for the towing industry in
the Transport Act has remained fundamentally unchanged for
over 20 years, the exception being a brief period of
deregulation of tow-truck driver certification from 1993 to
1995. The key elements of this framework are:
a quota on licences for accident towing and heavy
accident towing operators and ‘as of right’ licences for
trade towing;
centralised allocation of accident towing jobs in the
Melbourne controlled area (through the Accident
Towing Allocation Centre managed under contract by
the RACV);
price regulation of accident towing and storage charges
within the controlled area; and
service quality regulation including:
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probity checks for licence-holders and tow-truck
driver authorities;
depot services requirements, record keeping,
vehicle specifications and maintenance
requirements; and
regulated procedures at crash scenes.
Before the introduction of this regulatory framework in 1983,
the accident towing industry in particular had a well-known
history of violent and criminal behaviour perpetrated by some
tow-truck drivers. This behaviour included:
significant numbers of tow trucks (sometimes more than
10) frequently converging on accident scenes, often at
high speed, with rival trucks being forced off the road;
standover tactics and conflicts between competing
tow-truck drivers at accident scenes with incidents of
physical violence and use of weapons;
intimidation and harassment of distressed accident
victims to sign towing authorities;
damaged vehicles being hawked around smash repairers
for the highest commission; and
police officers and authorised officers being obstructed
or delayed in their critical duties of allowing the injured
to be treated as quickly as possible and clearing accident
scenes.
During the brief period of deregulation of tow-truck driver
standards in the 1990s, the accident towing sector quickly
deteriorated back to the bad old days before regulation.
This brief period of deregulation demonstrated that this
industry can attract criminal activity and antisocial behaviour.
As a result, tow-truck driver requirements were re-regulated
by legislation in 1995 to protect crash victims and the public.
The government has reviewed the existing towing services
framework a number of times in recent years and has
concluded that retaining the existing regulatory framework is
essential to address the unique problems in the industry and to
protect accident victims and benefit road users. The reviews
involved extensive consultation with stakeholders. Also, over
the last two years there has been ongoing consultation with
industry stakeholders on a proposal for an improved
regulatory framework for the industry and a new stand-alone
accident towing services statute.
Accordingly, the government is committed to retaining the
existing regulatory framework, which has been effective for
over 20 years. Therefore, the substantive provisions of the
division 8 of part VI of the Transport Act 1983 relating to
accident towing are largely retained by the bill, but in an
improved and modernised form.
Accreditation — probity checks
The bill introduces one important addition to the existing
regulatory framework for accident towing — industry
accreditation. This initiative is aimed at improving existing
industry performance. A person who wants to undertake a
role within the industry either as an accident towing operator,
depot manager or tow-truck driver will be required to obtain
accreditation from VicRoads to perform the activities

ACCIDENT TOWING SERVICES BILL
1846

COUNCIL

associated with that role. The purpose of the accreditation
scheme is to provide assurance about a person’s ability and
credentials to perform that role. It will be an offence to
undertake the activities without the appropriate accreditation.
An operator will continue to be required to hold a licence for
each tow truck being used to operate an accident towing
business.
The existing probity requirements in the Transport Act for
accident towing licences and tow-truck driver authorities have
been transferred to the new accreditation schemes thus
ensuring that there is no reduction of these standards in the
industry.
Accreditation will help provide assurance that:
accident towing operators and depot managers are of
suitable character and can meet service standards for
complaints handling; and
tow-truck drivers are of suitable character and are
competent to tow damaged motor vehicles away from
crash scenes.
The roles performed in the accident towing industry are
positions of considerable responsibility and the safety, trust
and convenience of those involved in road accidents are
imperative. The probity check will, for example, help to
protect crash victims who are in a vulnerable state and who
may get a lift home in a tow truck from the unacceptable risk
of falling prey to a driver who has previously committed a
serious criminal offence. It will also help protect accident
victims from having their motor vehicle or possessions being
mistreated at the depot by operators or depot managers.
Accreditation — service standards
Victorians are entitled to have confidence that the accident
towing industry will provide a high level of service to
accident victims during their time of distress and
inconvenience. The government recognises this and is
determined that industry service levels are maintained and
improved. This was recognised in 2001 when the government
announced that accreditation service standards would be
introduced as part of the reform program for the accident
towing industry.
The accreditation scheme has been developed with substantial
stakeholder consultation through the tow-truck reform
implementation working group, capably chaired by my
colleague the honourable member for Brunswick, Carlo Carli,
MP, and other consultation processes conducted by the
Department of Infrastructure over the last two years.
The unique characteristics of accident towing increase the risk
that towing operators will provide poor service as, in
economic terms, operators actually have incentives to lower
service quality in order to increase profits or reduce costs.
These characteristics are:
the trauma of a motor vehicle crash, which makes it hard
for consumers to be either discerning about or focused
on the quality of towing services;
the very small chance of repeat business to an operator
from an accident victim;
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the monopoly right of towing operators to perform an
accident tow job (through the accident towing allocation
system); and
fixed prices for accident tow-truck services.
The government is addressing the potential for lower than
desirable levels of service quality, though it will not regulate
more than is necessary to address this concern. It has
therefore structured the new accreditation requirements in a
way that will provide cogent evidence about service issues
which can then be assessed and used to identify areas where
service quality may need improvement.
There is currently no formal requirement for accident towing
operators to have a complaints handling system. It is
important that consumers have an avenue to raise and have
considered their concerns about the quality of accident towing
services. A complaints handling system is the crucial link that
seeks to make operators accountable to their customers and
increases the focus on responding to customer needs. This
link would otherwise be provided in a competitive market but
does not exist currently because of the unique characteristics
of accident towing.
Hence, accreditation is limited in scope and focuses on the
area of greatest concern — complaints handling.
Accordingly, the bill provides that the minister can make
accreditation service standards relating to complaints
handling which operators and depot managers must meet.
This measure addresses a gap in the current regulatory
oversight of accident towing services and will provide
much-needed information on the service levels and customer
satisfaction in the industry. Requiring operators to provide a
complaints system and to report information to VicRoads
assists operators to be more responsive to customer needs. It
also allows VicRoads to focus resources on the areas of
greatest need, to assess service levels and to take appropriate
action. While the potential benefits of improved service
quality are significant, the costs of introducing and
maintaining accreditation are modest, particularly in regard to
industry compliance costs.
The bill provides for accreditation service standards to be
made by the Minister for Roads and Ports by gazette notice.
This will enable the minister to respond with appropriate
speed to industry issues as they arise. At the same time, it is
recognised that there must be provision for adequate
consultation on proposed standards. Hence, the bill requires
the minister to consult with the Minister for Consumer
Affairs, to make proposed standards available for public
comment for a period of at least 28 days and to consider
comments provided in that time before making a final
determination.
Disciplinary action
An appropriate range of disciplinary actions must be available
to VicRoads if there is to be an effective and proportionate
response to problems which arise with particular industry
participants. Under current legislation, non-criminal sanctions
are constrained to suspension or revocation of an accident
towing licence or driver authority. This provides limited
flexibility to the regulator when it determines its compliance
response. Consequently, in line with other best practice
industry regulation, the bill contains a graduated hierarchy of
disciplinary measures ranging from reprimands, improvement
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notices, imposition of conditions on accreditation through to
suspension and cancellation of accreditation.

management for all road users by pursuing best-quality
reform to correct market failures.

Deregulation of trade towing

I commend the bill to the house.

Finally, the bill removes the regulation of trade towing, which
encompasses breakdown, clear away zones and non-accident
tows. This is consistent with the position in other major states.
The government has found that there is no case for regulation
of this sector as the trade towing market is already highly
competitive and consumers are able to make an informed
choice of trade towing services. This can be clearly contrasted
with the accident towing services market. Further, licensing
of trade towing is currently ‘as of right’, attracting nominal
fees, thus ensuring that there is no capacity for the licensing
authority to refuse a licence.
Deregulation will remove unnecessary costs to trade towing
businesses and the initiative demonstrates again that the
government is fully committed to removing excessive red
tape and unnecessary regulation on business.
Conclusion
This bill establishes Victoria’s first stand-alone Accident
Towing Services Act and provides a modern and secure
platform for better performance in the towing industry. It
continues and improves on a proven regulatory framework
which has brought criminal and undesirable practices in the
industry under control, and which has also protected crash
victims and helped enable road accident scenes to be cleared
safely and efficiently in the interests of road safety and
congestion management.
The bill also seeks to improve the performance of the industry
by introducing a targeted accreditation scheme to ensure that
complaints systems are introduced, thereby encouraging
accident towing participants to become more focused on
providing better customer service. The bill also enables
VicRoads to determine whether service quality is an issue that
should be addressed, and to enforce the regulatory framework
more effectively. Accreditation is introduced with minimal
compliance costs to the industry and modest increased
monitoring costs for government.
Victoria is the national leader in best practice regulation.
Examples include our Third Wave of National Reform
proposal at the Council of Australian Governments and our
ongoing commitment to reducing the regulatory burden on
business. The bill provides further evidence of this, by
regulating only to the extent necessary to address market
failures in accident towing and to provide wider public
benefits such as protecting accident victims and improving
road safety and traffic management. It also removes the
regulation of trade towing, which is no longer necessary in a
competitive market, thus reducing existing industry
compliance costs in that sector.
The bill is the most significant initiative in accident towing
control since the industry was first regulated. It is also a
further essential step in the broader reform and modernisation
of transport legislation in Victoria and, in particular, the
restructuring and improvement of the Transport Act, using the
best contemporary process and performance-based regulation
and compliance techniques. It again demonstrates the
government’s continuing determination to protect vulnerable
accident victims and improve road safety and traffic

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOCH
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.

WATER ACTS AMENDMENT
(ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 June; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I had nearly
wound up my contribution on this bill and would have
concluded had it not been for the ranting of Mr Pakula
on the other side of the house. He was trying to bring
the Deputy Prime Minister, Mark Vaile, into the debate,
and I could not quite work out where the connection
was between water issues in this state and the federal
Leader of The Nationals. It dawned on me after I sat
down that he was talking about the $10 billion national
water initiative that has been proposed by the Prime
Minister and driven by the federal Minister for the
Environment and Water Resources, Mr Turnbull.
Obviously Mr Pakula was trying to say that in their
support of this plan The Nationals had somehow or
other done the wrong thing by Victorians. The reason
The Nationals have supported this plan in principle is
because in principle it is a good idea. Eventually
someone in Australia has got to be able to work out a
system where we can get over state parochialism so that
the best thing for the Murray–Darling Basin itself is put
at the top of the priority list.
Currently Queensland is doing its own thing and
whatever it thinks is best for Queensland, taking
whatever water it wants at the top of the Darling River.
New South Wales is doing whatever it thinks is right
for New South Wales. Victoria is looking after its own
interests, and South Australia is also looking after what
best befits its interests. It is only with one overarching
plan that puts all the states at a secondary level and
which has as its no. 1 priority the health of the
Murray–Darling Basin that we can move forward with
water resources.
As Mr Pakula would now be aware, the Bracks
government had its plans blown sky high yesterday,
because we realise now why it has been loath to sign up
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to the national water initiative. It has been saying time
and again that it is putting the irrigators’ interests first,
but the Bracks Labor government knows that there has
been an unconditional guarantee by Minister Turnbull
to The Nationals that not 1 cent of this $10 billion will
be spent on projects that are going to see water leave
the basin.
In effect, the Labor government in Melbourne has had
this plan all along — it wanted to have the north–south
pipeline and to take the irrigators’ water out of the
Goulburn Valley and into Melbourne. It knew that there
was no way it could ever sign up to a plan that was
going to forbid federal investment in such a plan. All
along, whilst the Labor government has been saying it
is trying to do the right thing by the irrigators, all it has
been doing is trying to delay the signing of the national
water initiative until it got to a situation where it had its
north–south pipeline in place.
The Victorian government would then stand back and
try to put pressure on the federal government to fund it
in an election year, hoping that it could embarrass the
federal government by the number of people in
Melbourne who will see this project as a lifeline — but
only because it has a government that has not done
anything to secure Victoria’s water situation into the
future.
We are faced with a situation where the Bracks Labor
government, under the leadership of Treasurer Brumby,
does not want to pay for the north–south pipeline by
itself. It wants, somehow or other, Goulburn-Murray
Water to come up with $100 million, as if that is not
going to increase the price of water to the irrigators.
And it wants the federal government to pay as well —
to fork out money on its behalf for this ambitious plan
to create cheap and easy water for Melbourne without
having to do the hard yards.
The government’s cover has been blown, and we now
know why the Bracks Labor government has been
dragging its heels in signing up to the national water
initiative. It has all been about trying to get the north–south
pipeline across the line first, getting that project on the
table and hopefully getting it signed off before the
government signs up to the national water initiative. We
now know it has nothing to do with protecting the
irrigators’ rights; it has nothing to do with trying to ensure
that Victoria’s water management processes are kept in
place. It all has to do with making sure that Melbourne
gets cheap water out of the Goulburn Valley.
Only when that has been put on the table and agreed to
will the state government agree to sign up to the
national water initiative. If that is what Mr Pakula was
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worried about yesterday, then yes, The Nationals
support an in-principle agreement to have a national
water plan that takes care of the state’s parochialism
and does what is best for the Murray–Darling Basin in a
holistic manner.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This bill
aims to tighten up and improve the government’s
ability to enforce its water restrictions. That is quite a
good and timely thing, because at the rate we are going,
we will be on water restrictions for quite some time.
The government’s solution to water restrictions is what
it is now calling a water grid — but we already have a
water grid here in Victoria; we call this technology
‘rivers’.
Let me explain how they work. Water evaporates off
the ocean. It goes up to the mountains. The mountains
catch it, and the forests on those mountains act like a
giant sponge. The water comes down the rivers and
back out to the ocean again. If the government had paid
a bit more attention to the maintenance of that particular
water system, we would not be where we are now.
The Premier’s water grid has a different purpose. The
problem with these rivers is that they go the wrong
way. The purpose of the Premier’s water grid is to take
water from areas of low political significance and send
it to areas of high political significance — for example,
take it from the not-very-marginal federal seat of Indi
and send it over to the highly-marginal federal seat of
Bendigo; likewise, from Wonthaggi to Geelong.
It is all necessary because of the government’s plan to
have an additional million people in this state. It is its
growth fetish. The government believes all growth is
good, and it does not even attempt to examine the
sustainability of the natural resources on which this
growth has to rely. For example, we continue to log
water catchments. One hectare of old-growth forest
provides enough water for a hundred households. When
we log forests, the young trees soak up a lot of water.
As they grow, there is less water available. That is one
part of this important water system.
There has also been little effective action, apart from
the introduction of increasingly harsh water restrictions,
to reduce levels of consumption in households and
businesses. It is quite obvious if you observe trends in
water use over the last four or five years that it is only
when water restrictions kick in that there is a big
reduction in water use. Water restrictions that are based
on outdoor water use are fairly ineffective in the winter
period because not many people are watering their
gardens in winter anyway. We are going to spend this
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winter wondering exactly what our storages will be like
by the end of winter.
If we have not had significant rainfall, those catchments
will not have been wet, the spring rainfall will not run
off, and we will be in diabolical trouble. The action that
the government has taken regarding water conservation
has been the media-friendly and popular voluntary
programs and small rebates for shower heads and so
forth. The thing about a small rebate on a water-saving
device is that rich people take it. Rich people who can
afford to have those works done in their homes take the
rebate and stick it in their pockets.
A Greens approach would have been different. We
would have conducted an extensive water conservation
program, starting with the homes of poor people —
low-quality rental accommodation and public
housing — and we would have fully funded it so that
those people could assist the conservation effort and
also save money on their water bills. For low-income
people and people on pensions, water, electricity and
other utility bills are a significant portion of their
weekly budget.
Some data from a report commissioned by the
government itself — the George Wilkenfeld report on
water-saving options — makes it quite clear that some
50 000 megalitres of water could be saved simply by
introducing water-efficient shower heads and a few
other devices into the 1 million Melbourne homes that
do not have them. The desalination plant the
government announced yesterday is meant to deliver
150 000 megalitres of water; this idea could have
delivered one-third of that without doubling people’s
water bills — in fact, it would have reduced water bills.
The other problem is that there is nothing left over to
restore environmental flows to rivers. The Plenty River
is an important river in the northern part of my
electorate. Now it stops flowing in summer; it always
used to flow in summer, but now the removal of water
for Melbourne causes the flows to stop. Until relatively
recently the only summer flow it had was from the
sewage farm. If you think about it, the river stopping
flowing and the sewage farm continuing to flow into it
means that 100 per cent of the flow in summer is
treated sewage. As a scientist who examined that river
observed, that makes large amounts of the river
unavailable to fish, meaning the fish die. In fact the
water quality get so bad that eels jump out and start
moving — that is how you know you have problems!
The situation with the Goulburn River is similar. More
than a decade ago scientists calculated the bare
minimum environmental flow requirements.
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Unfortunately that advice was not implemented, more
water was allocated from the river and since that
time — the mid-1990s — it has been next to impossible
to get water back into the Goulburn River, which is a
heritage river for a large part of its length. Nothing in
the announcement yesterday guarantees that the
Goulburn will become a healthy river.
What we have now is a proposal for a desalination
plant. The government initially pooh-poohed the idea of
a desalination plant when the opposition proposed it,
but yesterday the Labor Party followed up with one that
would be three times as big and four times as
expensive. The Greens do not support that proposal,
because we will end up paying for it when a
conservation option would have led to savings on our
water bills. The same government that said it will never
sell the water authorities has now made it clear that it
will sell all the infrastructure — the plant will be a
public-private partnership (PPP). The government
made a big song and dance about entrenching into the
constitution the fact that water authorities shall never be
sold, but it is quite happy to sell all the bits that make
up the water delivery system.
If the desalination plant that will provide one-third of
Melbourne’s water is to be privately owned, it is quite
possible that it will be run by the same French parent
company that currently runs our trains; so I expect that
when I turn on the water, I could very well have a
20-minute wait before any water arrives. There are
great risks in going down the PPP path when it comes
to something as critical as water. As we have found in a
number of previous cases, when the thing being
privatised out is absolutely critical and the private
organisation takes a significant premium supposedly in
return for taking on the risk, it is a false economy,
because the government cannot afford to transfer the
risk of such a crucial piece of infrastructure to the
private sector. Inevitably if the private sector decides to
avoid that risk, the government will step in and take it
back. That is of deep concern. I do not believe the
proposals that have been made will necessarily secure
our water. Those are my comments on the bill.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak in support of the Water Acts Amendment
(Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill. We are all aware
of the critical importance of water, particularly drinking
water, in our state. Just to be able to shower whenever
we want to or use drinking water for household
purposes is a luxury that we in Australia can no longer
take for granted. The bill before the house puts in place
protective measures and punitive actions to allow for
the conservation of our shrinking water supplies.
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Many of us are proud of our gardens and cars. While
the water restrictions have been in place I believe the
majority of the community has been water wise; but
unfortunately some people are thoughtless and selfish,
so the government has had to come up with a system of
infringement notices for people who ignore the
permanent water-saving plan and the much-advertised
water restrictions. We would like to think that everyone
understands how precious our water supplies are and
complies with the tough measures already introduced in
Victoria. Authorised water officers will be empowered
to serve infringement notices on persons who have
contravened section 170F of the Water Act 1989.
The permanent water-saving plan does not include grey
water — that is, water that is not to be drunk or water
that has already been used, such as washing machine
water or shower water. I have installed a system
whereby my household’s grey water is fully utilised in
my garden. This is not an expensive exercise, and I
recommend that those families who have not done so,
do it now.
Mr O’Donohue — Not everyone can afford it.
Mr ELASMAR — It is very cheap,
Mr O’Donohue. The bill does not prohibit the use of
water from alternative sources, such as groundwater or
water from a rain tank. In the meantime, while we all
pray for rain and for that rain to fall into the catchment
reservoirs, we, as a responsible government, have to
legislate to ensure that our drinking water is conserved
for the people of Victoria for many generations to
come. What is contained in this bill is essentially a
process whereby appointed water officers are given the
task and responsibility of taking punitive action against
members of the public who are flouting the law and
disregarding the current water restrictions. There will
be no excuse or defence for needlessly squandering our
precious drinking water. We need to enshrine a proper
process that is designed to not just punish the guilty but
also educate our people so they can respect and
understand why we have had to institute a regime of
enforcement that involves punishment by fines.
Last year we all read or heard about the football club in
country Victoria accused of stealing water from the
town’s drinking water supply to water the football oval.
It was absolutely scandalous! This bill will ensure that
there will not be a repetition of that in the future.
Mr Hall interjected.
Mr ELASMAR — You know about the story, then!
I do not envy the water officers in their task of
monitoring and enforcing these regulations. I know
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there are some elderly residents in my region who have
sought exceptions from the current water restrictions,
particularly in regard to the designated times for
watering, but we all have to stand together and be firm
in our belief that what the government is trying to
achieve is in the best interests of all Victorians.
Accordingly I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to briefly join the debate on this very
important issue which, for a whole range of reasons,
has preoccupied the lives of Victorians, not only the
domestic users, who consume only approximately 8 per
cent of our water supply but also of course the business
and agricultural communities and the community at
large.
The role of any government is a complex one, and it
does involve planning. I am glad the Minister for
Planning is here, because it is not just about responding,
it is about planning for the future. His government
introduced the 2030 plan for metropolitan Melbourne,
and presumably in the planning for an increase in
Victoria’s population by 1 million people and in setting
down a blueprint for the development of our suburbs
well into the future some thought would have been
given to how we are going to secure basic and essential
services, such as water and electricity.
In addition to that, the other key pillars of government
performance include building and maintaining
economic and community assets, commonly referred to
as physical capital, delivering on services and
supporting community development, commonly
referred to as the building and enhancing of social
capital. All of this is to be done at an acceptable,
non-punitive level of taxation and cost to consumers
and taxpayers and without unnecessary waste.
Nothing gets Victorians, or any taxpayers in a
democratic society where they have the freedom to
express their displeasure, more angry than a waste of
opportunity and a waste of their taxes, especially when
key services and the things they value are not being
provided adequately. Also it is intended that all of the
above should be delivered in an open, transparent and
honest democratic system. From my observation at
close range of how this government has operated in this
chamber since being returned to government, I would
say it has failed on most of those fronts, perhaps with
the exception to some measure — and it is a patchy
record — in the area of social capital. We have covered
that on previous occasions, and I am sure there will be
lots of opportunities to debate that in the future.
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The previous member spoke about Victorians being
water wise. This bill is really about heralding their
achievements. They have been very water wise, despite
the fact that the government, as a sort of amorphous
body, has not, particularly the Minister for Planning in
the execution of his duties to plan for the development
of our city and our state, as was mentioned earlier —
and the Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change in the other place has clearly been distracted by
the pursuits of greater pleasures.
Mr O’Donohue — Is that Mr Brumby?
Mrs PEULICH — The Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change has obviously been
as weak as water in the handling of this very important
issue.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — I do not believe the Treasurer
has brought the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change a lot of pleasure. It is probably the
contrary. We know the appalling job that the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change has done.
His performance has been as weak as water, as has the
performance of the entire government. I suspect there is
a great story to be told about the government’s bungling
of this important issue.
The story may be told in addition to learning how the
Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
has been distracted by other pleasures like developing
his skills in downhill skiing at Falls Creek and
Mount Hotham. Clearly he has been distracted. Perhaps
it may have been a good idea had he invited a few of
his cabinet colleagues to those skiing trips. Perhaps
they could have had a bit of a chin wag about our water
supply, down at the bottom of the ski run. Perhaps they
could have helped the Minister for Planning know the
answers to some of the questions asked today.
I believe the government was totally on the back foot.
The community, the media, the opposition, the Greens,
The Nationals and the business community — all the
key stakeholders — have been twisting the arms of the
government and subjecting it to daily punishment for
what is clearly and evidently incompetence. The level
of incompetence over the handling of water has become
a crisis. The government knew, or it should have
known, that this state has been experiencing drought
conditions for the past seven years, but for its eight
years in office it has done nothing. It has done not one
iota to secure our water supply for the future.
Everyone would know that an effective water strategy
should be multi-pronged. It has to be about better
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managing our resources. That picks up on some of the
issues and themes that Mr Barber referred to in relation
to encouraging recycling and perhaps the harvesting of
stormwater. I do not believe the government has done
very much whatsoever in that area. We need to
minimise the evaporation of water from our open
irrigation channels, which clearly consumes a fair
portion of our total water supply, and we need more
water-efficient homes, including showerheads. In
addition to that, we need to reduce water use. The
government has predominantly relied on reducing the
water use of domestic users, who use about 8 per cent
of the total water supply.
I will come to what they have done or have not done in
each of those areas. They have failed to secure
additional water supplies; they have rejected that. We
saw a motion defeated here recently. All government
members voted down a motion that was moved by the
Leader of the Opposition in this chamber, which was
supported by The Nationals and the Democratic Labour
Party, to look at the option of the desalination plant.
That was voted down comprehensively —
pooh-poohed! During the election campaign the
Premier, of course, called it a cruel hoax on Victoria. I
think the hoax has been exposed.
We have a planning minister who does not plan and a
water minister who prefers to ski — that is, snow ski
rather than waterski. I must say that as a Victorian I
would have certainly been much more supportive of
him waterskiing if he could — that is, if there had been
enough water in the Lake Eildon and if he had made
sure his job was done.
The Treasurer, of course, who made no provisions for
any major infrastructure in the last budget, has
obviously been left wanting. In fact in my last
contribution to debate on the issue of water I expressed
the concern that Victoria and Melbourne would be
having a water crisis when Dubai was not experiencing
a water crisis. What did we get next? Two or three
weeks later, off went Mr Brumby to Dubai. I suggest
that perhaps that trip was about five to seven years too
late.
Coming back to the story that needs to be told, we need
to discover, as members who have been elected to
represent Victorians who have been very dramatically
affected by this government’s bungling and
mismanagement of water, when Mr Thwaites found out
that there was in fact going to be a water crisis. I would
expect that each of those water authorities, whose
directors the government has appointed and whose
dividends it has been ripping off now over the last
seven or eight years — $1.8 billion has been ripped out

WATER ACTS AMENDMENT (ENFORCEMENT AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL
1852

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 20 June 2007

of the water authorities, and I think the government has
returned something to the tune of $300 000 or
$400 000 million in expenditure, but the rest of it has
been siphoned off into consolidated revenue — would
have advised the minister that there was going to be a
water crisis. If they did not advise him, they clearly
were not doing their job. If they did not, we need to find
out why these government-appointed boards did not
advise the minister. We need to therefore scrutinise any
board that failed to provide that advice, because as a
result of either the minister’s not acting on advice or the
minister’s not receiving advice, Victorians are paying a
very heavy penalty.

opposite have been busy praying for rain. Apart from
imposing water restrictions on domestic consumers,
they have all been down in their rooms on their knees
praying, because of course it is all in the laps of the
gods. This table contains some very serious concerns
for all Victorians, as we are still left in the lurch. I quote
from page 21 of the report:

The enforcement of this bill will allow domestic users
in Victoria to be fined for any breach of water
restrictions — that is, persons will be authorised to
enter private property and to issue fines. I have grave
concerns about that, and I certainly hope they do not go
out there pounding the pavements in pursuit of vigorous
or zealous targets that are being set by the government
to generate even more revenue for a government that is
absolutely hungry for taxpayers money. I hope they do
not have targets; if they do, let me say that Victorians
are going to be even angrier, because this
mismanagement is costing them dearly.

It goes on, however, to say:

Of course if any of those water authorities did not
provide the advice, they should be scrutinised very
closely and dealt with. I would like to see members of
Parliament scrutinise in greater detail how this water
crisis has been so poorly managed by this government
so we can clearly understand what happened and where
it all went wrong.
It is interesting that the National Electricity Market
Management Company, which was commissioned by
the Ministerial Council on Energy to provide a report
looking at electricity supply, recently released a report
entitled Potential Drought Impact on Electricity
Supplies in the NEM — Final Report and dated
30 April 2007. Its forecast was made irrespective of any
measures that may or may not be taken, because this
desalination plant will certainly not be online until 2011
and we know this government’s appalling record in
terms of delivering major projects on time and on
budget. We certainly hope we will be in this chamber to
see that plant online, but I somehow suspect that 2011
will pass with no additional water coming out of the
taps.
Page 21 of this report contains table 10 which is entitled
‘Low rainfall scenario forecast unserved energy
(MWh) — April 2008 to March 2009’. The table looks
at two scenarios — the average and likely scenario as
well as the low rainfall scenario. I know that members

The above table shows that in 2008–09 under the low rainfall
scenario, the overall amount of unserved energy across the
NEM increases to even higher levels than the 2007–08 year.
This is due to the generation capacity reductions becoming
worse in the second half of 2008, especially in New South
Wales …

Although the capacity reductions in Queensland are expected
to be largely resolved by July 2008 due to the recycled water
pipeline completion, under the pain-sharing principles of the
NEM —

that is, the spread of deficits across the states —
the simulation predicts unserved energy in Queensland during
summer 2008–09. South Australia and Victoria also
contribute substantially to the unserved energy in this period.
The modelling suggests that Tasmania might avoid any
unserved energy. This would require more detailed
examination of the results to confirm, but suggests that at the
times of energy shortfall, there was not additional capability
on the interconnectors from Tasmania to the affected region.

Victoria is not out of the woods, and should we have a
low rainfall scenario I predict that the measures the
government has failed to take will certainly wreak even
greater havoc on our community.
Just to backtrack a little bit, theologians would teach —
I remember from my Bible study classes — that God
created the earth in six days and on the seventh day
God rested. With regard to the major water
infrastructure project, could I say that the Bracks
government has rested for eight years and that only a
few days ago it had an awakening.
Mrs Coote — Hallelujah!
Mrs PEULICH — Hallelujah, because of course
we know that up until a few days ago there was no
major commitment to any water infrastructure in the
budget. The government ridiculed the desalination
initiative during the state election, it refused to consider
building new dams, and it stalled — and is still
stalling — the federal government’s $10.5 billion plan
for the Murray–Darling river system. Yes, climate
change probably is a strong contributing factor — the
fact that we have had low rainfall — but it is not the
reason for failing to secure our water supply.
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Let me say that Victorians, and certainly Victorians in
the South Eastern Metropolitan Region, are very angry,
and they will be even angrier when these enforcement
officers come snooping around their yards with a view
to fining them for any perceived breaches of water
restrictions. They will need to do two things: they will
need to, firstly, make sure that the person they are
fining gives the correct name and address; and
secondly, they are going to have to establish whether in
actual fact a breach was committed. Unless the
enforcement officers actually catch people in the act,
the discretionary powers which have always existed —
there was always a provision for fining people for
breaching water restrictions, and it would be interesting
to find out how many were actually fined — had better
be very carefully used, because of course we do not
want Victorians, in particular the elderly who are using
buckets to conserve water from their showers and their
washing machines to place on their gardens, to be
punished any further for this government’s
incompetence.
This bill should really be seen as an apology to all the
businesses that are hurting and the householders who
are being belted with residential restrictions. It is an
apology for the loss of community assets such as our
gardens and our sporting fields at a time when the
government is saying a lot about wanting Victorians to
be even fitter. The reality is that most of the sporting
competitions have had to be rescheduled because
grounds cannot be used. The effect on business has
been phenomenal. We know from listening to some of
the other very good contributions — and I certainly
hope government members and ministers have been
listening carefully — that the effects on business are
fairly substantial.
I will quickly refer to those who have contacted me
about the effects on them. I have listened to Mr Drum,
and obviously country people feel they have been
discriminated against over the water issue. I will not go
into that because I am not a rural member of Parliament
and that is not my particular area of expertise. Suffice it
to say, however, I think we all sympathise with them.
I understand that irrigators, especially around the
Wimmera area, have had little or no water for the past
eight years, and they are still continuing to pay for the
water they do not get. I also sympathise with the fact
that their debt would be increasing and that many of
their farms would have become unsustainable. Many of
us have been contacted by car wash businesses, which
employ more than 16 000 people across Victoria. Many
of them in the country have had to cart water fairly long
distances from bores and other sources to make sure
their businesses keep going. That is one of the reasons
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why the government will not move from level 3
restrictions — and we are now on level 3a — to 4,
although we have bypassed the trigger or are just about
there: it would have very dramatic effects on some of
these industries.
There has been an impact on the two power generators,
Loy Yang Power and TRUenergy, who have had to go
to the water market to purchase their supplies. In
addition to that there is the impact on our wineries —
and that may be of great concern to quite a few of the
café latte and wine drinkers in central Melbourne. Our
nursery industries are in the process of progressively
shutting down or reducing their operations. I also
understand the citrus packing industry is affected, as I
understand are turf producers and swimming pool
manufacturers — many, many livelihoods have been
threatened and have been negatively impacted on.
I say to colleagues: this bill is a tribute to the people in
the suburbs of Melbourne and to rural and regional
Victorians who, with their buckets in their showers and
using grey water on their gardens, have done their bit
when the government has failed to do its bit. This is a
tribute to the people of rural and regional Victoria who
have been on stage 4 restrictions for a long time and
who have not only lost their private gardens but have
seen the deterioration of community assets. Many of
them would remember Victoria as a garden state — I
must say that that is not a bad vision for us to aim for
yet again — but they may have to change the
government in order to achieve it.
The people on the land, many of whom have found
their livelihoods destroyed, are the real heroes of the
drought. We know that the gentry of the Labor Party
are not affected — nothing can spoil their party, be it at
Falls Creek or perhaps on the slopes of Mount Hotham.
Mrs Coote — Don’t forget Wilsons Prom.
Mrs PEULICH — And Wilsons Prom, absolutely.
We all know how much the Deputy Premier enjoys
those pursuits, when the hardships faced by Victorians
have been so unnecessarily burdened upon them.
The contrast is that this government has had rivers of
gold flow into its coffers. If it had the excuse of a lack
of revenue to invest in infrastructure, Victorians may
have been a bit more sympathetic, but when we
remember that revenue will have increased from
$18.9 billion, which was the size of the Victorian
budget in 1999–2000, to $34 billion in 2007–08 — an
increase of 81 per cent — there is no sympathy. They
have had lots of money.
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As the Leader of the Opposition in the other house, Ted
Baillieu, has said, they have had the money, they have
had the mates, they have had the power — but they
have not had the competence or the commitment. The
GST payment is up from $5.5 billion in 2000–01 to a
forecast $9.1 billion in this budget. There are also the
annual indexation of taxes and charges, the additional
levies, and soon the increased water prices, which will
affect every single Victorian.
In closing, I say to government members, who have
obviously been happy to enjoy the spoils of office and
have failed to place their cabinet ministers under
pressure to do the right thing — that is, to plan
forward — from the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region and all the affected Victorians: shame, shame,
shame!
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Can I say from
the Eastern Metropolitan Region: congratulations,
congratulations, congratulations! This legislation is
another timely response to the water shortages. As we
saw yesterday, the Victorian government continues to
lead the way with its water policy.
What is remarkable about the government’s response is
that the government continues to work hand in glove
with the community to turn around water consumption.
The government has supported, encouraged and
educated the community about the need to change
water usage. It has worked with the community and
supported them as they have modified their behaviour
and saved water. The support the government has
provided has, as we all know, included free
water-saving showerheads, rebates for rainwater tanks
and rebates for the purchase of mulch and systems to
reuse water.
Just one example of the success has been the
government’s Water Smart Gardens and Homes Rebate
Scheme, which includes the $1000 rebate for the
purchase of water tanks. This plan alone has provided
over 150 000 rebates for Victorian families. This one
initiative is saving over 1 billion litres of drinking water
per year. The response to the Victorian government’s
water-saving initiatives has been, on any measure,
overwhelming. In Melbourne alone there has been an
average per capita reduction in the usage of drinking
water of over 22 per cent. This is a remarkable
turnaround. Melbourne is now the lowest per capita
water user of any capital city in Australia.
I am pleased to note, Deputy President, that the eastern
suburbs are leading the rest of Melbourne in delivering
water savings. The eastern suburbs in my electorate
make up 5 of the top 10 water savers in Melbourne.
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Households in the eastern suburbs have embraced — as
I am sure you would be aware, Deputy President — the
initiatives and have saved the equivalent of
62 Olympic-sized swimming pools of water each year
since 2003. This is a truly commendable effort and
something the communities in these areas should be
very proud of. It is a concrete example of what can
happen when the government and the community work
together. As I said, the outcome has been achieved
through education and information, and we have
brought the community with us in delivering water
savings.
This bill is timely. It moves to the next logical stage in
the government’s drive to improve water savings. It
deals with those few who continue to flout the
important water-saving initiatives. Notwithstanding
overwhelming community support and enthusiasm for
saving water, there is still a small number of
recalcitrants — the Water Wallies, the bad apples —
who simply refuse to meet the needs and expectations
of the community. Under the existing process, where
water users breach the water-saving limits, they receive
information letters or first warnings which explain the
need to save water and provide information on the
nature of the water restrictions. As I said, despite first
and indeed second warnings and the education and
encouragement of government, friends and neighbours,
some in the community simply disregard the very
sensible restrictions that are currently in place.
In my view it is timely for the government to make sure
that those who are not doing the right thing are
prosecuted, when that is appropriate. Indeed the
community expects that to happen. In that sense this is
a timely bill. It reflects the position reached by the
government and by the community. People in my
electorate have told me that they are sick and tired of
doing the right thing while some continually and
deliberately flout the law. This bill sharpens the
legislative response. It allows for the issuing of
on-the-spot fines without the need for a warning notice
to be issued. It is in my view appropriate that an
authorised officer should have the discretion to take
enforcement action where it is clear that, for example, a
person knew that what he or she was doing was wrong.
As I said, the emphasis will continue to be on
education; that will be the primary tool. The legislation
requires that a person who is suspected of contravening
water restrictions state his or her name. Again, that is
another sensible measure to make compliance easier to
enforce.
I believe the bill continues to get the balance right.
While stepping up the power of water officers it also
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steps up the safeguards for the community. For
example, under the legislation water officers will be
required to produce identity cards, and it will be an
offence to impersonate an authorised water officer. In
addition, anyone who is issued with an infringement
notice will have all the rights and protections provided
under the Infringements Act 2006. This means that they
will receive sufficient information to enable them to
understand the nature of and the reasons for the notice
they have received, that they will be informed of their
right to have the matter determined in the Magistrates
Court, that they will have a right to an internal review
and that they will have the right to apply for a payment
plan.
Acting President, water conservation is absolutely
critical and will become even more so because climate
change means that we will have higher temperatures,
more evaporation and more need for water. This bill is
an important step on the road to water conservation. It
is a necessary step that is supported by the community.
I commend the bill to the house.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I point out
to Mr Tee that I am the Deputy President, not an acting
president.
Mr TEE — I am sorry, Deputy President.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am also
pleased to make a contribution on the Water Acts
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill of
2007 and confirm what Ms Lovell and others have
already said — that we will not be opposing this bill.
The bill amends the Water Industry Act 1994, the
Water Act 1989 and the Infringements Act 2006. The
purpose of the bill is to put all fines for breaking water
restrictions under the jurisdiction, or ambit, of the
Infringements Act 2006. That is a sensible
consolidation, as current breaches of water restrictions
are enforced in different ways and pursuant to different
legislation and regulations. The bill will also establish
authorised water officers who will have the capacity to
issue on-the-spot fines. It will also remove the need for
a warning to be issued in the first instance. On balance
that is also probably a worthy change, as people will
not be concerned about being fined if they know they
have to receive a warning first.
It is worth making the point that the Water
(Governance) Act was passed only a few months ago,
in October 2006. It reflects poorly on the government
and the way it manages its program and drafts its
legislation that this legislation needs to be amended
after such a short time. There is a concern that these
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amendments will introduce a quasi-water police who
will be out and about looking for people who breach
water restrictions. I encourage the government to make
sure that these authorised water officers are well trained
and act appropriately.
As they say, timing is everything, and how appropriate
it is, after the announcements that were made yesterday,
that this debate has taken place today and yesterday.
We are in a time of water crisis, and this legislation
exists because of that crisis. The need for introducing
harsher water restrictions, which the government has
been loath to implement for political purposes, is
getting stronger and stronger. Melbourne should be on
stage 4 restrictions, because the trigger for that to
happen was passed some time ago. It is worth noting
that unfortunately, despite the recent good rains, the
levels of our dams do not seem to be rising, and that is
cause for concern. These restrictions exist because of
the government’s failure to augment our water supplies
and its failure to initiate recycling measures or
implement new projects that attack the water crisis in a
serious way.
I want to pick up on a comment made by Mr Elasmar
during his contribution. I echo his comment that taking
a shower is a luxury we can no longer afford to take for
granted. I agree, and that is sad. As I said earlier today,
we can no longer take for granted that when we turn on
a light switch the lights will work. When we turn on the
shower we can no longer take for granted that there will
be any water for that shower. The most basic services
of a society — the most basic things that people in
Victoria have taken for granted for decades and for
generations — can no longer be taken for granted.
Let us make no mistake about this: the government
cannot make it rain, but it can address the water crisis.
The government has been well aware of the water crisis
for some time. In its policy document that was issued
before the last election Securing Our Water Together,
Mr Bracks says:
In this, our 10th year of low rainfall, with a growing
population, climate change and degrading river systems, the
state is implementing new and better ways to secure water for
the future.

What an indictment of the government. The
government has known about the drought since before
it was elected, and it knew there were water supply
issues, and yet only yesterday did it announce anything
to address those issues meaningfully.
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The document goes on to quote Our Water Our Future
from 2004, saying:
If Melbourne grows at this rate and does nothing more to
conserve water, there will not be enough water to meet its
needs by 2020.

What a change from what the government was saying
just before the election — and in just a matter of
months. The government has realised — all of a sudden
and at the last minute — that we do not have a secure
water supply that will last until 2020. In fact we do not
have a secure water supply to last for the next year or
so, depending on the rain, and the government has
made this announcement in the last 24 hours.
Mr Tee said that the government continues to work
hand in glove with the community and continues to
consult with the community. As a member for Eastern
Victoria Region I have had conversations with several
people already — since the announcement yesterday —
who live in Bass Coast and in Wonthaggi. They all tell
me that they have been taken by absolute surprise; they
had no idea whatsoever that the government was about
to make the announcement it made.
If you go to the Hansard from the last two weeks and
look at the contributions made by government members
to the debate about the budget, you will see that they
have gone to great lengths to say what a great job the
budget does for Victoria’s water future. They have
quoted piecemeal small projects which recycle a small
amount of water here and a small amount of water there
or which generate additional capacity on a very small
scale. They have guaranteed the chamber, the
Parliament and the people of Victoria that there is no
water crisis and that the government is investing for the
future. Then in the next sitting week we heard from the
government that suddenly it supports desalination and
is going to increase Melbourne’s water supply and
capacity by 50 per cent.
Two weeks ago we heard that was not necessary and
that the key to securing Melbourne’s water future was
demand management and managing our supplies more
productively. Now, two weeks later, we have to
increase the supply by 50 per cent. To me, that
demonstrates a government that is making policy on the
run, that is scared by the response it had from its own
budget — the criticism from the public about its lack of
planning — and has decided that it has to do
something. Everything that has been announced in the
last 24 hours flies in the face of what is on the public
record.
Mr Davis quoted the Premier earlier today, and I will
do the same. On 13 November in the Herald Sun the
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Premier is reported as having said in relation to
desalination:
The energy generation is enormous, the intrusion on the
community is enormous and, of course, it’s extraordinarily
expensive.

He also said that:
… it’s based on something similar in Western Australia.
Well, hello, we’re a bit bigger than WA, just a tad bigger than
Perth and really, what a hoax it is.

He was referring to the Leader of the Opposition’s
policy and support for desalination. I congratulate the
Leader of the Opposition on the policy he and the party
I am lucky to represent took to the election last year,
because here again we have the government following
the lead of the opposition with its policy in now
adopting desalination. It is a policy the government
criticised before the last election, and yet it has now
done a 180-degree turn — a backflip — and has
embraced the policy of the opposition.
I will step back for a second and talk about the water
crisis in the Wonthaggi area and the Bass Coast. It is
important to talk about that particular area, given that
with no consultation that area looks like it will have a
desalination plant. I have spoken in the chamber before
about the supply constraints faced by Westernport
Water, which is a relatively small water authority. That
authority faced two options: to expand its main
Candowie Reservoir, or to be linked up to the
Melbourne supply system as per the central region
water strategy. To date the government has done neither
of those things. For environmental reasons it has ruled
out expanding Candowie Reservoir and, to be frank, I
think those reasons are dubious and, until yesterday, the
government has refused to commit to linking
Westernport Water to Melbourne’s water supply.
I noted in the Herald Sun of Tuesday, 19 June, there
was a letter to the editor from a Mr John Taylor of
Corinella. It reads as follows:
How will we feel when there is no water coming from taps
when we turn them on?
Impossible, you say?
Not so. Last week we were told by our water authority that
there was only 6 per cent left in our reservoir.
Of that, 5 per cent was unusable because mud cannot be
pumped.
Supply has been and is augmented from groundwater sources,
but those are insufficient to keep up with consumer needs.
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We are served by Westernport Water, which supplies towns
along Western Port Bay’s southern shores, as well as Phillip
Island, from the Candowie Reservoir.
The supply will fail soon unless Westernport Water has some
aces up its sleeve.
It is too late for rain to rescue the situation.
Water Minister Thwaites, can we panic now?

Sadly the desalination plant that is being proposed for
Wonthaggi will not save the Candowie Reservoir and
will not supply water for Mr Taylor and the other good
people of the Bass Coast, the Bass Valley and the
Wonthaggi area, because it is not anticipated that this
desalination plant — if it goes ahead — will be finished
until 2011.
That takes me to the comments made today by the
Minister for Industry and State Development, and the
Minister for Planning. Earlier today Mr Thornley gave
us a lecture on basic economics — talking about
expenditure, debt, borrowing to fund public
infrastructure and using recurrent expenditure, and so
on. What Minister Theophanous in effect said today
was that business and private domestic users would
have to fund the construction of the desalination plant,
because the government was running such a fine line
with its budget that it did not have the resources to fund
it itself.
I accept the comments Mr Thornley made about living
within the budget’s capacity and the like, but it makes
an interesting contrast to look at the role and the work
of the federal government — and its ability to fund
infrastructure and put billions of dollars away from
recurrent expenditure for the future. It demonstrates the
difference between good fiscal management and
irresponsible fiscal management.
I would say that because of the federal government’s
strong financial management, it has delivered the
surpluses that can generate funds for critical
infrastructure projects. Unfortunately, as Minister
Theophanous said — or perhaps said through what he
did not say in his answer — because the government
does not have the surplus available, the business
community, small business and domestic consumers
will have to fund the construction of the desalination
plant through higher water charges.
What Minister Madden said today was also instructive.
As the planning minister he said he was not sure
whether there would be an environment effects
statement. He did not know anything about the design,
the size, the location or the construction of the
desalination plant, which — —
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Mr Barber — It did not go to cabinet.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Which leads me to conclude,
Mr Barber, that this plan has not been to cabinet. The
Bracks government has been very keen to jump on the
commonwealth for supposedly not consulting enough
on the $10 billion water plan. The only comment I
would make about that is that the commonwealth is
fixing up the mess created by the states, which the
states are unable to solve themselves. As I said, this
demonstrates that this project, which is supposed to be
the answer to Victoria’s water crisis, has not been to the
Victorian cabinet. So we have a situation where the
local residents have not been consulted, the Bracks
cabinet has not been consulted and the minister does
not know if, when or how an environment effects
statement will be completed.
How can the Victorian public, and in particular the
community of Western Port and the residents of the
Bass Coast, the Bass Valley and Wonthaggi, have any
confidence in the size and scope of this project, the
effects it may or may not have, or its ability to deliver
water security for Victorians or for the people of the
Bass Valley, who, as I said before, are literally running
out of water? They cannot have that confidence,
because the process has not even begun. An
announcement has been made, the process has not
begun and the government is about to spend $1 million
on an advertising campaign for a project the minister
does not even know about.
In summary, the opposition does not oppose this
legislation, but it is another symptom and symbol of
this government’s inability to plan and solve Victoria’s
water crisis. The announcement yesterday just confirms
that the government is in a panic; it does not know what
to do to solve the water crisis, and it has decided to
adopt the Liberal Party’s policy on desalination.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — This bill
strengthens the government’s capacity to make sure that
all members of the community comply with laws that
require Victorians to use water responsibly by abiding
by water restrictions. I think most Victorians
understand the need for everyone to behave responsibly
with their water use, and just about everyone knows
that in the real world penalties need to be imposed
when breaches occur.
The bill has two purposes. The first is to allow
authorised water officers to issue immediate fines to
people who intentionally breach water restrictions, and
the second is to make sure that when water rights are
unbundled in July those water licences that require
water to be returned to waterways are not unbundled.
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At the moment authorised water officers face
considerable difficulties in dealing with individuals
who breach water restrictions. They have to catch
someone infringing a particular restriction and issue
them with a warning, and they cannot issue a fine
unless they catch the same individual performing the
same infringement again. If the individual is breaching
another type of restriction, the authorised water officer
can only issue a warning for that particular restriction.
The provisions contained in these amendments will
enable an authorised water officer to issue an
on-the-spot fine, which makes the process more
efficient and more immediate.
Today is a very good day to be talking about water — it
is the day after the announcement of the next stage of
the government’s water plan. The announcements are
very good news — contrary to what we have been
hearing in the house thus far from members opposite —
for people living in Wonthaggi, South Gippsland,
Western Port and along the Bass Coast, because the
$3 billion desalination plant that will be built at
Wonthaggi will dramatically boost water where
supplies are precarious.
This will be the largest desalination plant in the country
and will be operating by 2011. The plant will provide
150 billion litres of water per year, and the project will
include the construction of smaller pipelines to connect
towns in South Gippsland and Western Port to the main
pipeline — and that is critical. The detailed work will
be undertaken by Melbourne Water and local
authorities so that the best routes can be assessed.
Centres such as Phillip Island and Wonthaggi have
been on stage 4 restrictions for some time, and
desalination will provide those communities with a
guaranteed water supply, independent of rainfall or
climate change in the local area. The central aim of this
$4.9 billion commitment is to help move back to
unrestricted water supplies in these towns.
The Wonthaggi area was selected after an extensive
feasibility study showed that it had the lowest
environmental risk and the highest seawater quality.
The best thing about this initiative is that it will be
carbon neutral, with sufficient renewable energy
purchased to offset the anticipated 90 megawatts of
electricity the plant will use. The government has
announced the release of the desalination plant
feasibility study with further environmental monitoring
happening in the coming months.
The project has been widely welcomed across the Bass
Coast area, Wonthaggi and Phillip Island. It is
interesting to report to the house that in this morning’s
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Age, Environment Victoria’s executive director, Kelly
O’Shannassy, is reported as saying:
There are potential benefits from desalination. It can take
pressure off our stressed rivers during drought.

The newspaper describes Environment Victoria’s
responses as being upbeat, and well they should be. In a
project of this dimension it is critical that the
government and government agencies work with local
government and local communities to ensure that
proper planning from this point forward is undertaken
and that there are good communication systems in
place. It is important that the government keep talking
to the Bass Coast Shire Council, Cardinia Shire Council
and the other shires along the eastern Victorian
coastline to overcome the many issues that will
doubtless emerge as such a complex project proceeds.
I commend the government for making sure that
landowners are being contacted at the moment.
Mr Vogels — After the event.
Mr SCHEFFER — No, after the announcement,
Mr Vogels — that does not mean ‘after the event’. We
have a long way to go for its construction. Those
discussions are taking place as we sit here. It is also
good that the government is conducting extensive
consultations with local communities and water
authorities, with councils and stakeholders all the way
through the planning, design and construction of the
plant, and that community information seminars will
also be held in the Wonthaggi region in the near future.
I look forward to participating in those.
Wonthaggi residents tell me that they are very
supportive of the government’s proposal but they are
rightly insisting on a close and constructive working
relationship with the government to make sure that all
local communities are involved in shaping its future. I
have every confidence that that will occur. The
amendments contained in the bill make a small or
narrow but important contribution to the government’s
water strategy. I commend it to the house.
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I wish to make
some comments on the Water Acts Amendment
(Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill 2007. This bill is
a typical Labor government response. As we have seen
many times before, it is about control, regulation, fines
and charges. Following eight years of inaction — I
repeat, eight years of inaction — every commentator
acknowledges that we in Victoria are depleting our
water supplies due to the lack of rain. Labor’s answer in
this bill is for more fines. Authorised water officers will
be empowered to snoop around and look into people’s
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backyards to try to entrap consumers if they believe
they are breaking water restrictions.
I am probably getting a bit old, but I remember when
Victoria was known as the garden state, when we took
pride in our suburban gardens and Melbourne was the
garden capital of Australia. Our regional centres had
beautiful gardens. Victorians were able to take pride in
their backyards. I remember my mum and dad always
had a vegie patch down the back where we grew our
own vegies. We had enough water to do that.
In 1967, which I remember, we had probably the worst
drought on record — at least equal to the last
12 months. What did the Liberal government of the day
do? It realised that Melbourne was in dire straits so it
decided go ahead and construct the Thomson Dam.
That did not happen overnight; it probably took
10 years. I think it was in the Hamer era that it was
completed, but we realised that Melbourne did not have
enough water supplies if it were to face more dry years,
so the Thomson Dam was built, with much opposition
from environmentalists in those days.
Since the Thomson Dam was built, Melbourne’s
population has doubled. We are expecting it to increase
by another million people by 2020, yet for close on 35
to 40 years the capacity to store water has not been
increased.
I was watching the television news last week about
what was happening around Sydney, where everything
was flooded, and in Bairnsdale which has had 5 or
6 inches of rain in the last day or two — and people
kept saying that dams do not make it rain. Of course,
they do not make it rain. Banks do not automatically get
money, but you put money in them in times of plenty so
when there are times of hardship you can draw down
on those funds. That is what dams are for.
The government says that no new dams will be built in
Victoria for at least the next 50 years, so pipelines are
being constructed from one empty dam to another
empty dam, and somehow or other that is supposed to
supply more water. It is a case of stealing the last drops
or dregs from another part of Victoria.
Following eight years of hard Labor, with no vision and
no plans, the responsible minister has been demoted
and the Premier and the Treasurer have finally ridden
into town and taken over. These two are no strangers to
backflips and untruths when it comes to protecting their
backsides, if it suits the politics of the day, and in
making promises with no intention of following
through.
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We all remember the Scoresby freeway, which turned
into the Eastern tollway, just before the 2002 election.
We all remember in western Victoria the
standardisation of Victoria’s rail network in 2001, and
$96 million was provided in the budget. Not one
sleeper has been laid or one spike driven. Remember
the fast rail shenanigans about that project which was to
cost $80 million? It is now up to $800 million. Do the
trains travel any faster? Of course not.
Returning to water, before the November 2006 election
the Labor Party condemned the Liberal proposal to
build a desalination plant to help augment Melbourne’s
water supplies. The Premier said in the Herald Sun of
13 November 2006 about the Liberal proposal for
desalination plant that the energy consumption is
enormous. The intrusion on the community is
enormous and of course it is extraordinarily expensive.
What a hoax that was!
The Minister for Water, Environment and Climate
Change in the other place said on ABC radio on
14 November 2006 that it was ill thought out and would
have environmental consequences. Then we heard
yesterday that a desalination plant will be built, and we
also hear from the other side that, ‘You only had a little
one, ours is bigger than yours’. What childish stuff!
If the small plant that the Liberal Party proposed to
build were to cause enormous damage to the
environment, be enormously expensive and be regarded
as a hoax, then one that is three times as big would do
more damage and be more extraordinarily stupid to
build. Had the Liberal Party’s plant been said a few
months ago to be a stupid concept, which I do not
believe it was, then how all of a sudden can the
government sit there with a straight face and say, ‘Ours
is better than yours’? It sounds like a couple of kids
playing in the backyard.
While on the issue of desalination, if it is so expensive
and will send as much carbon into the atmosphere as
we have been told, then every time the minister
announces a plan that is environmentally friendly by
saying it will take cars off the road, how many cars
would be left on the road if this plant were up and
running, if that is what the government is comparing it
to?
What I have mentioned in this place many times, and
which still makes me gobsmacked — and I still cannot
understand why it is not happening — is that we have
many millions of litres of beautiful water running into
Bass Strait through springs that feed up into the bottom
of the Southern Ocean or Bass Strait. That water is not
salty; it is perfectly pure, fresh water. The Newlingrook
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aquifer, which is near the Otways where I live, is a line
of springs 3 miles out to sea. If you dip a glass over the
side of your boat, you can drink fresh water. This water
is running into the ocean and is wasted. It baffles me
why you would you not tap the water just before it gets
to the ocean.
I have figures regarding groundwater resources. It is on
page 238 of the State Water Report for 2004–05. I have
just mentioned the Newlingrook aquifer. The report
says that you can take 75 000 megalitres per annum out
of that aquifer without impacting on anything, because
that water is pouring into the bottom of the ocean. I can
imagine this to be an enclosed aquifer full of water. If
you start drilling into it, over the next century or
whenever you will run out of water. If it is full of
water — —
Hon. J. M. Madden — You will have to describe it
for the purposes of Hansard.
Mr VOGELS — No, I will describe this for you,
because you might learn something. If the glass I am
holding is full of water but has a hole in the bottom of it
and water is pouring out, I say you can save some water
from that aquifer without depleting it.
Hon. J. M. Madden — People will not be sure what
you are talking about when they are reading Hansard. I
understand you, but anybody reading Hansard may not.
Mr VOGELS — I understand it, and I am sure that
people in my community understand it. Basically
75 000 megalitres could be taken out of that aquifer —
that is the permissible annual volume — without
actually depleting the water in the aquifer. But we are
going to let that water run into the ocean so that it will
become salt water, then we are going to desalinate that
water. That is so smart! We know that there are many
aquifers. They tell me that the bores that oil rigs have
drilled have been left open in Gippsland and fresh water
is running into Bass Strait. Surely that is the water we
should be using before we start to talking about
desalination.
What has this government done about recycling water?
Absolutely nothing. Once again there is a government
report about this. The State Water Report for 2003–04
reads:
Effluent from sewerage treatment plants can be treated to a
standard that enables it to be reused beneficially. This is
known as recycled water.
On average of about 360 000 megalitres of water per annum
is discharged by sewage treatment plants in the central region.
About 45 000 megalitres or 12.5 per cent of this water is
currently treated and recycled.
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That figure is an indictment. That 12.5 per cent of
360 000 megalitres — it is probably 450 000 megalitres
now, because this figure is four years old — could have
been treated and recycled, but we run it off into the
ocean.
The two main sources of recycled water in the region
are from Melbourne’s western treatment plant at
Werribee and the eastern treatment plant at Carrum,
which is in the south-east of Melbourne. The
government report also reads:
The government has committed to a range of cost-effective
water recycling projects across the central region that will be
implemented in the coming years, and increase the total
amount of effluent recycled.

This report was published four years ago. We know that
the government has done absolutely nothing. An
amount of water equivalent to the amount Melbourne
needs annually is run into the ocean. We should be
recycling that effluent.
Before the last election we once again had a lie from
the Labor Party. It promised it would never take water
from the north of the divide and bring it over to the
south of the divide. That was a promise that has been
made by the Labor Party since I have been a member of
Parliament. We now hear spin. I heard the Premier say
that the government will only pipe new water, not old
water, from the Goulburn Valley to Melbourne. What a
load of — I cannot say a particular word here —
garbage! The government said that this water was new
and had never existed before, but of course it existed
before. Water has always been there, and the
government has taken it.
I met with the Goulburn Valley food bowl association,
and no doubt government ministers did as well. That
association put a proposal to the government: if the
government spent $2.2 billion fixing up the irrigation
and water infrastructure in the Goulburn Valley, the
association would be prepared to share water savings of
450 gigalitres — one third would be shared with
Melbourne, one third would be shared with the
environment and one third would be shared with the
locals. That would be a $2.2 billion project.
The Goulburn Murray irrigation district is known as
Australia’s largest food bowl. It has an area of
68 000 square kilometres. It produces 25 per cent of
Australia’s dairy products, 87 per cent of Australia’s
pear production, 64 per cent of Australia’s stone fruit
and 90 per cent of Australia’s processed tomatoes. Food
processors include Kraft, Heinz, Fonterra, Murray
Goulburn, SPC, Unilever and Campbell’s. This area is
an important part of the whole economy of Victoria.
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Labor ministers like John Brumby, the Treasurer; Steve
Bracks, the Premier; and John Thwaites, the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change in the
other place, met with the Victorian Farmers Federation
less than 24 hours before announcements were made
yesterday. The VFF, which represents farmers and
irrigators in the Goulburn Valley, was assured there
would be no north–south pipeline unless it was agreed
to by the local community of the Goulburn Valley. This
happened 24 hours before the government announced it
was going to pipe water from the north to the south.
What the government told the VFF was a straight out
lie.
Yesterday the government made its announcement and
last night there were government advertisements on
television — I saw them — promoting this new water
dream. How could the government say to the VFF that
it would not pump water from the north to the south of
the divide unless there were local support? Less than
24 hours later the three wise men announced that that
was exactly what they were doing. How can anyone
trust this government? It says one thing and does
another. The VFF had met the government in good
faith and the government said it wanted to work with
the VFF.
I commend the Goulburn Food Bowl Alliance for
coming up with a plan. It knows the infrastructure in
the Goulburn Valley is 100 years old, and it needs tens
of millions of dollars — as I said, $2.2 billion — to
upgrade it. The local community would never be able to
afford that. Members of that community saw that as an
opportunity to do a deal, work with the government of
the day and fix up the infrastructure, and they were
prepared to share the profits.
But the first thing they want to do is get the
infrastructure fixed; then, when the savings are on
board and you have water for the environment and for
the locals, you build a pipeline to Melbourne. You do
not do that first; you build it last. Obviously if the first
thing you are going to build is the north–south pipeline,
that is where the water will go first, before the locals or
the environment get any of it. You cannot tell me that if
Melbourne gardens were dying or Melburnians were
thirsty the government would not take the water off the
people in country Victoria, because the votes are here,
they are not over there.
I must say I am very disappointed in the way the Bracks
government has handled this water issue. I understand
we should have been working on our water
infrastructure and future water supplies years ago.
When I talk to the VFF, members of the communities,
local councils and government, they tell me they trust
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this government to live up to its promises — and it
reneges.
In conclusion, Victoria as a whole is in dire straits as far
as water storages are concerned. This inept Labor
government has been around for eight years and has
been waiting and praying in the last 12 months or so for
above-average rainfall to fill our dams. I am quietly
confident that we will have good winter rainfall. Being
a farmer I understand the seasons very well, and I think
the climate is going back to some sort of normal winter.
I was in the Wimmera the other day. Most of the
farmers, as in my own area, are feeling positive because
the rains have come. They are a bit late but they are
here. At least when the weather forecasters are
forecasting rain, it is happening. The Labor government
will probably get off the hook on this occasion because
there will be some good run-off into our catchments,
which we all hope and pray does happen.
This bill is a typical Labor bill. The government has left
things too late; it has stuffed up so it sends in the police,
the bailiffs and the controllers to ensure that people do
not break the law by using too much water. We are told
to shower with a friend, put a bucket under the shower
rose, take it out and then water our vegetable garden —
and sorry if you do your back on the way out because it
is a heavy bucket! If you get caught doing the wrong
thing, then you are a criminal. Meanwhile a thousand
million-odd litres a day flow into the ocean from our
wastewater outfalls.
This is exactly the sort of bill I would expect from the
Labor Party; it is full of control and regulation. If
anybody tells me that by 2011 there will be a
desalination plant in Wonthaggi sending water to
Melbourne, it will be the first time in history that Labor
will have delivered anything on time and on budget. It
has not done that in the past. This will be a big plant. If
you want to build new storages or pipelines, they do not
happen overnight. The Liberal Party supports the bill,
but it is much too little, too late.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the Water Acts
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill.
First of all, I hope Mr Vogels is right. I hope what his
water is telling him about what sort of rains we will
have this winter is correct, because we all know that it
has been very tough, particularly out there in rural and
regional Victoria, for our farming communities and for
our rural and regional cities and towns.
The water shortage has also impacted greatly on
residents in the city. We have seen evidence of just how
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well Melburnians have performed by saving water. We
know that they are now using 100 billion litres less
water per year than they were in 1990. I know that the
water efficiencies our government has put in place have
been embraced by communities not only in the cities
but also in our regional towns.

It is a terrific day, as was mentioned previously by a
Labor colleague of mine, to actually be talking about
water, given the announcements that were made by the
Premier and ministers Thwaites and Brumby yesterday.
It is about our water, our future and building on that and
looking to the next stage.

Most people are very supportive of water saving. They
understand the necessity for it. If there has ever been a
time when we have really appreciated just how precious
a resource our water is, now is that time, given the lack
of rain and the depletion of our water storages.
However, we know there are people who flout and
abuse the arrangements that are put in place and the
water-saving efforts that so many of us take time to
observe in our everyday lives. This bill will improve the
effectiveness of the enforcement regimes that are made
available in relation to drought response plans,
emergency management plans, water-saving plans and
water restriction by-laws.

All members would have seen that it will be an
enormous $4.9 billion statewide investment. We will
have one of world’s biggest desalination plants, which
will be built by 2011, and Australia’s biggest ever
irrigation upgrade for a food bowl. I am pleased that
Mr Vogels mentioned that it was in fact the irrigators
from around Goulburn Valley and that northern food
bowl area of Victoria who actually came up with a plan
for improving the irrigation system. They are very
excited about seeing such a large amount of money
being spent on upgrading and improving infrastructure
that will save a considerable amount of water.

In putting this bill forward we recognise and appreciate
the efforts people are making in saving water, but we
also need to ensure that those who flout the regulations
are dealt with effectively and that we have appropriate
enforcement regimes. There are a number of ways in
which this bill will make those improvements. It will
provide the appointed authorities and water officers
with the ability to require people they believe are
committing an offence to state their name and address.
It will also provide those water officers with the
authority to give a person who is contravening a
drought response plan, an emergency management plan
or a permanent water-saving plan, a warning notice or
to take enforcement action against them. This is
reasonable, and it is why we have this bill before us
today. It will ensure there are proper provisions for
effective enforcement.
This bill will also deal with the unbundling of certain
licences to take and use water. We know that as of
1 July this year water rights are separated from land
title, and this will facilitate a much more effective water
market and allow water to be traded at its highest value.
Some of the current water licences have preconditions
which require the licence-holder to return the water
they have taken to the waterway. We see that typically
in operations such as fish farms or in hydro-electric
power generation. The amendments before us relating
to unbundling will ensure that these licences are not
unbundled and will allow the water that continues to be
used to be returned to the waterways. They will prevent
licence-holders from on-selling that water after its use.
They are all really important and sound provisions.

It will go back into the irrigation system, back to those
irrigators, back to those food producers, and it will go
into environmental water flows and through pipelines to
Melbourne. We are going to see 375 billion litres of
new water, a 50 per cent boost to Melbourne’s supply, a
50 per cent boost to Geelong’s supply, 250 kilometres
of new pipe and water for regions such as Hamilton,
Western Port and South Gippsland. I would have
thought that, given where Mr Vogels lives and farms,
the people he represents would be delighted with the
announcements that have been made.
I want to speak very briefly about the Goulburn Murray
region. It is a region that I grew up in and live in, and it
is one that I am pleased and privileged to now
represent, along with my parliamentary colleague on
the government side Candy Broad. The Goulburn
Murray region is Australia’s most important irrigation
area, with the Goulburn Valley accounting for well over
a quarter of Victoria’s output. It produces an enormous
amount of food for the Victorian, Australian and
overseas market.
With the government’s announcement yesterday, the
food bowl modernisation project is going to provide a
once-off, historic opportunity to ensure the future
prosperity of the region through a very significant
investment in modernising what can only be called an
ageing and, in some circumstances, quite antiquated
infrastructure and to create a genuinely world-class
irrigation system. It is really a 1-in-100 year reform; it
is not the sort of thing you see every day. I am really
pleased to be part of this announcement and part of a
government that is spending money for this important
use.
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In relation to the modernisation of the food bowl, this
process is going to take up to eight years to complete. It
will involve an investment of up to $2 billion. It is an
enormous investment by this government in our
irrigation systems and in making sure they are
modernised and meet our future needs, particularly in
relation to globalised warming and reduced rainfall.
We are now in the process of commencing the first
stage of that modernisation through a $1 billion project
that is going to save some 225 billion litres of water a
year — an enormous amount of water. It is estimated
that up to 900 billion litres of water in the Goulburn and
Murray irrigation system is currently lost through
leakage, evaporation and other inefficiencies. There are
enormous gains to be made through this terrific
injection of funds.
I know that the announcement yesterday covered a
whole range of areas which I rattled off very quickly,
but I want to say a few words about Melbourne’s
desalination plant. It will be the single largest boost to
Melbourne’s water supply since the Thomson Dam was
built some 25 years ago. It is a very big commitment to
Melbourne and Victoria’s water supply. The plant will
be the largest in Australia. Even though Mr Vogels
does not like us to talk about the size of our desalination
plant, it will be the largest in Australia, and it will
provide one-third of Melbourne’s yearly water needs
without relying on rainfall into our catchments.
Greenhouse emissions from the plant will be offset by
the purchase of renewable energy, making the plant
carbon neutral.
This contrasts with some of the things that Mr Vogels
was saying the Liberal Party and opposition parties
were proposing prior to the last election. One of their
key promises was that they were going to dig another
great big hole and build another dam when there is not
enough waterfall to fill even the catchments we have
now. It was a very bad idea. Mr Vogels talked about
building a desalination plant, but the opposition was
going to allocate $10 million to the project — a very
small amount of money.
It must have been a very small desalination plant — not
that I want to go on about our desalination plant being
bigger than the one they planned, but that is the case.
The opposition wanted to build one with a $10 million
commitment. Opposition members cannot decide from
day to day whether Melbourne should be moving to
stage 4 water restrictions. It depends on which day of
the week it is, and it depends which one of the
opposition members you happen to be talking to at any
given time.
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The opposition has been using quite a bit of
scaremongering as we go through this terrible drought
that is having such devastating effects right across the
state, when we know now that it has been proved
wrong in its prediction that the Thomson Dam was
going to be empty by 19 May.
This bill is a good bill. The announcements that the
government made yesterday through the Premier, the
Treasurer and the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change in the other place, Mr Thwaites, are
fantastic. They build on the measures we have already
put in place to save our precious resource — the things
we did in the past and the things the community is
working so hard to do now. I know the bill will be
welcomed by many in the community, including many
in northern Victoria who are involved in irrigation. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak briefly in the debate on the Water Acts
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill. The
bill deals primarily with the issue of authorised officers
policing the unauthorised use of water. Because of
unimproved infrastructure and the lack of action to
address the issue of long-term drought, this is the
solution that Victorian communities are faced with. We
are confronted today with the zealous policing of
Victorians, many of whom have been dealing with
stage 4 water restrictions for long periods of time. They
face the possibility of unauthorised officers turning up
at their front doors looking for water cheats without any
warning. I think this is a great imposition on those
communities that have had to struggle. In many cases
they have not been able to water their gardens. They
have undertaken many water-saving measures and have
become very clever in dealing with this drought. This
measure is very strict and will again penalise the
community because of the inactivity of the government.
This government has turned the appointment of
authorised officers into a fine art. Over the last seven
years it has introduced authorised officers under
approximately 62 pieces of legislation. This is a
philosophical problem with this nanny state
government. It is about red tape and overgovernance. I
would have thought the role of government was to
provide well thought out solutions to community issues
and to provide infrastructure requirements. We are all
patting ourselves on the back and saying, ‘Hail fellow,
well done’ for any sort of work done to assist
communities, but we have to acknowledge that the role
of government is really to provide the community and
society with such basic requirements as water.
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What we have here today is not a solution but more a
Big Brother approach that will further penalise the
communities that this government is supposed to serve.
The issue of improved water infrastructure is not a new
topic in this chamber, and I have spoken about it many
times. The Liberal Party has continually campaigned
for improved water infrastructure. The Erskine pipeline
was to be filled from water savings made through
improved infrastructure to assist the community of
Bendigo. I was present on the day the Leader of the
Opposition in the other place, Ted Baillieu, announced
that proposal on the banks of the dry spillway of Lake
Eppalock. After considerable consultation with the
community leaders of Bendigo it was devised that a
pipeline to service the community of Bendigo could be
filled with water provided through savings made
available through improved infrastructure in the
irrigation area of the north-east.
Bendigo has been on stage 4 water restrictions for a
very long time. You only have to go to that community
to see how dry things are — the gardens there are in a
grave state. There are people who have had to let their
gardens go despite putting in the hard yards to try to
accommodate them during this very dry time. They
have used grey water to try to keep their gardens going.
There has been a trial involving the bucketing of water,
which has imposed a great cost impost on the many
communities which have had to pay for it personally.
The problem is that this government thought it was
going to rain and that it would not have to do a thing.
We are not blaming anybody for the fact that we have
had 10 very long, dry years, but there has to be an
awareness of what is going on around you in the
community. There seems to have been a great denial of
this longstanding problem. How unprepared for this big
dry had this disconnected government become? The
Bracks Labor government has been in denial about the
worsening water crisis. We know its members are past
masters at reshuffling the deck chairs. The irrigation
districts of northern Victoria have been robbed of water
to service the now desperate communities of Bendigo
and Ballarat. Prior to that we saw Sunbury and
Gisborne being hooked up to Melbourne Water,
because there was plenty of water in the Thomson
Dam. With today’s announcement the irony is that
water will be piped out of the Eildon Dam — probably
from where it is now most needed — and taken through
those towns which have been trucking in water for a
long time. That water will then be taken out of the area
and sent down the pipe to service the community of
metropolitan Melbourne.
The common aspect in all these solutions is that there is
just not one original thought about a long-term water
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solution for the state of Victoria. There has been no
long-term statewide strategy, and there has been no
planning. Yesterday’s stunt announcement about the
north–south pipeline was not a cleverly constructed
long-term solution but an on-the-run announcement.
The only planning that has gone into this project is the
spin contrived within the Labor’s media department.
While the Eildon Dam is currently at 8 per cent of
capacity, this government will be taking water out of
that system and to Melbourne to advance savings, but
there are no savings. Eildon is dry. You can walk down
into it and over the top of houseboats that are sitting on
dry ground. It just does not make any sense.
I have spoken previously about the day the Bracks
government twigged that there was a drought. I was at
the Warracknabeal Show last October during the
election campaign. The Premier noticed that the crops
were withered on the ground and that there was no
water flowing down the channels. He said, ‘By Crikey,
I know why you have got a drought, you have got no
water here’. That was the great talk around the
Warracknabeal Show on the day. We see now that
under a proposal that is contrary to the food bowl plan
that was proposed just last week there are no savings
for these farmers. The savings needed for these farmers
will not be delivered for eight years. The net result is
that the farmers of northern Victoria will suffer lost
production. The drought-ravaged towns and
communities are already facing the loss of their
economies, and rural and regional communities will be
literally left high and dry.
When will this government stop treating rural
communities as a resource that can be used by the city?
There seems to be no acknowledgement of the
contribution made by rural and regional Victoria to our
lifestyle and to the quality of the consumables that we
have all grown accustomed to. When will the penny
drop that country Victoria produces clean, green,
high-quality food, fruit and vegetables, wine, milk, beef
and lamb? Ask any other industry how it is possible to
continue to produce without the vital ingredients and
components of your production. In this case water is the
valuable component. Other industries would grind to a
halt, and so will our agricultural sector. How will
Melburnians feel when they are paying double for
water and goodness knows what for fresh fruit,
vegetables and milk? This is going to be the reality as a
result of this piecemeal solution.
Whilst we do not oppose this bill there is much work to
be done. Planning and a strategic approach, such as that
proposed by the federal government with the national
water plan, is what is required here. This ad hoc
approach does not assist in addressing global warming,
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it does not solve Victoria’s water crisis, and quite
frankly, the water police are just another commitment
to the nanny state.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to speak
in support of the Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement
and Other Matters) Bill 2007. The main purpose of this
bill is to ensure compliance with the drought response
plans, water restriction by-laws, permanent
water-saving plans and emergency management plans
prepared and issued under the Water Industry Act in the
metropolitan area, and the Water Act in regional cities
and towns.
Overwhelmingly Victorians do the right thing and
comply with these plans and by-laws. However, in
some cases enforcement action is required to ensure
compliance, and this bill will ensure that enforcement
can be implemented efficiently and effectively. In
addition, this bill provides for the actions that all
Victorians support and expect in relation to failure to
comply with water-saving measures. I welcome the fact
that the opposition and The Nationals are at least not
opposing this bill.
Water-saving measures by Victorians are making very
important contributions to securing Victoria’s water
supplies for future generations. They have already
helped the Bracks government exceed its savings target
of 15 per cent by 2010, with Victorians in Melbourne
saving an additional 22 per cent compared to usage in
the 1990s, and country and regional Victorians are
saving similar amounts. As well as that, recycling of
water in Melbourne has been boosted to around 14 per
cent.
Water conservation and recycling will continue to be
very important contributors to securing Victoria’s water
supplies into the future, and the achievements to date
are very encouraging. These achievements in
Melbourne are particularly important to country and
regional Victorians as a demonstration that people in
Melbourne are meeting their responsibilities. They are
also important as a vehicle for education and for
personal action.
As someone who was brought up in one of the driest
parts of the continent, in the north-west of Western
Australia, it is very interesting to see the very great
benefits that can come through education and through
providing people with very practical advice about the
personal action they can take and the difference that can
make in terms of a contribution to ensuring Victoria’s
water supplies into the future. It is terrific to see all
Victorians rising to that challenge and to see the
enthusiasm of people in the metropolitan area as well as
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people who live in country and regional Victoria, who,
perhaps through sheer necessity, tend to understand
these things a bit earlier than people in metropolitan
areas do.
Since 1999–2000 the Bracks government has
committed total funding of $1.7 billion to water
projects, with water authorities contributing an
additional $3 billion over the same period. That is a
very significant investment which has been made by all
Victorians over that period.
Developing alternative water supplies such as recycled
water and stormwater, and helping households, industry
as well as farms use water more efficiently, are major
priorities in Victoria’s water management plans. That is
why in the recent Victorian budget an additional
$136 million was allocated for vital water projects
generating water savings which are the equivalent of a
major new reservoir as an important contributor to the
Bracks government’s plans to secure Victoria’s water
supplies into the future.
I am pleased to say that included in those budget
allocations was an amount of $38 million for
modernising the Shepparton irrigation area in my
electorate. That project alone will save up to 50 billion
litres of water. As well as that, the budget also outlined
some $10.5 million for projects that are already under
way, including the Barmah Choke interconnect
feasibility study, the northern irrigation revitalisation
design works and the Campaspe pipeline to Waranga
channel project. Those very important projects are
already under way.
In fact, since the 2004 Our Water Our Future plan was
put in place, some 100 billion litres of water have been
saved every year across Melbourne alone. That plan has
also helped to commence planning for further stages of
important major water projects. But the government
realises that more needs to be done to build on those
very significant achievements to date so as to secure
Victoria’s water supplies into the future. That is why
the announcements made yesterday by the Premier, the
Treasurer and the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change in the other place were very important
announcements in outlining the necessary investments
and commitments to secure Victoria’s water supplies
for the next 20 years.
In making those investments — some $4.9 billion in
total to secure Victoria’s water supplies for the next
20 years — there are no easy solutions and no easy
answers. We have heard, as the government expected
we would, from the Liberal opposition and from The
Nationals about some of the issues which arise in
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making those decisions on the best available advice,
science and evidence that is available to the
government. A great deal of time and effort has been
put into making sure that the announcements and
commitments that the government made yesterday are
going to produce that security for the next 20 years.
They are as big as any investments that have been made
in the past, and they are going to produce very
important improvements in our water security.
In terms of my electorate, I believe that the
announcements which have been made in response to
proposals that have been put forward by communities
and irrigators in the north of Victoria to invest in water
savings which will produce benefits for growth, which
will produce employment as well as population growth
and which will provide improvements that will also
contribute to our environment and our stressed rivers in
particular, as well as helping to secure Melbourne’s
water supplies, are very important investments indeed.
Mrs Peulich — Acting President, I believe that all
members of this house are making a very important
contribution; however, there is no quorum in the
chamber, and I draw that to your attention.
Quorum formed.
Ms BROAD — I was in the process of winding up
my contribution on this bill; I will now proceed to do
so. I indicate to the house that with the very important
investments it announced yesterday, the Bracks
government will certainly do everything possible in the
best interests of all Victorians in country and regional
Victoria, as well as in Melbourne, to secure our water
supplies for the next 20 years and for future
generations.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — In rising to
speak on the Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement
and Other Matters) Bill 2007 it is important that we
reflect on why this legislation is necessary. It is
necessary because Victoria is facing a water crisis. In
fact Victoria is facing the greatest water crisis in its
history, because clearly we have had an extended
drought and also because this government has seen this
coming for years but has sat on its hands. It has done
nothing. It has known where we have been heading, it
has known that this crisis has been imminent and it has
sat on its hands. It had done nothing until yesterday.
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Everywhere we have looked, there has been the
Premier or the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change in the other house,
telling us that we need to save water. I know that has
had some effect — —
Mr Vogels interjected.
Mr FINN — We are going to get to the snow in a
minute, Mr Vogels; you can put your house on that!
The government has been very good at telling us that
we need to save water, and that that has had an impact
on me.
Mrs Peulich — How? Tell us.
Mr FINN — For example, I say to Mrs Peulich, it
has been some months since I have watered my garden,
and when I brush my teeth I turn off the tap. I never
used to do that. Even when I flush the toilet I cannot
help but think wistfully of the minister for water, John
Thwaites. It has worked with me, and I know there is a
growing number of people in the community who feel
exactly the same way.
In related recent debates in this house I have asked
about where the minister for water is, because, as I have
mentioned, this crisis has been imminent for quite some
time. We have all seen it coming — even he must have
seen it coming. I have merely asked the question,
‘Where is the minister responsible for ensuring that
Victorians have water?’.
It was suggested in this house — I think by
Mrs Peulich, in fact — that the minister may have been
surfing or may have been water skiing. But that is
ridiculous, because we do not have enough water in this
state for him to either water ski or go surfing. However,
disclosures of recent times have told us exactly where
he has been — he has had his snout in the trough! It has
been one of the better efforts of many years standing.
When talking about snouts in the trough I think it will
be very hard to surpass what will become known
throughout this country as ‘doing a Thwaites’! I am
quietly confident that that is the standard that people
will be judged by in years to come because our Deputy
Premier, the water minister — the man responsible for
our water supplies, the man charged with the
responsibility for ensuring that every Victorian,
whether they be in Melbourne, in regional centres, or in
the country, has water — has been skiing.

Ms Broad interjected.
Mr FINN — I will get to that in a moment,
Ms Broad. On second thoughts, that judgement may be
a little bit harsh, because they have been telling us for
quite some time that we need to save water.

I am sure he must have enjoyed it. I wish him well,
because as we know it was at public expense. The
taxpayer was footing the bill — whilst we should have
been having some action. I am sure the taxpayer would
not have minded footing the bill had he been taking
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some action to provide water supplies for the state;
instead the taxpayer has been footing the bill for the
water minister to go skiing and enjoy himself.
I have to say, from the minister’s point of view, who
really need care about the water when you can have a
good shiraz? Is that not the bottom line?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Finn should concentrate on the debate.
Mr FINN — Indeed, Acting President, I certainly
shall.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr FINN — As Mrs Peulich says, perhaps we
could talk about turning water into wine. The minister
has got tickets on himself, but I do not think he is quite
that good!
It is fair to say that as a result of this water crisis
Victorians are disgusted with their government. Over
recent years they have seen a government that has been
lazy, uncaring and negligent — and as a result, we are
now facing a crisis which necessitates our debating this
bill.
I have to say that this government has more front than
Myer, it has more gall than all of France, and it is
absolutely extraordinary in its barefaced brazenness.
Every member of this house and indeed every Victorian
will remember that when, before the last election, the
Liberal opposition put forward a proposal for a
desalination plant in Victoria, the Labor Party laughed
at us, the Premier laughed at us, and the minister for
water laughed at us. They put it down.
They said, ‘Victoria does not need a desalination plant’
and, ‘It would never work’. They said it would never
work, yet now they try to tell us that even as they were
saying that, they actively had under consideration their
own plan for a desalination plant. How can they be
expected to be taken seriously by anybody?
Mrs Peulich — Who would believe them?
Mr FINN — Who would believe them,
Mrs Peulich? That is a key question in itself. Honestly,
that on this crucial issue of water the government has
said one thing, done the other and spread untruths
throughout the length and breadth of the land in the
way it has leaves a very sour taste in the mouths of
Victorians — and sadly, there is no water to wash it out
with. That is something this government must bear full
responsibility for.
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Before the last election the Liberal Party showed vision.
It stood up and said, ‘We have a vision for Victoria, to
provide water for every Victorian’. The government
members pooh-poohed it. The government knocked it
on the head and said it would never work. Yesterday
the Premier, the Deputy Premier and the real Premier,
Mr Brumby — —
Mr Vogels interjected.
Mr FINN — The Three Musketeers, Mr Vogels
says. Maybe it is the Three Stooges, can take your pick.
Either way they gathered yesterday and made the big
announcement that a desalination plant — the same
idea that they had put down with such force and such
vigour just six or seven months ago — is something
they have now embraced wholeheartedly. I understand
that today they have all galloped down to Wonthaggi
and are now consulting, which is going to be
fascinating because we all remember the record this
government has on major projects. To say that it is ‘not
flash’ would be something of an understatement.
We saw what happened with the F-A-R-C-E train over
a long period. It started off at $80 million, blew out to
over $1 billion or somewhere around that figure, and
took a lot of road and other projects with it as well.
Everyone saw what the government’s record was on
that project.
Mr Vogels interjected.
Mr FINN — And, as Mr Vogels quite correctly
points out, in most instances it will cut maybe a minute
from the journey — all for $1 billion! Is that value for
money? It spends $1 billion so people can get to their
destination maybe a minute earlier. I know that in
certain instances the fast train is actually slower than
the old one. I do not know how members of the
government can show their faces in public.
Now the government tells Victorians it is going to build
a desalination plant that will provide water for
Victorians. As I asked earlier, where was the minister? I
will now add to my list of questions: when is this
desalination plant going to happen? Will it be five
years? Will it be 10 years? Will we all have died of
thirst by then? That is a crucial question.
It is not good enough for the Premier, the Deputy
Premier and the real Premier to come out, to stand up in
front of Victoria and say, ‘We have got this great
idea — which we pinched from the Liberals, by the
way’. It is not good enough for them to do that without
explaining what they are going to do about building the
plant and how they will do it. During question time
today the house heard the Minister for Planning, but he
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did not have a clue. He had absolutely no idea where to
go from here.
Mr Vogels — Even the President threw him out.
Mr FINN — Indeed, he did.
When a project of this size and importance is put on the
table, yet those who are proposing it do not have a clue
what to do and have no idea what is coming next, then
we have got problems. Nowingi, here we come! It will
be a case of Nowingi being revisited.
On this occasion you would have to say that our water
supply is more important than toxic waste. It is crucial
to every Victorian. As Melburnians’ gardens die and as
their houses crack — I have seen some houses in the
western suburbs with huge cracks where the land has
dried out as a result of the drought, but the residents
have been unable to water around the house to try to
prevent those cracks — and as regional centres literally
run out of water, the government pulls a project out of
its hat, whacks it on the table and says, ‘Isn’t this
marvellous? Can someone tell us what we do now?’.
I again ask the question: when will this project come
online? When will we be able to enjoy the benefits of
this desalination plant? With the record of this
government on so many major projects, you would
have to say it will be a long time off, and that must send
shivers down the spine of every Victorian. Victorians
have every right to be very concerned or worried about
the future of water supplies in this state, because they
know that the Bracks Labor government has let them
down and failed Victorians and Victoria on this most
crucial issue. Based on the record of other major
projects, as I have mentioned, they have every reason to
believe that failure will continue. When the planning
minister, the Premier and the water minister do not
have a clue, we have real problems. That is something
that will impact on every Victorian — man, woman and
child.
Mrs Peulich — And business.
Mr FINN — And business indeed. Every Victorian
will suffer as a result of this government going off
half-cocked without the appropriate plans, and putting a
plan on the table that quite frankly may or may not
work. Based on the past history of this government, you
would have to say that it is a long, long way away, if
indeed it will happen at all.
This bill is necessary, and it is very sad that it is. If the
government had done its job — which it has not — this
bill would not be necessary and we would not be
debating it today.

Wednesday, 20 June 2007

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Water Acts Amendment
(Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill. Our water is our
future. The water crisis is one of the most serious events
to befall the entire community since the Second World
War. It has had devastating effects on people in their
homes and on their businesses, and on their access to
parks and sports ovals — in so many ways. Victoria
experienced the worst year of drought in our state’s
history, and that is why this bill is yet another response
from this government on behalf of the people of
Victoria.
As the minister stated, the main purpose of this bill is to
improve compliance with drought response plans,
emergency management plans, permanent water-saving
plans and water restriction by-laws, which Victorians
have supported with great integrity. The Bracks Labor
government has introduced a number of measures that
target how we can better save that precious resource,
our water supply. Water security is the key to the
strength of the Victorian economy. As a direct result of
those measures we are now using far less water than we
were one year ago. But is it enough? Certainly not, but
it is far more than has been done by the Howard
government.
This bill seeks to achieve even more. There will be
more to come as this government consults experts,
studies the economy and considers every viable option
in a most professional manner. The Bracks Labor
government will do all that is possible, especially given
the late and limited support coming from Canberra. At
the same time, the Premier and the minister responsible
are both continuing to consult with their federal
counterparts.
Of course within our state there are those who are not
doing the right thing, and I believe we would all agree
that that is unacceptable. No-one should ignore the
drought management plans or water-saving restrictions.
While I hate to say this, if that means that people must
be reported when someone breaks the rules, then so be
it. However, I would hope that a polite word from a
neighbour would be enough to put them back on the
right track.
Where this is not enough, I hope the provisions of this
bill will succeed. Water companies have already been
granted a number of powers to act against those who
think more about themselves than about their
neighbours, and I mean ‘neighbour’ in terms of the
good neighbour principle. In this case, when we discuss
how to best save our precious water resources,
everyone is a neighbour.
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This bill provides that a person who breaks a restriction
can be issued with an on-the-spot fine without having
received a warning notice. The choice will be that of
the water supplier. Given how the suppliers have acted
to date, I am certain that they will continue to act in a
responsible and professional manner when exercising
such a power. Under this bill, representatives of water
suppliers will be required and authorised to offer
identity cards to the public while also imposing
penalties on those who impersonate such officers.
Also, under this bill these officers will be authorised to
demand a person’s identity to ensure that any
on-the-spot fine is correctly issued. We would not want
an innocent person to be fined because someone gave a
false name instead of their own. There is more, but
suffice it to say that this bill responsibly seeks to ensure
greater compliance with the water-saving plans of this
government.
If people ignore the rules that apply to each and every
one of us, then they should be penalised. But even then,
any penalty will be issued within the strict standards we
are imposing through this bill, which I strongly support.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — It is important we
all have the opportunity to speak to the Water Acts
Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill
2007. In saying that, I think it is quite obvious that
water is one of the most precious and critical
commodities we have the fortune of using in our
communities, whether they be in rural and regional or
metropolitan Victoria.
The amendment bill before us has three main purposes.
Firstly, the bill will improve compliance with drought
response plans, water restriction by-laws, permanent
water savings and emergency management plans. Over
the past decade the continuing low rainfall has meant
that there has not been enough inflow to all of
Victoria’s water storages and reservoirs.
Water-restriction regimes have caused much concern
about the security of water supplies across our state.
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water restrictions to state their name and address. This
is a first for the metropolitan area, but something that
has been in operation in regional towns for quite some
time. It is important that water officers have these
powers. As other speakers on this side of the house
have said, we are not opposing the bill, but we do have
some concerns about how it has been put together.
I do not know, and no-one can tell me, how many
people have been looked at in relation to the fraudulent
use of water beyond stipulated levels in their own
communities. I must say that there is much confusion
across all of Victoria. We find that some communities
are still on stage 1 and 2 restrictions, while others are on
stage 4 and have been for months. In the metropolitan
area the trigger point for the imposition of stage 4
restrictions is well past, but the government has seen fit
to institute stage 3a restrictions. Even after yesterday’s
announcement, there were discussions on the radio at
4.00 p.m. that further consideration may be given to
lowering the existing 3a levels in the metropolitan area.
That should cause all of us concern. I know it causes
concern in regional Victoria, and I think that many
people in metropolitan Melbourne are also concerned
that the use of one of our most valuable commodities is
being taken so lightly. The government is very wary of
the politics and from that point of view is guarded in
the way it handles the matter.
The bill contains 26 clauses. Clause 5 indicates that
under new section 78F(3), proposed to be inserted into
the Water Industry Act 1994, there is a requirement for
a licensee to make available a copy of their drought
response plan and emergency management plan on
their website. This is something that has not been asked
before; previously such plans were required only to be
made available at the licensee’s office for inspection
during business hours. It is a further cost and impost on
these licensees to have to make this information
available; it is another indication of where, in my
opinion, the government has become very lazy. Again
the cost must be carried by the licensees.

The second purpose of the bill is to provide for the
appointment of authorised water officers. Obviously
they will be appointed by the business or authority that
they represent statewide. These people will carry
identity cards on their person for identification
purposes.

Clause 6 will amend section 78H of the Water Industry
Act. At present there is a requirement that a person be
issued with a warning notice before being liable for
committing an offence in contravention of a drought
response plan or an emergency management plan. After
this legislation is passed, quite obviously — and this is
covered in clause 9 — warnings will be forgone, and
the authorised officers will be able to go straight to the
person at their discretion and serve them with an
on-the-spot fine.

Thirdly, water businesses in Melbourne will have the
power to require persons suspected of contravening

That causes us major concern, because we know there
will be pressure on these authorised officers from their

The bill enables persons to be issued with on-the-spot
fines. This will be able to take place without prior
warnings being given by water authority officers.
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various licensing bodies. Where people are
contravening any policy position, that discretion will be
thrown out the window and on-the-spot infringement
notices involving fines will be served. That is of great
concern to many, especially the aged in our community
who have worked so hard to abide by these water
restrictions imposed on them. Even minor slip-ups may
well lead to these infringement notices being served.
The discretion in clause 10, which will introduce new
section 78OA into the Water Industry Act and override
the provision in section 60A, may cause trouble. The
discretionary power of an authorised officer will be on
the basis of what he or she ‘reasonably believes’ — and
there is no clarification of where that will end up. If one
of these officers reasonably believes one thing or the
other, we could find infringement notices being handed
out.
Much play has been made of all sorts of infringement
notices over recent years. They are good money earners
for authorities, whether they be local government
authorities with their parking police, rail and bus
operators with their security people on trains and trams,
who now have enforcement powers that they can use to
issue on-the-spot fines, or workplace police, who can
enter workplaces without notice.
In many cases we could become over-regulated in
relation to policing and the handing out of infringement
notices willy-nilly. That causes us much concern. At
the same time we are very conscious of the problem
involving the overuse of scarce resources. I am sure we
all strongly believe everyone should abide to the letter
of the law with any restrictions in place on the use of
water.
Prior to finishing my contribution I would like to bring
to the attention of the house some issues that have not
been mentioned in the debate so far. One is in relation
to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. This is probably one
of the biggest infrastructure projects to have ever taken
place in regional Victoria — or in Victoria, for that
matter — to date. It involves a total piping of the
system. The last stages will come, as we are probably
all aware, at a cost of $507 million. That cost is being
equally divided between the federal government, the
state government and the local licensees, who
principally are the farmers.
This project was 10 years in the planning. The pipelines
do not just get up and fall into the ground overnight.
The venture is well under way; the operators are able to
lay between 6 and 7 kilometres of pipe a day, and over
2000 kilometres of the total of 6000 have been put in
the ground already. They have had a great run.
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Everyone in regional Victoria has suffered badly from
the drought, but the laying of the pipes for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline system has been very
successful due to a lack of moisture hindering the work.
I can assure the house that as at today, not a motor is
running; the recent rainfall has made the work very
awkward.
The second thing we should be looking at is what is
taking place with the pipeline between Bendigo and
Ballarat. This is another of those knee jerks that the
government has seen fit to jump up with and put in
front of the communities down there in the pure belief
that it will be able to raise enough water north of the
Great Divide to take down to Bendigo and further on to
Ballarat.
Principally this pipeline will travel within a power
easement for about 60 to 65 per cent of the journey; the
other nearly 40 per cent will be on private property. In
March this year, after the announcement in October
2006 of this project, Ms Pulford; Mr Kavanagh;
Mr Howard, the member for Ballarat East in the other
place; and others from government agencies, including
the chief executive officer of Central Highlands Water,
Neil Brennan, and I were at the first public meeting in
that community.
The members of that farming community had no idea
where that line was going; where it was going to
impinge on their private property; who was going to
enter their properties; what arrangements had been
made to lease or purchase ground easements; what was
to be done in relation to weed contamination; what was
being done in relation to certification — a lot of that
country is some of the best country in regional Victoria
and certified for the growing of potato seed; at what
depths the pipes would be laid across their properties;
or anything else for that matter.
To this day they are not satisfied with the answers to
any inquiries they have made. Members of the
community who have been made a reference group of
Central Highlands Water are somewhat overwhelmed
with the responsibility of putting this pipeline in. It is
not a core activity of their authority. These farmers and
the farming community remain concerned about what is
taking place. They know that planning has not been
completed. The pipe has now gone from
600 millimetres underground, to 1 metre underground
and I believe it is now 1150 millimetres underground.
The farmers would like to see it as an absolute
minimum of 1.25 meters, and at this stage it is possible
that will occur.
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This is another example of what we saw with the fast
rail, when we had railway sleepers and lines on the
ground for 12 to 18 months before the first sod was
turned. In the case of this pipeline between Ballarat and
Bendigo — I must admit the farming community
applaud the getting of water to Ballarat, where there is a
desperate need — it was suggested that pipes would be
on the ground in April and laid in May. I can assure
members that some have arrived and are sitting on top
of the ground, but again not a sod has been turned. It is
no different from the announcement yesterday of a new
pipeline and a desalination plant. There has been no
planning to date, which was evidenced today in what
the Minister for Planning said in relation to the lack of
planning that has taken place. I must admit that
something may have been coming from the minister,
but unfortunately the President saw fit to remove him
from the house for 30 minutes and we did not hear the
last of what he had to say.
This all goes to show what the expectations of this
government are in turning water from the north back
into the metropolitan area and in getting desalination
operating at Wonthaggi at a cost of $2 billion so that
water can be piped back into the metropolitan supply
with no planning. We are hearing now that not only will
there be a doubling of fees in five years but that this
will be into Melbourne within a five-year period. This
is again a shadow of what could have been taking place
but has not. I believe the government knows it has
Buckley’s hope of getting that water into Melbourne in
five years time. Once more the water minister seems to
have been left out of the equation until yesterday. The
primary announcement was made by the Premier and
the Treasurer in the absence of the man who is in
charge of water, Minister Thwaites. We should all have
our own thoughts about where this one is going.
This morning I spoke briefly of Lake Charlegrark in the
west Wimmera and of the way the community there has
been treated in relation to what Roy Pretlove, his wife
and other members of the recreation reserve committee
have done to get fairy grass out of their lake, which has
been dry for two years now. These people have done a
marvellous job in looking after that Crown reserve,
which is probably one of the best maintained reserves
in all of regional Victoria. Roy Pretlove appeared in
court nearly a month ago regarding disturbing the bed
of the lake in an endeavour to rid it of the fairy grass
contamination. He put a barley crop in and was
successful in getting rid of the contamination; it is one
of the few lakes in the west Wimmera without fairy
grass today. The crop raised some funds for the
recreation committee, which has spent over $100 000 in
maintaining and improving that recreation reserve over
the last 12 months.
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Roy Pretlove appeared in court, was found guilty
without conviction and fined $150, which went to a
local Landcare group. As a result of that, the recreation
reserve committee retired en masse, which should
concern us all. It certainly concerns the community, and
the other day we enjoyed a barbecue with some
200 people who were members of Friends of the Lake
Charlegrark recreation reserve committee.
I think there are a lot of concerns in relation to our
water industry. We are certainly not there yet; there is
still too much ghosting going on, there is too much spin
in the newspapers and the government is running scared
on water. I certainly hope we get downpour after
downpour throughout the winter of 2007, because if we
leave this responsibility up to the Bracks government, I
can assure the regional, rural and metropolitan
communities of Victoria that we will be in a very
severe state later this year with restrictions that this state
will have never experienced before.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

BUILDING AMENDMENT (PLUMBING)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Jennings.

APPROPRIATION (2007/2008) BILL and
BUDGET PAPERS 2007–08
Second Reading
Debate resumed from 7 June; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) and
Mr LENDERS’s motion:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2007–08.

Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Let me start
by noting for the record my astonishment that
Mrs Petrovich during debate last week said that this
government believes Victoria finishes at Sunbury. That
is a truly remarkable statement from somebody who
serves in this Parliament as a member of the party who
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brought us a toenails Premier and his government’s
slash-and-burn approach to regional development. It
was a truly remarkable comment.
There are many things we can say about this budget,
but I will limit my comments to a few areas. I shall first
note a few of the main aspects of the budget. The
budget will deliver an operating surplus of $324 million
in 2007–08 and surpluses averaging $424 million over
the following three years. Earlier I popped into the
office of the Leader of the Government and borrowed
his pledge card from the 1999 state election because I
thought it would be handy to remind members that in
1999 — —
Mr Guy — Read all of it, not part of it — all of it.
Ms PULFORD — I am happy to read all of it. Do
you want to talk about restoring common-law rights to
injured workers? We can talk about that, but I think I
should confine my remarks to the budget and the
pledge to provide a budget surplus every year.
Mr Guy — Keep going.
Ms PULFORD — In the words of many of my
colleagues who have served in this place before me,
AAA is here to stay.
Mr Guy interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Guy is not to debate across the chamber.
Ms PULFORD — This budget delivers — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PULFORD — When the member is ready! This
budget delivers $1.5 billion in savings to families and
businesses through cuts to land tax, stamp duty on land
transfers and motor vehicles, and WorkCover
premiums.
Honourable members interjecting.
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be reduced over four successive years. This has saved
employers $668 million without doing horrendous
things to the entitlements of injured workers, which was
the opposition’s approach to managing the scheme
when it was in government.
The budget delivers $134 million for the buyback of the
regional rail network lease. This is a spectacular
example of this government’s work to mend some of
the mistakes of our predecessors. There will be a
$1.3 billion massive boost to projects and services
across provincial Victoria, and $904 million to fund the
rebuilding of our schools, to support teachers and
continue to improve standards. That includes a
$550 million investment to upgrade 131 schools in the
first stage of our 10-year commitment. For Philip
Davis’s benefit — because sometimes these things
seem to be unclear to him — I will say again that this is
a 10-year program and plan to modernise or rebuild
every government school. There has been a substantial
investment in that program in this budget. Notably this
did not rate a mention in the earlier contributions to this
debate of the doom-and-gloomers opposite.
The budget provides $1.9 billion for health
modernisation, which includes $692 million for
hospital services to provide an extra 72 000 outpatient
appointments, to treat an additional 234 000 emergency
presentations and to continue the elective surgery blitz.
I think we all know the reasons emergency
presentations are so high and the of that relationship to
the work of the federal government regarding
bulk-billing.
In the budget there is $171 million over four years for
children’s services, including new children’s centres
and making kindergarten in effect free for
17 000 low-income families. We are all now well
aware of the impact of early intervention and early
childhood development on creating the best
opportunities for children throughout society. This is an
investment in children at their most critical stage of
development.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! We have reached a stage where I cannot hear the
member speaking. I again ask members to respect the
rules of the President.

The budget provides $94 million to reduce V/Line fares
by 20 per cent. In addition to the investment in
infrastructure — if members opposite care to continue
to discuss that matter — and the improvements to the
V/Line service, fares are also being reduced.

Ms PULFORD — I was speaking of reductions in
WorkCover premiums. There is a further 10 per cent
cut in WorkCover premiums. Earlier Mr Guy was
interested in discussing WorkCover. I am happy to do
that at any point. It is now a matter of public record that
the Bracks Labor government has been able to manage
WorkCover in a manner that has enabled premiums to

By providing people in rural areas with access to new
services and improving existing ones, the Victorian
government is helping communities outside
metropolitan Melbourne to grow and flourish. This is a
thread that runs throughout the 2007–08 budget. A
sense of safety is critical to a community’s wellbeing
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and prosperity. In addition to more police officers and
better crime-fighting equipment, this government is
committed to building new police stations throughout
the state, including Ararat. We recognise that in remote
rural areas in small town police stations the local police
officer is much more than a law enforcer. They often
play a crucial role — —
Ms Petrovich interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Ms Petrovich should be in her seat.
Ms PULFORD — They are a role model for young
people and a reassuring presence for the elderly and
vulnerable. Knowing that help is on hand if it is needed
can make all the difference.
The amount of $80 million is being invested in
Victoria’s emergency services including the SES (State
Emergency Services) and CFA (Country Fire
Authority), both of which rely extensively on
volunteers as well as paid professionals. New CFA
stations for Geelong, Geelong West and Halls Gap will
be funded. There will also be new SES facilities in
Daylesford and Fiskville, and upgrades to ambulance
stations in Daylesford and Stawell.
Only a couple of weeks ago I joined Mr Koch, and
Mr Helper, the Minister for Agriculture in the other
place, at the opening of the new Skipton CFA and
Rural Ambulance Victoria station. We were able to see
first-hand the community impact of these types of
investments. The implications of this investment are far
reaching. Volunteers often form the core fabric of rural
communities. By funding new and improved
infrastructure for volunteers, we are investing in the
resilience and cohesiveness of our communities.
Volunteering provides social cohesion, mutual support
and an opportunity to gain new skills. This is true
capacity building for our state.
At Skipton many volunteers were presented with
medals of long service, including one remarkable
achievement that stood out among many remarkable
achievements. That was recognition paid to Mr Bill
Corbett for 60 years service as a volunteer firefighter. It
was an absolutely remarkable achievement by any
measure, and I am sure that all members on both sides
of the chamber would like to congratulate him. These
investments also affect the prosperity of rural areas —
for example, the way that a community responds to and
recovers from a disaster will impact upon tourism. The
Grampians is a prime example of this. After the
bushfires this region worked hard in partnership with
the state government to re-establish itself and its
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tourism industry, as well as provide relief to
landowners affected by the fires.
Disasters really can make or break communities;
helping them handle those disasters can often find them
emerging stronger than ever. The level of emergency
service in rural areas can affect people’s choice to
relocate to these areas; in our quest to have a strong,
growing, vibrant, regional and rural Victoria, this is
critically important. It is increasingly important for
people, as they grow older, to know that there is a
strong police presence, an active and reliable Country
Fire Authority brigade and readily available ambulance
services. These services can certainly assist to prevent
fragmentation of a community.
This government values the voluntary contribution of
people at all levels and from all walks of life. The 2007
budget reflects this through recognition and help for
carers, including people who care for the disabled and
elderly in our community, not only in the form of
equipment and aids, but in expanded respite services to
give carers a much-needed break. By looking after their
carers, this government is committed to providing the
best possible outcomes for some of the most
disadvantaged members of society.
We also acknowledge the difficulties faced by older
parents caring for a disabled child. These people, after a
lifetime of love and caregiving, often find themselves
struggling under the increasing physical burden of their
care and worry about their child’s future. Who will take
care of their disabled son or daughter when they die?
This is an isolating experience.
In the budget the Bracks government has provided
$16 million for respite care for older people caring for
someone with a disability and, importantly, assistance
in planning for the future. Improving health services to
rural areas is also critically important to the future and
wellbeing of small communities, in particular to the
quality of life of residents and the ability for the ill,
disabled or elderly to remain in their home town
amongst their support networks.
This budget offers a great deal to improve the health of
people in regional Victoria. A particularly important
project for people in western Victoria is the planned
medihotel for the Ballarat hospital. This facility will
provide accommodation for patients suffering from the
tyranny of distance and who are forced to travel for
many hours from all over the western part of Victoria to
undergo day surgery. It will contribute to better
post-operative care and long-term health outcomes. The
service is located in Ballarat but the implications of the
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medihotel for community health will reach to the South
Australian border.
The budget makes a substantial contribution to
housing — it will be a fabulous achievement.
Government members are extremely proud of this area.
No member opposite, who have been spreading doom
and gloom, have mentioned it, but why would they? Is
this an investment we could have expected them to
have made? I don’t think so.
This budget has delivered the biggest ever investment
in social and public housing by a state government, one
I am very proud to be a member of. As the Minister for
Housing, Richard Wynne, in the other place said,
existing commitments and additional funding provided
by this budget will mean that more than $1.4 billion
will be invested in public and social housing in Victoria
over the next four years, building almost 4000 new
dwellings — or a town the size of Castlemaine. This
statement made an impact on me because that is the
town that I grew up in, and to conceptualise that size of
investment is truly remarkable.
Among other initiatives the government is also
continuing its proud record of investment in public
housing to combat homelessness and provide shelter
and security, again for our most vulnerable members of
society. Of the $510 million set to boost public housing
across Victoria, with 2350 new or replacement
dwellings, $40 million has been set aside for Norlane in
Geelong. Norlane, in my electorate, celebrated 50 years
of public and community managed housing in 2004.
Now the government is reinvesting in its future with
200 new homes to be built and 100 existing homes to
be upgraded. This will have a flow-on effect of
generating more jobs, training opportunities, and skills
development for locals. Better public housing facilities
in Norlane and throughout Victoria will provide those
at risk, such as victims of domestic violence, with the
stability and security to which everyone is entitled.
Like the investment in emergency services and
innovative medihotels, projects such as these will help
foster a sense of community and connection across
Victoria. For our government, unlike the federal
government that sees Australia as an economy rather
than a community or a society, it is very important that
our actions in government make a great contribution to
Victoria in many ways.
I would like to provide a small insight into the real
effects of a budget like this. There has been much talk
of facts and figures and specific announcements, but to
personalise the budget, I would like to remark on
something beyond the sweeping statements and many
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millions of dollars, and talk of an individual whose life
has been changed by the decisions made by
government in the lead-up to the budget.
Bessie lives in Avoca and will celebrate her 90th
birthday this year. Despite several serious falls she
remains living happily in her own home where she has
been for the last 40 years. She has been able to receive
all the medical care she needs at the nearby
Maryborough Hospital. A community nurse visits her
regularly to ensure she is well and to provide basic care.
Thanks to the joint state and federally funded home and
community care program, she receives Meals on
Wheels, goes on bus outings with her friends and has
access to a community car for transport to and from
appointments. In the afternoons she chats to
schoolchildren from her front veranda as they pass by
on their way home from the local school. Bessie still
plays a vital and active role in her community and this
is really what it is all about — that is, allowing people
to remain in their communities.
This budget is one for all Victorians. It recognises that
the needs of rural communities can be quite different
from those of their metropolitan counterparts and
provides them with the tools to meet those needs. In
this way we empower regional centres and small towns
to look after themselves, fostering a sense of pride and
self-determination that money alone cannot buy.
Clearly, the government’s investment in bricks and
mortar and specialist equipment is so much more: it is
an investment in the very essence of country Victoria.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — It never ceases
to amaze me how brainwashed new Labor members of
Parliament are, and how much they believe their own
spin and rhetoric.
The first thing I would like to touch on is something
Ms Pulford mentioned in her presentation — that is, the
trumpeting as a centrepiece of this budget of the
government’s investment in housing. We should have a
look at that and see if the investment it is making is
really as good as the government is saying it is.
For a start, $200 million is mentioned as the allocation
for new public housing, but where is that money
coming from? It is coming out of the Victorian Property
Fund. It is not being funded by this government but by
the real estate agents who have paid into the property
fund — and how much will that $200 million provide
in housing? According to the Bracks government media
releases, and by dividing them by the number of homes
compared to the investment, it looks as if that will
provide approximately 1000 homes. But we have to
remember that this figure is to be spread over

APPROPRIATION (2007/2008) BILL and BUDGET PAPERS 2007–08
Wednesday, 20 June 2007

COUNCIL

four years, so we are looking at $50 million per year
and 250 homes per year for the next four years. There
are nearly 34 000 families on the public housing
waiting list in Victoria, so that statistic will be of little
comfort for the 33 000 families that will still be
languishing on the Bracks government’s public housing
waiting list.
In this budget the government also has a one-off grant
of $300 million to establish an investment fund for the
development of housing associations, and that will be
spent in this current year — it is not over four years —
but these houses will not go to the most desperate. They
will not go to the people on the early housing waiting
list, because in order to survive the housing associations
have to take a much higher proportion of their tenants
from those on higher incomes. The Office of Housing
takes approximately 70 per cent of its clients from the
early housing waiting list, so they are the people who
are the most vulnerable. They are the people at risk of
recurring homelessness, those on disability pensions or
those who have special housing needs.
But a much larger percentage of the income of housing
associations comes from tenants with moderate
incomes. Some housing associations take over 60 per
cent of their tenants from this group. This is a group of
people who are earning between $42 347 and $66 612.
However, the most desperate will not be housed with
this money that is being used. This money is also being
funded by the sell-off of 1200 public housing units.
When the Bracks government first established housing
associations it said that it would not have large-scale
transfers of public housing stock as part of its strategy. I
would say 1200 units is a large-scale transfer of public
housing stock. In fact it is stock transfer by stealth. This
government has broken a promise that was made in
2004, and it could not care less, because it has no
conscience about broken promises. The loss of these
1200 homes will mean a net loss of housing for the
most disadvantaged, which is a really sad indictment of
this government.
Also hidden deep in the government’s budget was a
heartless rent increase for public housing tenants. The
government tried to say that it is just $3 a week — that
$3 a week is the minimum it will go up. Three dollars a
week is $150 per year and this goes on for the next four
years, so the minimum increase for public housing
tenants under these rent increases will be $600. This
rent increase is actually being aimed fairly and squarely
at families. It particularly targets public housing tenants
with children. The way the government is calculating
this heartless rent increase is to increase the percentage
of the family tax benefit that will be included in the
calculation of the rent. Cath Smith from VCOSS
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(Victorian Council of Social Service) says that this rent
increase will be much higher than what the government
has said it will be. She says it will be up to $21.78 per
week for a single parent with five children. That would
actually add up to around $1132.56 per year, which is
quite a significant portion of a very low-income
family’s budget. Cath Smith also says that single-parent
families are likely to feel the brunt of the rise in the
family tax component of income that will be included
in the calculation of rent. As I said, a single parent with
five children will incur a $21.78 increase, which is the
sting in the tail for public tenant families.
Cath Smith went on to say that the state government
expected the lowest income earners to tighten their
belts. It will be those with children who are most
affected, and it could mean that kids will miss out on
school camps or fruit and vegetables. She said Victoria
was a relatively prosperous state and was doing really
well economically. She does not understand why the
government is clawing money out of the most
vulnerable people in this state — and neither do we. We
calculated what the rent increases would provide, and it
was not a great deal of money. It was certainly not
money that this government needed to be getting as
revenue — and these are not people who should have
been targeted to fund the Bracks government’s bottom
line.
We also see in the budget that waiting times for early
housing have blown out. There has been a steady rise in
the waiting times for early housing, from an average of
3.7 months in 2001–02 to 6.4 months in 2005–06.
People waiting for public housing are waiting longer
under this government. As I said, that is just the early
housing waiting list. People ring me daily saying that
they have been on the public housing waiting list for up
to 20 years — and they are certainly not feeling there is
any comfort coming from this government. They do not
feel that more investment in public housing is
occurring. The Auditor-General has identified that there
are significant problems with the maintenance of public
housing stock, which delays the turnover for families
when they are trying to get into a house that has been
vacated. That in turn allows for additional vandalism,
which we see all the time. Vacant public housing
properties are being vandalised, burnt and destroyed
because the government is not investing in the
maintenance to allow them to be turned over and
handed over to new families early enough.
I would like to touch on some of the budget initiatives
in tourism. I acknowledge that the budget had some
good news for tourism with some extra dollars in that
area, but it is about time that happened for regional and
rural Victoria. Rural and regional Victoria has had very
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little attention from the Bracks government, and that is
reflected in the figures for the numbers of tourists we
are seeing visiting those areas. Between 2004 and 2006
there was a drop of over 1 million visitors visiting rural
and regional Victoria. Even from 1999 to 2006 there
was a drop of 218 899 visitors. There have been
significant drops in most areas, and areas like
Daylesford, the Macedon Ranges, the Grampians, the
Great Ocean Road, the Mornington Peninsula, the
Murray River area and Phillip Island have been
particularly impacted. Domestic visitations were down
for all of them. Most of them were also down on
international visitors. This is now the subject of a Rural
and Regional Committee inquiry to see how tourism in
rural and regional Victoria can be improved. We
certainly need to get the numbers up. We need to get
high-yield tourists out into rural and regional Victoria,
and that means really increasing the numbers of
international visitors, who are the ones who spend
additional dollars.
The tourism budget has experienced significant
blow-outs over the last two years. In fact the
expenditure in 2005–06 was budgeted to be
$39.1 million but eventually became $53.7 billion — a
blow-out of $14.6 million or 37 per cent. Last year’s
budget papers said the target for 2006–07 was
$46.2 million; this year’s budget papers list the target
for the same year as $48.5 million. That should be a
straight transfer of figures; we do not understand why
there is a difference. The expected outcome is now
$72.1 million, which is a blow-out of $25.9 million —
the government has blown its tourism budget for the
past year by more than 56 per cent. In the past two
years we have seen budget blow-outs of 36 per cent and
56 per cent.
Next year’s tourism budget target has been increased by
$24.1 million. We do not know whether this is in
anticipation of the budget being blown again or whether
there is some hidden agenda. The question needs to be
asked: is the additional $24.1 million being allocated to
tourism because the Bracks government already has
plans in place for a night-time grand prix? That remains
to be seen. The government says it has no plans to do
something, and then it suddenly announces plans to do
it.
Last week the Treasurer was in the Goulburn Valley
consulting with people in initial meetings — the first
meetings that have been held with the water services
committee — on the proposed pipeline. He said, ‘We
will not build it if there is significant opposition from
the community; we will consult with the community’.
That was last Thursday; this Tuesday the government
announced the pipeline. Not only that, but the TV ads
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were ready to go. They were filmed long before last
Thursday, when the Treasurer first came to the
Goulburn Valley and mooted the plan with the
community. The government should not tell me that it
consults with the community or that it does not have
secret plans, because we all know that it does not
consult but does have secret plans.
The consumer affairs page of the budget is also a sad
one to read. The consumer affairs budget has risen from
$64.4 million in 2005–06 to a target of $80.9 million in
2007–08, which is an additional $16.5 million. In spite
of the extra money, the targets for every output group
have fallen substantially. The figure for inspections,
compliance monitoring and enforcement activities is
down from 9734 in 2005–06 to a target of 7750 in
2007–08.
For the same periods the figure for registration and
licensing transactions is down from 574 000 to a target
of 540 000; telephone and face-to-face advice provided
is down from 573 374 to a target of 568 000; and
written advice provided is down from 22 481 to a target
of 16 200. Timeliness is also down from 94.3 per cent
to a target of only 90 per cent. Why is consumer affairs
being given an extra $16.5 million when it intends to
deliver fewer services of a lower quality, and will take a
longer time to do so? The consumers of Victoria are
asking themselves whether they are getting value for
money from Consumer Affairs Victoria.
The budget for women’s policy has been significantly
increased. When we asked the Minister for Women’s
Affairs in the other place why that was so she said it is
all about corporate costs. She also told us that
$1.2 million of the budget was for employees’ salaries
and costs, and operating costs were $200 000, so we are
wondering what ‘corporate costs’ actually means.
There is an additional $1.1 million as a bit of a slush
fund for the minister to play with.
We also note that the Queen Victoria Women’s
Centre’s occupancy rate has become a budget measure.
This is interesting because when it was set up it was
specifically stated in the second-reading speech and the
legislation that it was to be a stand-alone
organisation — so why is its occupancy suddenly a
budget measure? That is quite amazing.
One of the things that has concerned me for a number
of years regarding the Office of Women’s Policy
budget figures is the timeliness measurement. The
timeliness figure for the Women’s Safety Strategy
delivered against performance target dropped from
83 per cent in 2005–06 to a target of 80 per cent for
2006–07, and the target has remained at 80 per cent for
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2007–08. If the government is setting itself a
performance target, why is it happy to accept a figure of
80 per cent? That is a very low percentage for the
government’s own target measures. Admittedly, the
minister could just drop the target, but that would defeat
the purpose. The Office of Women’s Policy should be
held accountable; it should deliver the important
women’s safety strategy.

Yesterday, when the money did eventually come, what
did we get? We got $600 million when we needed at
least $2.2 billion. What were we told? We were told
that in return for that $600 million we should be so
grateful that we should give our water to Melbourne.
That is an absolute insult. I do not recall one other
community being told that it must give up its wealth
and industry in return for investment in infrastructure.

This week the issue of women’s safety has been
highlighted with the horrific shootings on the corner of
William Street and Flinders Lane. Two people went to
the assistance of a woman in trouble, and unfortunately
both were shot — one was killed and the other was
seriously injured. We would like to think that women
are safe in our city. The Bracks government should get
on with delivering the women’s safety strategy.

The government also failed to bring forward the
funding to pipe Coliban Water’s open channel system.
This is a project that could save several thousand
megalitres of water per year, enough water to solve
Bendigo’s problem so Bendigo would not need to draw
so much on the Goulburn Valley’s water either. But
there was not one cent for the funding to pipe Coliban
Water’s open channel system, which does have
significant seepage and leakage problems.

The budget was particularly disappointing for my
electorate. There was not much there for northern
Victoria. The first thing I will say is that the Bracks
government wasted its opportunity to give irrigators
some relief by waiving their fixed water fees for next
year. Irrigators are faced with what is shaping up to be
the worst irrigation season ever. Last year they only
received 29 per cent of their water allocation, and this
year they are looking down the barrel of perhaps
receiving even less.

The Grahamvale and Katunga primary schools are
particularly disappointed with the budget. They were
promised funding for the replacement of their
relocatable school buildings. This was an election
promise. It was in Labor’s policy, but we do not see any
mention of it in this budget, nor do we see it on Labor’s
never-never list of projects to be considered in future
budgets.

In addition, the Bracks government will now take their
water from them. Regardless of whether irrigators
receive 100 per cent or 10 per cent of their water
allocation, the government expects them to pay 100 per
cent. With the government now taking water out of the
system, there will be more occasions when irrigators
receive less than 100 per cent of their allocation. The
government could make a difference to morale in the
Goulburn Valley by announcing early — in fact, right
now! — that if irrigators do not receive 100 per cent of
their water allocations next year, the government will
waive their water fees. But it does not care about
northern Victoria.

The Bracks government also wasted an opportunity by
not adopting the Liberal Party policy to allocate funding
for a police kiosk in the Hargreaves Mall in Bendigo.
This would have gone a long way to providing some
security for the traders in the Hargreaves Mall who are
sick to death of the antisocial behaviour in the mall. In
fact the whole of Bendigo is sick to death of the
antisocial behaviour. What is the local member, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
other place, Bob Cameron, doing about it? Nothing. He
has no interest in finding a solution. He needs to show
some leadership. He needs to get in there and find
solutions for the local community. He does not have
time to do that when he makes his occasional visit to
Bendigo for a media opportunity on a Friday afternoon.

The government also wasted an opportunity to allocate
money in the budget for water infrastructure. It had
been widely reported that there needed to be at least
$2.2 billion spent in the Goulburn Murray irrigation
district, but there was no project included of any real
significance. There was some re-announcing of some
money for the modernisation of the Shepparton
irrigation district, but it was not enough to complete the
project. It was $38 million out of the $100 million that
was needed.
It was particularly disappointing to our region that there
was not more money for water infrastructure.

The funding for the Bendigo Stella Anderson Nursing
Home is on the Premier’s never-never list of projects to
be considered — the key word there is ‘considered’ —
in future budgets. It does not say it will be funded in
future budgets, so the people of Bendigo are concerned.
They feel there is now a cloud over whether the Stella
Anderson Nursing Home will be funded in a future
budget. Also missing from the budget was funding for a
range of other hospitals in northern Victoria. There is
now a cloud over the funding for the Alexandra District
Hospital. It is also included on the never-never list of
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projects to be considered in future budgets — not
projects to be funded but projects to be considered.
There are a number of hospitals that are in stages of
redevelopment that did not receive any further funding,
including the Numurkah and District Health Service. It
needs $12 million for further redevelopment, for
stage 2, which involves a new hospital and a new hostel
to replace the Pioneer Memorial Lodge. The Pioneer
Memorial Lodge would connect up to the Karinya
centre, which was funded about three years ago and
opened by the Minister for Community Services, Gavin
Jennings. It would be nice for them to get on with the
further redevelopment of the hospital. As each year
goes past the costs increase, and it is only going to cost
the government more and more as it goes along.
There was no additional funding for the stage 2
redevelopment at Goulburn Valley Health, which
involves the day procedure unit. The people of
Shepparton were particularly disappointed that that was
not funded in this budget. Neither was there any further
funding for the redevelopment of Echuca Regional
Health. There are a lot of concerns about the health
area. As I said, two of these hospitals are on the
never-never list, and three of them did not even receive
any additional funding.
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We now have a cloud over the Bendigo education plan
because the government has allocated only $20 million
of the $72 million that was needed to complete that
plan, and there is no further funding in the forward
estimates for the entire term of this government.
Neither is it on the never-never list. Since the budget
the plan to exchange land with La Trobe University has
collapsed. There is some doubt over how many schools
are going to be built in Bendigo now, because the
Minister for Education told us not once but three times
in this place that he intends to build only three new
schools in Bendigo. The Bendigo community was
promised four new schools in exchange for five. Either
the Minister for Education is not across his brief or this
government is going to completely dud the community
of Bendigo over the Bendigo education plan.
We also failed to see any funding or action on either the
Yarra Glen bypass or the Kilmore bypass. It is
particularly disappointing for both those communities.
The people of Kilmore can hardly cross the street
because of the number of cars passing by
Mrs Petrovich’s office every day and seeing her name
up there in lights! It is quite dangerous. I pulled up
opposite the Carpet Court shop the other day. It was
actually a few weeks ago — —
Mrs Peulich — Time flies when you’re having fun.

Unfortunately there was also no state government
funding for the refurbishment or restoration of the
Echuca wharf. The Liberal Party promised $1.5 million
for this during the election campaign. It is a very
important piece of infrastructure. It is not only
important for tourism in the Echuca area but is also an
important heritage asset for our state. The Echuca wharf
has been in existence since the 1800s. It was the site
where the paddle-steamers would pull in at Echuca. Not
only is it part of the heritage of that area, but it is also
part of the history of our state. It was the
paddle-steamer trade across the Murray River between
the colonies of New South Wales and Victoria that led
to this country becoming a federation. We are very
proud of the role that northern Victoria played in
federation, and we would like to see the Echuca wharf
restored and remain as a monument to times gone past
and a tourist attraction for Echuca-Moama.
The Wodonga Primary School also seems to have been
forgotten. There was no money allocated for its
classroom redevelopment. Funding for the children’s
services centre, which was earmarked for the site at
Batchelors Green in Wangaratta, was also overlooked
in this budget. There are a number of things that have
been overlooked.

Ms LOVELL — It does. I could not get across the
road.
Mrs Peulich — It took you two weeks to get across
the road.
Ms LOVELL — Exactly! It me took me nearly two
weeks to get across the road. It was so busy, and it is so
dangerous in a town like Kilmore. There needs to be
further action on the planning for the Kilmore bypass.
There needs to be a bypass; there is no internal solution
there.
Mrs Peulich — Obviously there is a poor local
lower house member.
Ms LOVELL — The lower house member is a very
poor local member. He is a nice enough bloke, but
when you see him performing, it is pathetic.
Mr Finn — Who is he?
Ms LOVELL — It is the member for Seymour, Ben
Hardman. We had a meeting in Kilmore just before the
election. The Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, Ted Baillieu, came up and addressed the
meeting. Ben Hardman and the Minister for Victorian
Communities in the other place, Peter Batchelor, also
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came up and addressed the meeting. It was quite
embarrassing when Ben got up to speak. He shuffled
his feet and stumbled over his words.
That is not the only bypass over which Mr Hardman
has let down the people of the Seymour electorate. He
has also let them down over the Yarra Glen bypass. I
have an article from the Star News Group of 22 May
written by Melissa Donchi and is entitled ‘Bypass
backflip’. It states:
The state government does not have the $9 million to fund the
Yarra Glen bypass.
The revelation comes as McEwen MP Fran Bailey delivered
her part of the bargain in last week’s federal budget which
contributed $5.5 million to the project.
Seymour MP Ben Hardman has since been forced to admit
the state government cannot fund the project.
‘Our budget has been and gone’, Mr Hardman said.

What a pathetic excuse — he says, ‘Our budget has
been and gone. We do not have the money’. We are all
crying for him! The article continues:
‘It’s not in the budget for this financial year’ …
His latest admission comes just a week after he said the state
government did have the money for the project.
‘We did commit $9 million towards this project, and it says so
quite clearly in the budget’, Mr Hardman said last week.

Obviously Mr Hardman could not read the budget,
because he had to go back and admit that there is no
money in it for that project.
Since the state election last year the Bracks government
has given the impression that it was going to fund the
bypass. The federal government has come up with the
money for its part of the bargain, but there has been no
money from the state government for the Yarra Glen
bypass.
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Ms LOVELL — Before the dinner break I was
talking about the money that has not been spent in
northern Victoria. I could go on for hours listing more
and more projects, but in the interests of allowing other
members to speak tonight, I will conclude my
contribution by saying that since 1999, revenue in this
state has grown by more than 80 per cent — from
$19 billion to an estimated $34.3 billion in 2007–08.
Victoria will have received more than $57 billion in
GST by the end of this year. Land taxes have grown
well over budget to $890 million, a 135 per cent
increase since 1999.
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Insurance taxes are estimated to rise by 114 per cent
from 1999 to over $1.1 billion in 2007–08. Stamp
duties have skyrocketed 184 per cent, from $1 billion to
$2.9 billion from 1999 to 2007–08. Payroll tax will
have jumped by over 60 per cent in that time, from
$1.4 billion to $3.6 billion this year. Police fines are set
to quadruple to over $400 million since 1999, and
gambling taxes are estimated to rise to over $1.5 billion
in 2007–08.
Labor has imposed 14 new or extended taxes on this
state. Spending has grown at an equally unprecedented
rate under Labor, rising from $18.2 billion in 1999 to an
estimated $33.9 billion in 2007–08 — an increase of
over 86 per cent. But unfortunately services in Victoria
do not reflect that increased expenditure. Our hospital
waiting lists have grown to well over 36 000 people. In
education Victoria is at the bottom end of the scale for
mainland Australia on reading, scientific and
mathematical literacy and problem solving. There has
been no substantial expenditure on water infrastructure
up until this date, and even now the government is not
funding that water infrastructure itself but is expecting
the public to pay for it. School buildings and other
education infrastructure remain in a state of disrepair,
people are spending more time jammed in traffic, and
the condition of country roads is deteriorating. Public
transport performance in this state is also deteriorating.
Labor has left a very sad legacy. It is typical of a Labor
government to leave a state in such disrepair. We look
forward to a time when Victoria returns to a Liberal
government, which can improve services and
infrastructure in this state.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) —
Overwhelmingly, the 2007–08 Victorian budget has
been well received. Individual Victorians, the
community sector, the union movement and business,
as well as commentators in the media, have welcomed
the fact that the budget has largely succeeded in
balancing the government’s obligations to invest in
social and physical infrastructure to ensure future
prosperity — with the need to redistribute current
resources as equitably as possible over the whole
community.
In his speech the Treasurer said the 2007–08 budget is
intended to foster sustainable, long-term growth in
Victoria and to promote fairness through allocating
funds to education, kindergartens and housing. The
budget is also intended to develop better technologies in
our schools, advance scientific knowledge and research
capacity in the state to improve primary industry, and
develop the knowledge and skills to better tackle the
impacts of climate change and drought.
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I was surprised to see Tim Colebatch in the Age of
2 May write that evidence of a grand plan is lacking in
this budget, because one of the things that really stands
out in the budget papers is the way that this budget, like
those before, and I quote from budget paper 2, ‘is
aimed at ensuring that significant progress is made
towards achieving the goals in Growing Victoria
Together’. The budget also builds on the government’s
previous programs and expenditures.
Most commentators and interest groups have been
extremely supportive of this budget. Most
commentators and groups think the budget is in good
shape, not only because their constituencies have
derived direct benefits owing to the fact that the
economy is doing well but also because they think the
budget is evidence of good underlying management.
Everyone has noted the wide range of small and large
well-targeted expenditures that positively affect
Victorians. They also note that these expenditures are
increasingly directed to the general community —
towards fixing up state school buildings, public
hospitals and public housing — and the services that
Victorian families depend on.
The other point about this budget that the community
has not missed is its focus on the commitments Labor
made during the 2006 election campaign. Labor is
serious about delivering what we promised and
promising only what we can deliver. Unfortunately the
opposition has called this ‘recycling unfinished
business’.
The Tenants Union of Victoria applauded what it called
an extraordinary investment in building and improving
public and community housing. In its post-budget
media release the TUV says that the government’s
spending represents a massive down payment on
affordable housing for low income and disadvantaged
Victorians.
The Victorian Council of Social Services (VCOSS)
also applauded a number of initiatives in the budget,
especially in relation to public and community housing
and the overall real increase in social spending above
and beyond inflation and population growth. VCOSS
endorsed the benefit to low-income parents of children
at kindergarten through concession increases and the
increased funding benefits for people with disabilities
on waiting lists for aids and equipment. To be fair, both
the tenants’ union and VCOSS did not applaud
everything in the budget or the policies which underlie
it, but they are certainly supportive of its thrust.
Richard Schmeiszl wrote a very fair article entitled
‘Budget bonanza!’ in the South Gippsland
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Sentinel-Times of 8 May, stating at the outset that
Gippsland South has benefited strongly from the
budget, with many important projects having been
funded. He notes that all Labor promises made before
the November election have been kept — ‘a record
result’, Mr Schmeiszl says.
Once again, to not distort Mr Schmeiszl’s article, he
does mention some concerns regarding what he calls
‘tepid’ commitments in the budget to some aspects of
transport, community libraries and the Leongatha
hospital, but I shall come back to some of the particular
initiatives in Eastern Victoria Region a little later in my
contribution. Overall Mr Schmeiszl’s article is in my
opinion a well-considered assessment of the impact of
the budget on the readership of the South Gippsland
Sentinel-Times in the Bass Coast-South Gippsland area.
In the same edition of the Sentinel-Times there was a
feature by Anna Erbrederis on Inverloch Primary
School, a school that was not granted an allocation in
the budget for a refurbishment. I visited Inverloch
Primary School, and I have seen for myself the
condition of the facilities and discussed the situation
with the school council president, Mr Euan Wightman,
and the principal, Mr Stan Jackson. I have also
discussed the concerns of this particular school
community with Minister Lenders.
I acknowledge that it is disappointing that Inverloch
Primary School has had to wait a little longer before it
can be modernised, but the fact is that the government
has made the biggest commitment to school rebuilding
in Victoria’s history, with $555 million to upgrade
131 Victorian schools as part of the Victorian schools
plan, which is a 10-year commitment to modernise or
rebuild all Victorian schools. Yes, there is a backlog,
and while many schools are being funded through this
budget, some schools will have to wait because
understandably not all of them can be modernised at the
same time. I think school communities understand this,
and I will continue to work with Inverloch Primary
School and the other schools across Eastern Victorian
Region.
The Great Southern Star ran an article headed ‘Bitter
budget blow’, with a subheading ‘Region gets crumbs
from Brumby’s table’. The article opened with views
critical of the budget from Peter Ryan, the member for
Gippsland South and Leader of The Nationals in the
other place, and Mr Ken Smith, the member for Bass in
the other place, who mentioned a number of things that
the budget did not fund. But reading the whole article
makes it pretty clear that the budget contains a lot of
good news for people in South Gippsland, such as
funding for the Leongatha hospital and Gippsland
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Southern Health Service. The chief executive officer of
that service, Gary Templeton, was described in the
same article as being delighted with the budget. The
$4 million water recycling project at Murray Goulburn
Co-operative Company in Leongatha was also
applauded. It was not by any means the bad picture the
members for Bass and Gippsland South were
attempting to paint.
Some of the highlights of the budget for Eastern
Victoria Region that the house should take particular
note of include $4.1 million for the Western Port
recycling project, supplying BlueScope Steel at
Hastings; $5 million for the Frankston bypass study,
which will have an impact on people living further
afield; $1.3 million for new traffic signals at the
Frankston-Flinders–Stony Point roads intersection in
Bittern; $5 million for traffic improvements at the
Baxter-Tooradin–Fultons–Hawkins roads intersection;
an upgrade to the Hastings ambulance station for a
24-hour service; $13 million for a peninsula community
health service redevelopment at Hastings; a new
recreational fishing haven at Western Port; $508 000
for development at the Devilbend regional park;
$630 000 for the expansion of community renewal at
Rosebud West; $3.5 million for the Mornington pier;
$2 million for the Flinders pier; $500 000 for the
Rosebud pier; and $643 000 for Point Nepean and its
walking tracks.
There is a lot in this budget, and while critics can
always point to what is not in a budget, it is important
to understand what the budget does and what it aims to
do in the context of its policy objectives. This
information can be found in budget paper 2, Strategy
and Outlook. The Victorian budget is anchored in the
policy directions set out in Growing Victoria Together,
with a comprehensive range of underpinning policy
statements, including Maintaining the Advantage —
Skilled Victorians, Healthy Futures, Meeting Our
Transport Challenges, Our Environment Our Future,
Moving Forward and so forth. These policy statements
in turn need to be understood within the framework of
the government’s five objectives: maintaining the
operating surplus, infrastructure investment,
improvement and reform in service delivery, taxation
reform and net financial liabilities.
The quality of the budget should be measured in terms
of how well the government has advanced these
objectives and policies over the succession of budgets
since 1999. I think that for this budget the Bracks
government has once again been commended by the
community because it has maintained its overall policy
coherence since 1999.

1881

Those who are opposed to this government have
attempted to undermine the budget and the
government’s program by picking out a range of things
that are not funded in the coming year. They have done
this in an undisciplined, scattergun and non-analytical
sort of way in an attempt to appeal to and build their
constituencies. I think this is a budget that is hard to
criticise because its objectives are worthy, its strategy is
sound and it is fair and responsible. It is a good budget,
and I commend it to the house.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I might
comment to Mr Scheffer that it is important for him not
to just read speeches. I hope that in the course of that
contribution he was referring to copious notes. In future
perhaps there might be a little more evidence of that.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I have been
looking forward for three weeks to making my
contribution in response to the handing down of the
state budget. Please do not let me leave the house in any
doubt at all that it is an absolute privilege to be
speaking on behalf of the constituents of Western
Victoria Region, which we all know is a very strong
part of the state that makes a great contribution to state
revenues and in doing so is very important for our state
economy.
This year we again have a budget that has been
delivered with lots of hype, but regrettably we will not
be seeing the delivery of better services or better
outcomes for Victorians. Again, record taxes are being
extracted from the community of Victoria as the
Treasurer and government members put their hands
deeper into our pockets. There is a further explosion of
taxation across the board, as was demonstrated recently
in a chart that was incorporated in Hansard of
Wednesday, 6 June. The chart shows that there was
increased business tax collection under the Bracks
government between 1998–99 and 2007–08. Land tax
increased from $387 million in 1998–99 to
$765 million in 2007–08, an increase of 102 per cent.
Stamp duty rose from $1848 million in 1998–99 to
$2.854 billion in 2007–08, an increase of 84 per cent.
Revenue from police fines has also risen. Little things
that go flash, flash, flash and a few other measures used
by the police department are meant to assist in the
improvement of road safety, but sadly I recognise that
in more than one instance they are more about revenue
raising. We have seen revenue from police fines go
from $320 million to $419 million between 1998–99
and 2007–08. Insurance revenue has gone from
$604 million to $1136 million, which represents an
increase of approximately 100 per cent. Revenue from
payroll tax has moved from $1.391 billion to
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$3.602 billion. These are huge increases over that
period of time, and regrettably Victorians by and large
were are not beneficiaries of those increases. Our
services and infrastructure certainly have not moved in
any direction that would reflect what this increased
revenue stream has offered.
I assure members that unfortunately regional Victorians
are not the beneficiaries of this extraordinary budget.
Times have been difficult in rural Victoria. Not only
have we had over the last four years some of the worst
bushfires ever experienced in the state of Victoria —
certainly the worst in the last 10 years — but we have
also had some of the worst drought conditions ever
experienced. Regrettably during that period the
government has not seen fit to offer the support that has
been offered historically for drought relief across the
state.
Some endeavours to assist have been made. One that
has fallen directly towards farmers is drought relief in
the form of rate relief. In the past farmers have been
successful in gaining support for freight movements of
both livestock and fodder, but this certainly did not take
place on this occasion. Thank goodness we have
received some good rains that are allowing people to
get on, grow some grass, get their crops in and move
back into what we can only hope is an average cycle. It
has been very frustrating for many people in regional
Victoria, and I am not in error in saying that the rain has
put a lot more cheer into our countryside than we have
seen for six or eight months.
Regrettably the rains we have had already will not offer
run-off into our catchments. The soil will have to
dampen up a lot more before that advantage is offered.
Even with a good rain regime I would not anticipate
that any of that will happen before August, September
or October. We certainly look forward to that
happening. We want the levels in our catchments and
farm dams to be built up again to put our water supplies
back in a position so that livestock has ample access to
water, so that the farming community is assisted and so
that that restrictions in our provincial and rural centres
can be lifted and people in country Victoria have the
opportunity to get back to their gardens and live the
normal lives they have always appreciated.
From the point of view of the constituents of Western
Victoria Region, five principal areas have been ignored,
and I will move through and mention those. Agriculture
is one of the prime revenue raisers for the state of
Victoria, but this year’s budget allocation does not even
keep up with inflation. The allocation for agriculture
has risen by less than 1 per cent when inflation is
running at about 3 per cent. With an average increase of
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1 per cent — a third of the inflation rate — we see that
agriculture is being afforded $487 million for the
2007–08 year, up from $474 million.
The biggest problem from regional Victoria’s point of
view is that research and development and extension
services have been short-changed. To give an example,
recently staff were removed from the Hamilton
Research Institute, as they have been from other centres
around the state. The government is taking away
services that have been desperately needed and very
much appreciated over the last 30 years. In a year of
drought I do not believe that this government has
shown any feelings for regional Victorians, especially
farmers, by doing what it has done.
Fishermen along the south coast are concerned about
the virus in the abalone beds. At this stage the virus is
taking away much of the opportunity to earn income
from our fishing fleet and our fishermen along the
south-west coast, particularly between Warrnambool
and the South Australian border, yet there has been no
endeavour to find out what the problem is or turn it
around. People down there have lost up to 40 per cent
of their income over the last 12 months — and incomes
are still falling. There is no doubt about the plight faced
by people in the fishing industry along the southern
coastline of the state.
There are major concerns about some of the endeavours
to put revenue back into country communities after the
bushfires. Regrettably this was done with a cheque
book. The government was running around trying to
bolster support from rural communities by offering
large paint brushes and big pots of paint to paint
community halls, by providing fences around recreation
reserves and by planting seed in recreation reserves. In
many cases our rural communities had the capacity to
do those things anyway. That revenue should have been
put into underwriting the viability of those farming
communities rather than into trying to gain the favour
of many people in regional Victoria.
I think policing is a most disturbing issue across the
state of Victoria, and particularly in western Victoria. In
a word I could suggest that policing and the budget for
policing are seen as disasters. To see this we only have
to look at some of the figures relating to where policing
has gone — or not gone. Since 1999 assaults have risen
by 45.8 per cent, homicides by 36 per cent, rape by
18 per cent and sexual assault by nearly 6 per cent.
Mrs Coote — Shameful.
Mr KOCH — In the current situation that is
shameful, Mrs Coote; there is no doubt about that at all.
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We have ever-growing numbers of police — and
Mr Pakula only two weeks ago, I think, said we had
had another 1600 police come on board in the last four
years. Yet we have probably lost about the same
number due to retirements and what have you, so there
has been no net gain of any great significance. I think a
number of 173 recruits was quoted as going through the
academy and coming on board this year. We look
forward to that number of police coming on board, but
more particularly we would like to see some of them in
regional Victoria.

them. I can assure members that if we take police out of
these small communities, we will see that they have
made a far bigger contribution than just in policing.
Such moves put people on the back foot. We lose the
opportunity of making these smaller towns not only
affordable but much appreciated by the people who
move into them. We have seen this happen not only at
Lexton but also in Branxholme. But hopefully we will
have the position there advertised just as we have had at
Lexton, where a police officer will be living and
working.

Ballarat, one of our principal provincial cities in
western Victoria, has got to a stage where it has been so
short of police officers that it has not even been able to
put a divisional van on the streets on a Saturday night.
That is deplorable in this day and age. We are short by
an absolute minimum of 25 police offices in Geelong,
and that is of grave concern. Recently, as we have all
read in the papers, there was unfortunately a bad assault
on two young ladies in Geelong. In this day and age
that is something that should not take place in a
provincial city such as Geelong, where our policing
numbers desperately need to be increased.

The other thing of concern in relation to the shortage of
police is what happens from a communications point of
view. We have the capacity for digital communications
to come out of Ballarat, which is currently servicing the
Wimmera but has been promised to service the
south-west. It is yet to reach out to Colac,
Warrnambool, Portland and Hamilton, and I have
raised that matter in this house before. If those
communications could be handled directly out of
Ballarat, that would free up four officers, which would
be of great advantage, particularly to the south-west.

Again, however, the resources are not being made
available. We have 16-hour police stations that are now
being curtailed to 8-hour operations. As was earlier
stated, it was fantastic to meet with my colleagues at
Skipton for the opening of the new fire shed, State
Emergency Service and ambulance services
operations — it is fantastic down there. Likewise we
have seen an influx of new police stations and police
residences, something that was initiated by the Kennett
government and fortunately has been continued on by
the Bracks government. We have these improved
facilities but there is no-one to man them. It is all very
well to say, ‘We have spent a lot on infrastructure and
what have you for policing in regional Victoria’. All
these new stations and houses are fantastic and a credit
to governments of all persuasions, but by the same
token if we do not have the staff to run them, we will
have communities falling into depths of insecurity,
which causes much concern.
Recently I was at Lexton, which has a brand new house
and police station as the result of an investment of over
three-quarters of a million dollars. Due to a lack of
resources, police operations were endeavouring to not
advertise the position in that small community. It was
proposed to have a policeman live in the town but work
further down the Western Highway at Beaufort. That is
of grave concern to small communities.
One of the big selling points of our small communities
is that they offer security; that is what gets people out to

Health is another issue that continues to haunt us in
regional Victoria, especially the availability of doctors.
We struggle like anything to gain the services of
doctors and allied health services. I can assure members
that the initiatives put together by the Bracks
government do not match what the Liberals took to the
last election as their policy position of assisting through
offering scholarships and introducing doctors back into
regional Victoria. The Minister for Health in another
place obviously has been on the back foot.
Hospital waiting lists right across the board, in both
metropolitan and regional Victoria, continue to rise.
The minister promised to fund 200 000 extra outpatient
appointments over the coming four years, and already
that has been dropped down to a proposed 70 000 over
the next five years. You can see the frustration with the
changes to what was taken to the election campaign.
The government has been successful in regaining that
ground and suddenly only a third of the opportunity is
made available.
Health services in Ballarat and the Barwon south-west
region face a lot of these challenges, but as we go
further out, these things are also confronting other
services, such as the Wimmera Health Care Group in
Horsham, the Western District Health Service at
Hamilton and South West Healthcare at Warrnambool.
Warrnambool regrettably was the recipient of only
$16 million worth of funding for a $90 million
promised upgrade. That is the last hospital in regional
Victoria that needs to be redeveloped. Its numbers are
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continually on the rise. People look to Warrnambool, as
they look to our other provincial hospitals, as a leader in
health, but if we do not improve that service and give
opportunities to the staff and to the community of
Warrnambool, we will lose further ground down there.
Public dentistry is another area that falls within the area
of health. There is absolutely no doubt that it has been
an absolute disgrace over the years. Again, in
south-western Victoria we are truly affected by the lack
of opportunity in public dentistry. In Ballarat there is a
waiting period of 44 months; in Colac, 45 months; and
Warrnambool, would you believe it, 67 months, which
is in the order of five and a half years. I am not quite
sure how long communities can survive under this
tardiness when more resources should be made
available.
Roads are another great concern. Local government is
always under the pump and always trying to get $1.05
out of every $1 offered. No significant across-the-board
grants are being made to local government.
The Living Libraries program is putting more and more
of the cost shift back on to ratepayers. Library services
are now being offered with up to an 82 per cent
contribution from local ratepayers and their base, with
only 18 per cent coming from the state government.
Again, we have had some opportunities, especially in
the Glenelg shire at Portland. A new library has been
built but at the expense of book stocks getting older.
Although much infrastructure has been put together, the
service has been badly affected by being underfunded
not only for staff but certainly for book stocks, and we
all recognise the extreme importance of maintaining
current book stocks in libraries.
On roads, if it were not for federal funding and the
Roads to Recovery funding being doubled by the
federal government, there is little doubt that our roads
would collapse, particularly in regional Victoria. Two
of the most significant roads in Western Victoria are the
Western Highway, which is jointly funded by state and
federal funding, and the Princes Highway east of
Geelong, through Colac to the South Australian border
but on which the government has not committed 1 cent.
It is a totally funded state road, its funding has nothing
to do with the federal government.
Today the house heard the government say how
generous it is in looking after regional Victoria, but
when we look at some of our highways, what we have
to put up with is an absolute disgrace. The condition of
many roads would not be tolerated by the interface
councils in the metropolitan area, and sadly that lack of
action will cost more lives.
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The house has also heard a lot today about water.
Government members would not believe it, but the
opposition has certainly been tossed by the latest
announcements — all unplanned, all ad hoc and all
leading to not a drop of extra water in the next five
years. The government has launched into a $1 million
advertising and spin campaign in the papers when it
knows full well that it will not be able to deliver
anything in the short term.
Mrs Coote — No consultation.
Mr KOCH — No consultation. This transparent
government has not even gone to the people yet and we
will have hundreds of kilometres of pipelines running
all around Victoria: from north of the Great Divide into
Melbourne’s water supply and from above the Great
Divide down into Bendigo and across to Ballarat, and
possibly to Geelong. The pipes are big enough, but I
regret that in the short term they will be carrying air, not
water.
As I said earlier today in another debate, most of these
pipes will be delivered on site, and the community will
be under the impression something is happening. It will
not be dissimilar to the fast rail project, where people
could see tracks and sleepers lying in paddocks for up
to 18 months, with not a sod being turned. The
community can expect the same with these recent
announcements about water — is it any wonder the
community gets confused!
On the health portfolio, at the last election a big policy
position was taken for Ballarat, particularly in
Sebastopol, through the offer of a $6 million combined
ambulance-emergency services building. That has now
been taken off the map. People on the Midland
Highway are now forced to wait for up to 20 minutes to
get an ambulance from the main station in Ballarat, and
life has been lost due to that facility not being in place,
but I do not know how the government thought it could
build an ambulance depot at a cost of $6 million when
it had offered Rural Ambulance Australia just
$7.2 million for ambulance infrastructure throughout
the whole of regional Victoria over the next 12 months.
I fail to understand how a government can continue to
go to the community, offering these amounts of money,
bribing people at the ballot box into believing that they
will get this infrastructure when in fact it has absolutely
no intention whatsoever of delivering on its campaign
promises.
In closing, the Treasurer seems to have spent a fortune
without achieving outcomes in most of the key areas, as
I suggest, including health, education, traffic, transport
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congestion, police, public housing, agriculture and
water. Our fundamental needs appear to have been
overlooked in favour of the feelgoods and having a
good time at the taxpayers expense. Unfortunately for
Victorians, we will continue to pay more, get less and
wait longer.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
It is a pleasure to join the debate on the 2007–08
budget. This budget is another typical Brumby budget,
delivering emphatically on key community services
such as health, education and community safety,
making record investments in infrastructure, providing
tax cuts, allocating resources to solve the water crisis,
and improving the environment.
This budget proves that you can have your cake and eat
it too. With a forecast budget surplus of $344 million in
2007–08, and surpluses averaging $324 million over
the next three years, this budget is so good that it has
precipitated rumours of the Treasurer’s retirement.
After all, I suspect any Treasurer would want to go out
after delivering the perfect budget!
Before I outline the funding delivered to my region, and
since it is seven years since the Bracks government
came into office after the Kennett government had been
in power for seven years, I will firstly outline the
achievements of the Bracks government; then I will
give a detached and objective assessment of the
achievements and failures of the seven years of the
Kennett government. My contribution will be objective.
Since 1999 the Bracks government has invested
$6.1 billion in education, which equates to the
employment of 7300 teachers and staff, which
ultimately means lower class sizes. In health, hospital
funding has increased by 83 per cent, which means that
1.3 million more patients are admitted per year, and that
equates to 300 000 more than in 1999. Waiting lists,
according to the figures I have, have reduced by 10 per
cent.
Aged care facilities and ambulance services have been
the subject of an investment of $396 billion, which
equates to 123 new or upgraded ambulance stations and
925 more paramedics. Mental health funding has
increased by 73 per cent. In community safety there are
1400 more police on the beat and 150 police stations
have been built or upgraded.
We have also attempted to tackle social disadvantage,
and for the economy we have maintained a AAA credit
rating and maintained a surplus of more than
$100 million annually, as promised. In order for these
achievements to be meaningful, they need to be
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compared and contrasted with an alternative regime of
the same period and in the same jurisdiction. It is for
this reason that I turn to the seven years of the Kennett
government for comparison. As I said before, I will try
to be balanced in my assessment.
In assessing the Kennett government’s seven years it is
important to recognise that the Kennett government
took over the state when it faced a fair bit of financial
difficulty. When the Kennett government assumed
office in Victoria the state was in recession, in a bit of
debt and had a relatively poor credit rating. People were
not falling over backwards to invest in this state. During
its seven-year reign the Kennett government retired
some debt, improved the credit rating of the state and
inspired confidence in the business community. On the
financial side of the equation and under difficult
circumstances, the Kennett government did well.
However, it needs to be noted that the Kennett
government came to power when the nation was
coming out of a recession.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SOMYUREK — I have not finished yet! Good
governance is about getting the balance right between
the issues of efficiency, social and distributive justice
and accountability. Mr Kennett himself was an
economic determinist. We all knew that before he
became a Premier. We all knew that the balance was
not going to be quite right if Mr Kennett became the
Premier. But no-one expected the balance to become as
imbalanced as it was in the seven years that followed
his election. During the seven years the Kennett
government was in power, it closed 350 schools — this
is a downside! — it sacked 8000 teachers, it cut
1400 hospital beds, it sacked 10 000 nurses and hospital
staff, it closed hospitals across the state, it slashed
police numbers and it closed police stations across the
state as well. The Kennett government also closed other
services in country areas.
The Kennett government’s reforms followed the
prescriptions of a new management technique that had
previously been tried in the UK, USA and New
Zealand; it was called new public management. The
new public management paradigm is essentially allied
to the philosophies of public choice theory and
neoclassical economics. Essentially believers are
staunch advocates of a small government with a
Smithonian invisible hand allocating scarce resources.
Jeff Kennett’s typical fashion was this: he was not
interested in implementing doses of NPM (new public
management) instruments as required; he was interested
in using all the instruments of NPM including the blunt
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ones. It is argued that the Kennett government came the
closest of any government in the world to implementing
the entire NPM approach.
Mr Kennett and his government of the time were
somewhat naive. They believed the postulations of the
NPM advocates. They thought that the efficiency
objective alone would be sufficient to solve the social
and distributional issues that governments are
responsible for. The Kennett government essentially
confused the notion of public good and private interest.
As a consequence, it paid a heavy price at the 1999
state election. The opposition should take note of this
budget and its well-balanced nature.
There are some funding initiatives in my electorate. I
was tempted to go through — —
Mr D. Davis — At least you live in your electorate,
don’t you?
Mr SOMYUREK — I do. I live in Lyndhurst,
which is right in the middle of my electorate. I am
tempted to go through all of the funding line items in
the budget that relate to my electorate, the South
Eastern Metropolitan Region, but I will take
Mr Atkinson’s advice and not do that. But I can say that
the residents of my electorate are very pleased with this
budget. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution on this budget. I see this
budget as contributing to where the state is at the
moment.
I have made a number of comments in an earlier speech
about the taxation aspects of this budget. Those
comments are important because there have been
significant increases in almost every taxation category
of this budget. It is important to see that as the base
behind which this government has operated. There has
been an increase in spending from around $19 billion to
more than $33 billion — almost $34 billion. That is a
massive increase that has been fuelled by GST receipts,
but there have also been increases in almost every area
of taxation. There has been a 102 per cent increase in
the land tax take over the period of almost eight years
of the Bracks government. This increase far exceeds the
population increase or the expansion of the economy.
As I said in my earlier contribution, our strong national
economy is a factor. I pay tribute to the Howard
government’s efforts, because without a strong national
economy, this government would not be in the position
it is in and the people of Victoria would not be in the
strong position they are in.
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I intended to make some comments about other areas.
However, the changes and announcements which have
taken place this week with respect to water projects are
significant. They reflect on a central area of the
government’s responsibility to the people of Victoria
and to businesses of Victoria. Today during question
time I asked a question of the Minister for Industry and
State Development. He made a number of points, some
of which I agree with, about the importance of security
of supply. The minister knows that I agree with those
points. My only wish, and in a sense it was my prayer,
was that the government should act earlier and not wait
almost seven and a half years into its term before it
decided to make significant decisions about water
infrastructure.
Much of that water infrastructure will be delivered
slowly. Some of it will be delivered after the next state
election in 2010, and much of it will be delivered even
considerably later than that, but all of those steps will
require enormous coordination. They will require a skill
that I am not convinced this government has.
At the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
hearings into the budget estimates I observed the
minister responding to questions about how these
crucial water projects would be managed, and in a
sense those questions were prospective. Indeed, in this
chamber a while ago I asked the minister who would
manage these major water projects, involving billions
of dollars of spending on crucial water infrastructure
and which will guarantee, I hope, the future of
Victorians and Victorian businesses.
I have to say that this government’s history on
delivering major projects is mixed and very often
significantly lacking. I could choose many projects as
examples to demonstrate the point I want to make, but
the one I have selected is Spencer Street station. That
was delivered well over budget and well over time, and
it is deficient in many respects.
Mr Atkinson — It’s got half a roof!
Mr D. DAVIS — Yes, half a roof and no water
collection, and it was delivered well over budget and
well over time. That is the point I seek to make in the
initial part of this contribution. In reality these water
projects are critical to Victoria’s future. This week we
have heard a series of announcements by the
government about a desalination plant. I need not cover
the ground that Mr Guy covered earlier, when he
pointed to the government’s hypocrisy on desalination.
The Liberal Party went to an election with a clear
policy on desalination. We said there should be a
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desalination plant. My view was that it would be
positioned near Western Port, which is not dissimilar to
the location that the government has in fact settled
upon. In the chamber today we heard the Minister for
Planning floundering as to whether there would be a
proper environment effects process in terms of this
enormous desalination project that the government has
announced. We are told it will be the largest in the
Southern Hemisphere.

There is a significant issue as to how many of these
government decisions will be empowered. How will the
desalination plant be powered, given the need to reduce
the greenhouse impact of our activities in Victoria? It is
important to place on the record the massive increase in
greenhouse emissions that has occurred over the last
almost eight years under the Bracks government.

I have no doubt there is a need for a significant
desalination plant because it will offer to Victorians, as
the Leader of the Opposition in the other house said
prior to the last election, a secure source of water
supply that is independent of climate and climate
change, which is a very important consideration for an
additional source of water supply.

Mr D. DAVIS — The increase in greenhouse
emissions has been historic, picking up Mr Barber’s
interjection, and should have been dealt with locally, at
a state level.

Importantly the government’s announcements included
not only a desalination plant but also, beyond that, a
decision to move water from north of the Great
Dividing Range to Melbourne. That is an historic
decision and nobody in this chamber should be under
any illusions about the historic nature of that decision.
This is a once-in-a-century decision and it will see,
unless proper protections are put in place, the repeated
raiding of the water resources of northern areas of the
state — the agricultural areas, the important fruit
growing areas around Shepparton and further north to
Swan Hill and towards Mildura — which areas are
dependent on the flow of Victorian water into the
Murray River system. Without that guaranteed and
secure water supply, those rivers and those channel
systems will not deliver the sources of water that are
critical to important agricultural production.
All of us support the concept of piping the irrigation
channels. All of us support the steps that require greater
efforts to reduce leakage and evaporation. All members
of this chamber and the other house support those steps,
but they need to be delivered at an early point rather
than at a point after the Victorian government under
Premier Bracks has begun to raid the water sources of
northern Victoria.
The question is about whether this government should
have embarked upon the water-saving programs earlier
rather than later. Those programs should have been
delivered before the Victorian government made the
threat in its decision to take water from north of the
Great Divide. My strong feeling on this matter is that
Melbourne should make a decision to protect the
important industries in the hinterland of Victoria, not
embark on a decision without proper compensation or
proper arrangement to move water across the Great
Divide.

Mr Barber interjected.

It is important to place on record that whatever the
arguments for national and international action on
greenhouse emissions, which I accept generally, the
Premier has had in his hands for almost eight years the
ability to deal with greenhouse emissions. The
Environment Protection Authority is a state body. Its
legislation is enacted through this Parliament. It has the
levers to control pollution, and it should have taken
steps to control pollution, but it has not. It has allowed
greenhouse emissions to grow massively over the last
seven and a half years.
Premier Bracks and his government will be judged
harshly by history for that growth in greenhouse
emissions. It is all very well for them to point to others,
but all over the world, state, regional and city
governments are taking steps on greenhouse emissions.
It is only the Bracks government in Victoria that has
decided not to take steps on greenhouse emissions, and
I, for one, made the point in my contribution to the
budget debate last year and in the lead-up to the state
election that this government had a hopeless reporting
regime on greenhouse emissions.
I looked at the greenhouse output group in the budget
papers and said the community should look at this
hopeless reporting effort by the Bracks government —
a hopeless reporting effort that reported on ministerial
papers delivered, that reported on paper shuffling of all
kinds, which reported on the activities of bureaucrats
but which did not report on the amount of greenhouse
gases emitted from Victoria. That should have been the
central focus I would have thought of the greenhouse
office or whatever the relevant section of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE)
likes to call itself. It was the primary focus, but that was
not reported in the budget papers. This government has
lost so much time and so much pace that it will be very
difficult for Victoria to recover its position from that
base.
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Talking about these water projects, it is important to go
back to what was said at the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee budget estimates hearings this
year. It was a travesty that on the Thursday two days
after the budget was delivered and within hours of the
shadow Treasurer delivering his budget response — if
am correct — the Premier was appearing before the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on a
parliamentary sitting day. I do not point the finger at
anyone on this occasion, but the process has to improve
for next year and into the future.
Mr Dalla-Riva — He was flying overseas!
Mr D. DAVIS — I do not care if Mr Bracks’s
excuse was that he was flying overseas. I think he has a
higher duty to the Victorian Parliament and people than
he does to some international appointment. My point is
that next year and in subsequent years the government
and Premier Bracks need to face up to the people of
Victoria, the Parliament of Victoria and the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee after the members
of Parliament on that committee have had a decent
period of time in which to analyse the budget. Less than
two full days after the budget was brought down, just
after the shadow Treasurer had delivered his response,
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee sat. I
know that Mr Barber and Mr Dalla-Riva are members
of that committee. It is a very important committee that
has a duty to ensure that the Parliament understands
what is going on with the budget so that the Victorian
people are able to scrutinise properly the budget’s
decisions, its allocations and its priorities.
I was very concerned at the hearing of the committee I
attended. Let me explain again to the Parliament the
sequence of events. On the Thursday the Premier
attended at 3 o’clock. On the Friday Parliament had
hardly risen and the Treasurer was there. This is less
than three days after the budget had been delivered. In
the afternoon Mr Theophanous, who is in the chamber
today, attended. There were two hearings on the Friday,
so there were three hearings in the last two days of the
week in which the budget was delivered — and both
chambers of Parliament were still sitting. My
recollection is that during the process on the Thursday
there were divisions and members were required to
attend in the chamber and leave the committee hearing.
Mr Barber is nodding in agreement. This was a
travesty; frankly, it was a joke. This government, which
has claimed openness, transparency and accountability,
did not deliver it on that occasion. I want to put that
very firmly on the record. As a former member of that
committee, I understand the importance of those
matters.
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When Mr Theophanous attended the committee, he was
asked questions about water and major projects. As part
of my contribution I want to follow a theme of talking
about the delivery of these significant major projects
which are so important to Victoria’s future — to the
future of Victorian communities, to the future of
Victorians who want to have a garden, to the future of
Victorian business — and the security of the water
supply, which is absolutely a substrate for the future of
Victorian business. When he was questioned closely,
Mr Theophanous appeared to have no idea as to who
would be running many of these major projects, which
were at that time in contemplation. I point out that this
was late in May. I make the point that if I were in
government and a minister running a serious major
projects agenda to deliver some very large water
infrastructure, I would want to have a very clear line of
authority to and a clear arrangement for who in the
bureaucracy was responsible for delivering these
projects.
In the week these projects have been announced it is
still is not clear today who will manage them. Will it be
Mr Theophanous and his major projects unit? Will it be
the newly created water projects unit inside the
Department of Sustainability and Environment? God
help us if DSE is running these projects. I have no
confidence in that department to run large infrastructure
projects. It cannot get right the fire management
processes and other land management projects across
the state, so goodness knows whether it can run projects
of this scale.
On the other hand, will the projects be undertaken by
small local water authorities? Is that who is going to
undertake these major projects? It is still not clear. Will
Mr Bracks take it into his Department of Premier and
Cabinet? In previous times there was a very clear line
of authority. Back in the Kennett government there was
a major projects unit that took on responsibility for
these major projects. It had the people in that unit with
the skills to manage these enormous projects and do it
successfully. They could manage these projects in a
way that would deliver them on time and on budget —
something very foreign to this government’s
achievements.
I am asking today as part of this speech who will
manage these major projects? Who will manage these
enormous projects that are critical to Victoria’s future?
They are critical to the security of the water supply in
our country towns and our major city, Melbourne. They
are also critical to the future of business. Somebody in
Ballarat said to me last week — I understand it was
prior to the government’s announcement — that as
things stand today if a major new industry that required
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significant water were to seek to set up in Ballarat, we
would have to tell it no. We would have to say no,
because we could not guarantee a secure water supply.
This is basic stuff that has been simply mishandled by
this government. I think history will judge it very
harshly.
Ms Lovell asked a question in the chamber earlier this
week about the Melbourne Flower and Garden Show. It
is a very important show. Ms Lovell described it as the
flagship of the nursery and gardening industry in
Victoria and a significant attractor of tourists to
Victoria. I was very disturbed to hear the minister’s
answer about what was going to happen with that show.
It appears, for whatever reason, that the government is
intending to cut that show adrift. It has made the
decision that that show will have no future in Victoria. I
am saddened by that, because the nursery industry is a
major industry.
I return to the point about who will manage major
projects. I will quote from the transcript of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee proceedings of
4 May, which is not long ago. After Mr Theophanous
indicated that he was not sure who would run the major
projects, there was a comment to the committee in
formal evidence by the executive director of Major
Projects Victoria. He said:
They are still, as I understand it, bringing together and
mobilising their water projects office and we are currently
providing three very experienced people into that office, and
we are looking to, as the business cases they are doing and
that work out, hopefully have a larger involvement once some
of those business cases crystallise into actual projects,
because we believe we have a lot of expertise across that
range.

This evidence was taken in early May. I invite members
to look at the juxtaposition. Now, about a month later,
we also know that a water projects unit has been
created in DSE. A new executive director has been
appointed, and that happened in the first half of this
year.
After more than seven years in government this
government has realised that it needs somebody who
knows something about water projects. That is an
indictment of the government. DSE is setting up a
water projects office; it is pulling some people who
know something about water out of major projects; it
wants people who can run major projects. I have to say
that after seven years in government it is not a good
enough position to be in, as described by the executive
director of Major Projects Victoria in
Minister Theophanous’s department, not in DSE.
Clearly the projects may well be better run out of Major
Projects Victoria than out of DSE, a department that is
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widely regarded as underperforming. I have to say that
the failure of the government to make this a critical
focus is of great concern.
The other thing about water policy — and I have said
this in the chamber before — is that massive amounts
have been taken from water authorities over the last
seven years. More than $1.7 billion has been taken out
of Melbourne water authorities, and about $2.4 billion
has been taken out of water authorities statewide over
the last seven and a half years. Some authorities are run
down and cannot focus on their key roles of providing
water security to towns and regions. Some authorities
have had enormous amounts of money ripped away
from them, gouged out of them by this government, and
some authorities have lost a lot of the skill and
knowledge that is the base for the delivery of some of
these major projects. I have to say that if that money
had not been repeatedly ripped out of those authorities,
they may have been in a better position.
Today I asked Minister Theophanous a question about
water charging. The house needs to understand that the
government has been up front and has said that water
prices will double in the next five years; that increase
will be massive. The shadow Treasurer has pointed out
that for many Victorian households the impact of that is
likely to be the equivalent of a quarter of 1 per cent rise
in interest rates. It will be a significant hit on many
family budgets.
My point is, if the government had been planning
carefully and thoughtfully over the last seven and a half
to nearly eight years, it would have been able to have a
number of these projects in place. Had the government
not been gouging resources out of them, the water
authorities would have been in the position to deliver
projects that would provide water security to many
regions.
Melbourne is a special case. As Victoria’s premier city
and as the home of so many Victorians it deserves
water security, just as country and regional Victoria
does. I have to put on record my reservations about the
capacity of Melbourne Water to deliver on these
projects. I shall illustrate with one current example of a
just-in-time major project of the worst kind. I pay
tribute to Sarah Wotherspoon for the story that
appeared in the Herald Sun today. It is a great piece of
forensic research. She reported how Cheryl Batagol, the
head of Melbourne Water, was scrounging around
down near the mouth of Powlett River early this week
and talking to farmers.
The head of Melbourne Water, the state’s premier
water authority, was flapping around the mouth of the
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Powlett River looking for a site for a desalination plant
on Monday this week. Spare me! Is this the level that
this state has fallen to, that the head of Melbourne
Water, the largest authority in the state — —
Mr Atkinson interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — It is not the old days of the
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works,
Mr Atkinson. Whatever its deficiencies — and I am
very happy to hear about the deficiencies of that older
authority some time in the future — it was an authority
that knew how to run a major project. It knew how to
build a dam; it knew how to lay or build a pipe. It knew
how to conduct itself. It understood what was required
under planning schemes for the future needs and
demand coming forward, and it was able to supply the
water in a way that was ahead of time.
On Monday, Cheryl Batagol, the chairman of the board
of Melbourne Water, was flapping around at the mouth
of Powlett River looking in vain for a site for a huge
desalination plant. The next day the Premier was
announcing the construction of the biggest desalination
plant in the Southern Hemisphere, yet only one day
earlier the chair of his authority was talking to a farmer
down there, saying, ‘Look, we might build the biggest
desalination plant in the Southern Hemisphere on your
farm’.
Spare me! Does any member know the mouth of
Powlett River? We need to think sensibly about this. I
know that area; my wife owned land at Kilcunda some
years ago. It is beautiful, but you do not want to drive
around the hill anymore! Once you get to the top of the
hill, you see a whole sweep of wind farms — turbines
just turning slowly, only a footy kick from the beach.
This is the government’s coastal policy in action. It
said, ‘We are going to protect precious coastal
landscapes’. The coastal policy in action is wind farms
turning slowly and blocking the vista. Let me get this
clear. Down along the coast we now see policy on the
run. As we discovered from Sarah Wotherspoon’s
article in the Herald Sun today, the so-called
Wonthaggi wind farm is actually quite a bit closer to
the coast than the Premier has told the people of
Victoria.
Let me take a step back. Last year the Premier, the then
Minister for Planning in the other place and other
government officials made announcements about
coastal policy; about how coastal landscapes in Victoria
are to be protected. I have to say in general I agree with
the idea of protecting the coast. Minister Theophanous
eventually agreed to stop wind farms down along the
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Great Ocean Road, where he owns a house. Most
Victorians think the idea of placing large industrial
structures on the beautiful coastal landscape is a bad
idea. We obviously need to think about the fact that
Victoria has a critical need for water supply, and
Melbourne has a critical need for water supply.
I want in no way to diminish that, because as the
shadow Minister for Industry and State Development
and as the shadow Minister for Small Business, I am
focused on ensuring that Victorian business and
consumers have a secure supply of water. But I repeat:
on Monday, the day before the Premier announced the
building of the largest desalination plant in the Southern
Hemisphere, Cheryl Batagol was flapping around
within a footy kick of the beach on the other side of the
big sand dune looking for a site for the biggest
desalination plant in the Southern Hemisphere.
Mr Atkinson — This was on Monday.
Mr D. DAVIS — This was on Monday.
Mr Atkinson — Long-term planning!
Mr D. DAVIS — It was long-term planning. It was
a 24-hour cycle. This is taking just-in-time planning to
a new level. Mr Atkinson probably knows that area
down around the Powlett River. I can tell the house that
that area is just about at sea level; it is within a ruler
height of sea level. This is the site proposed by the
government that is worried about coastal policy, that is
worried about global warming and that is worried about
rising sea levels. I am not wanting to be alarmist or
anything here, but I want to make the point that proper
long-term planning would ensure that if you were going
to build a major industrial outfit that was intended to
give a secure supply of water to a city of almost
4 million people, you would think carefully about
global warming, you would think carefully about rising
sea levels and you would think carefully before
spending $1 billion and locating the plant just the other
side of a sand dune.
Mr Atkinson — But the EES (environment effects
statement) would have checked that out.
Mr D. DAVIS — I will come to that in a moment.
Just near the mouth of the Powlett River is a beautiful
fishing zone, if anyone knows fishing, and a fantastic
camping site, but if you take the sand dune out of the
equation, the mouth of the river is about a foot higher
than the waves, and that river goes inland for some
miles. This is the prospective site for the biggest
desalination plant in the Southern Hemisphere, chosen
by Cheryl Batagol on Monday during her visit to a
farmer down near the mouth of the Powlett River. I am
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sorry, and Mr Atkinson might think me a bit
old-fashioned, but I thought planning was a more
complex and steady sort of process than a quick trip in
a limousine by Cheryl Batagol, the head of Melbourne
Water, to a nice fishing site just near the mouth of the
Powlett River, a foot above sea level, to build the
biggest desalination plant in the Southern Hemisphere!
Mr Atkinson — What did the EES say?
Mr D. DAVIS — I want to come to the EES.
Mr Atkinson and I have a similar view on this, as does
Mr Guy. He asked the minister today in the chamber as
to whether there would be an environment effects
statement. This is policy 101. When you build a major
industrial plant on a site or when you make a major
impact on the landscape, what you do is you have an
environment effects process. This government has
botched most of them, including those on the toxic
waste dump and the channel deepening, which is so
many years overdue that everyone has lost count. We
have run out of fingers.
Mr Atkinson — And it is contaminated.
Mr D. DAVIS — I could go on, but my point is that
the process is a joke. Today the minister was unsure as
to whether there will be an environment effects process
or not. What he is saying is that today he actually
contemplated the idea of building the largest
desalination plant in the Southern Hemisphere in
Victoria at the mouth of the Powlett River — a site that
Cheryl Batagol found on her trip down there in a
limousine to meet a farmer — and they are going to
build it without an environment effects statement. Spare
me! Is that what they are really saying?
The Minister for Education is laughing, and I know he
thinks it is surprising. It was interesting that the
Minister for Planning was thrown out of the chamber
by the President today — that is a matter of public
record, and I think I am allowed to refer to that —
because the minister went off on a discussion in his
response to the questions asked by Mr Guy. I can only
imagine that he was turning this over in his mind. He
was not sure, and he started to reflect, ‘I am the
planning minister. I actually have long-term
responsibility to ensure that these planning processes
are right’. Mr Barber is shaking his head. Maybe I am
giving the minister too much credit here.
Mr Barber — I would just tick it off.
Mr D. DAVIS — If you were him? I do not think
you would, actually. In his case, the minister might tick
it off, but Mr Barber would not and I would not. I do
not even think Mr Thornley would. He would think it
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through carefully. He would want to see a proper
process, he would want to see an environment effects
process, and he would want to see that every step was
taken to mitigate any unnecessary environmental
impact. My point, though, is that this is the way
planning operates in this state, and this is the way
approaches to the environment operate in this state.
Mr Atkinson — Shambolic.
Mr D. DAVIS — It is shambolic. I think that is
what I would call the government’s major projects
policy — shambolic. I want to say that I strongly
support the idea of a desalination plant, but that does
not mean that I do not support having a proper process
behind it to ensure that the location is right, to ensure
that the environment effects are minimised and to
ensure that the greenhouse impact is reduced as far as
possible.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other place, Ted
Baillieu, announced during the election campaign that
we would support and indeed build a desalination plant
if we were the government; as events occurred, we are
not the government. But the Bracks government has
done a huge backflip. It has done a triple somersault! I
would call this a Scoresby sort of breaking of a
promise. Mr Atkinson, who is from the east of
Melbourne, understands the Scoresby promise. Before
the 2002 election Mr Bracks said there would be no
tolls on the Scoresby freeway. Shortly after the election
he did a huge backflip and said there would be tolls,
and everyone in the east would be hit twice. This is a
Scoresby policy approach, where you make one
statement before the election and then you do a huge
backflip and do precisely the opposite after the election.
The way the government treats the people of Victoria is
reprehensible. I think Victorians have every reason to
be very angry and to believe that they have been taken
for granted.
I want to say quickly make on some key points, but
perhaps before I come to those I will make another
comment. The budget was brought down just a few
weeks ago, and I have referred to that and commented
on the estimates process and how shambolic that
process was, but what impact will these water decisions
have on the state budget?
Mr Atkinson — Decisions on the run.
Mr D. DAVIS — These are decisions made on the
run, as Mr Atkinson has said. At the budget estimates
hearings there was confusion between the Premier and
the Treasurer as to what the capital availability in the
budget was. One said $2.9 billion, but that was
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disagreed with by the other. No-one was very clear as
to what capital was available in the state budget. But
what is clear is that most of the cost of these new
infrastructure projects has been pushed off budget. It
has been pushed off to the water authorities and to
Victorians through their water bills. A 100 per cent
increase — a doubling — in five years is what the
Premier has admitted, and I think it will be much more.
My concern is about business costs — and I have
already had a discussion with Mr Atkinson about this
and asked a question about it in this chamber. Already
we have had massive increases in business taxation —
land tax, stamp duty, payroll tax and all of the key
business taxes — under this government. Now I think
we are about to have water taxes added to that, and that
will be a significant burden on many industries. My
fear is that business will bear a disproportionate burden
of those costs that will strike at exports, at
competitiveness, at competition and at jobs.
A key aspect of the Australian economy has been our
competitiveness. This government is doing everything
it can to sap that competitiveness. It will do it by
forcing these costs off-line and forcing them onto the
water authorities. The water authorities will borrow,
and they will service that borrowing by increasing
charges to consumers and businesses. That is the
unfortunate reality about what will occur.
I want to say something further about the
competitiveness of the Victorian economy. I want to
put on record my disappointment with the Bracks
government’s weakening of support for a competitive
Victorian economy. It has done that over the recent
period principally through its decision to walk away
from a competitive industrial relations system.
Recently I was very concerned in this chamber when
the Minister for Industry and State Development,
Mr Theophanous, in answer to a question from
Ms Lovell indicated that the controversial cleaning
contracts awarded to his Labor mate and donor GJK
Facility Services were awarded in part, it appears, by
the decision to examine whether or not that particular
cleaning firm would use Australian workplace
agreements (AWAs).
The AWAs introduced by the federal government have
added a competitive element to the Australian
economy. They have been critical in export industries
and in mining, and they have been increasingly critical
in Victoria in retailing and in other areas of the
Victorian and national economies. The decision to start
awarding government contracts to firms that do not use
AWAs is a sinister development — a development that

Wednesday, 20 June 2007

will sap the cost structure of government contracting. If
the government is making that decision — and
Mr Thornley is looking confused — the reality is that
this is what his minister announced here the other day.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — I do not think ‘Good on him’ at
all; I think it is a very concerning development
regarding the awarding of contracts. Were a razor to be
run across the contractors by their being asked, ‘Are
AWAs involved?’, and by their contracts being cut if
that were so, that would be very concerning for the
future of the Victorian economy. I know Mr Thornley
is smart enough to understand what that would mean.
The comments by Mr Alan Joyce, the chief executive
officer of Jetstar, about his airline and low-cost Asian
airlines, as reported the other day, are instructive with
regard to AWAs and the Victorian economy. Members
should understand that an international airline like
Jetstar has to compete internationally. Other carriers
from other countries have different cost structures, and
Jetstar needs to be able to compete. It is no good our
conceding every aspect of the aviation space to other
airlines. Mr Joyce is reported as saying:
The reason why we are introducing AWAs is to give us the
flexibility we need to be able to compete against these Asian
carriers that are entering this market … Jetstar is seeking to
pursue a more direct relationship across our workforce, to
work cooperatively as management and staff, to drive our
sustainable future growth path against this competition.

Today Ms Lovell and I met with a representative of
Jetstar, and it is clear that it is determined to ensure that
its airline is competitive. It is concerned about the
winding back of AWAs as that would sap its ability to
compete internationally. If we do not think about this
sort of stuff very carefully, we risk losing major
industries in this state. I have to confess that from time
to time I have views that Qantas would not find
palatable; Qantas, of course, is Jetstar’s parent.
Nonetheless Jetstar is making a sincere effort to
compete, to position itself separately from Qantas and
to move the aviation market to the advantage of
Australian travellers, including business travellers as
well as inbound travellers.
Another aspect of this is that the other day in this
chamber Mr Theophanous commented about the future
of aviation services. He talked about John Holland
Aviation Services, the aviation maintenance group
which is a very significant and important group for
Victoria and has a key position in the industry. He said:
One of the significant challenges was in industrial relations. I
want to thank the union and the company for their
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cooperation, because we were able to put together a flexible
arrangement … a collective agreement, not an Australian
workplace agreement …

This government has made the decision that it is in
favour of collective agreements. It is not in favour of
choice, it is not in favour of arrangements that suit
employers and employees, but it is in favour of what
suits its union mates. If this is the way we head, we are
in deep trouble. I hope Victorians think very carefully
at the federal election; if they do not, there will be a real
risk with what happens in Victoria and nationally.
Australia’s competitiveness will be sapped if Mr Rudd
and Ms Gillard are able to introduce their industrial
relations approach. Ms Gillard and Mr Rudd have said
that AWAs will be scrapped.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Sit down, you are
making a fool of yourself!
Mr D. DAVIS — It is Mr Theophanous who has
made a fool of himself in his new suit.
Mr Pakula — Mr Davis, what do you think of the
budget?
Mr D. DAVIS — I am disappointed, in one word.
The future of the Victorian economy is dependent on
how Victorians respond. If Victorians make the wrong
decision at the federal election, in my view the
economy and our economic future will suffer. I hope
that my federal colleagues are able to strongly put their
case for why we need a strong and competitive
Victorian and Australian economy.
Applause from gallery.
Persons escorted from gallery.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to make my contribution to the debate on the Bracks
government’s budget for 2007–08. The economy in
Australia under the stewardship of an exemplary federal
government has never been more prosperous. Its people
have never been more fortunate in terms of
employment opportunities, low inflation and low
interest rates. This is an excellent economic climate for
making far-reaching decisions and commitments for
future generations at the state level.
But where are the far-reaching direction-setting
decisions of the Bracks government? The state of
Victoria is awash with the river of gold which has been
brought about by the GST initiative of the Howard
government. Let us pause for a moment to picture this.
Standing with the right degree of backlighting and
airbrushing is the Premier, Mr Bracks, and alongside
him is our Treasurer, Mr Brumby. They are covered
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with flecks of gold from splashing around in the federal
government-sponsored bounty, a veritable cascade of
gold that now pools around their feet and trickles down
the cracks of a once polished, impervious surface. Seen
from underneath, this trickle of gold through the cracks
seems like a torrent of waste: waste from opportunity,
waste from excesses, waste from mismanagement —
waste, waste, waste!
The Victorian government has received revenues that
can only be described as being in the stratosphere. A
staggering degree of growth quantified at 80 per cent —
from $19 billion in 1999 to an estimated $34.3 billion
in 2007–08 — is available to this government. Further,
by the end of the financial year 2007–08 the dimension
of the GST river of gold from Canberra will be
$57 million. Not only is this state Labor government
reaping the GST, it is awash with the proceeds of its
land tax grab, which saw an increase of 135 per cent
from 1999. Land tax revenues for 2006–07 amounted to
$890 million. The crushing burden of stamp duty on the
people of Victoria continues its steady course, like the
J-curve of the Keating era — a vertical trajectory from
$1 billion to $2.9 billion in 2007–08.
As if the increased take in payroll tax, the tax on
employment, from $1.4 billion to $3.6 billion, the
quadrupling of police fines to over $400 million and the
rise in gambling taxes to an estimated $1.5 billion in
2007–08 were not enough, this government of
economic vandals has either imposed or extended a raft
of no less than 14 new taxes. The government has now
got the heavy-duty vacuum cleaner out to suck the last
coins out of the pockets of communities and the engine
room of the economy — small business.
When we compare the tax burden that our business
community has to accommodate against the taxes
levied in other states with which the Victorian economy
has to compete, the lead in our saddle bags amounts to
23 more taxes than are levied in any state other than the
basket case state of New South Wales. Where is all this
revenue going? Is it delivering even barely adequate
services? How is it that the service provision in this
state is adrift, with no competitive pressures to ensure
the truly responsive sectors of service delivery are
available to taxpayers? One of the most fundamental
tenets of our Westminster system of parliamentary
democracy is the provision of value for the taxpayers
dollar. This government continues to fall far short in
that form of accountability to the taxpayers of this state.
What have we seen for the record levels of expenditure,
which is now at the dizzying figure of $33.9 billion?
What we do not have is readily measured. Despite the
state suffering from the worst drought in a century we
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have dithering over water infrastructure, with little
prospect of anything coming on line in the next five
years. We have a public transport system which is not
only ineffective and overstretched but which is frankly
an embarrassment. Those who wish to see railway
stations manned might get the chance. Very soon a new
category of jobs will be advertised — jobs for
white-gloved attendants to cram people into trains as
happens on the Japanese rail network. Would anyone
here seriously consider jumping on the current rolling
stock that trundles along our rail system with friends or
business contacts from the Northern Hemisphere? I
think not.
Can this government not understand that there are huge
social, environmental, quality-of-life and economic
returns to be had by providing quality public transport
and the accompanying infrastructure in the form of a
rapid transit system right across the metropolitan area
rather than just in selected areas reserved for
pork-barrelling? After all, the system should be based
on the quality of its interconnectivity. We should be
measuring public transport systems much in the way
that integrated logistics experts would. Such intermodal
networks would be based on the most cost-effective
way of moving from one means of transport to another.
Where is the funding to provide the essential grade
separations right along the Belgrave-Lilydale line? The
19th century rail system in the east is not serving the
interests of either its patrons or road users. The number
of trains that are able to travel along this rail link is
restricted by the fact that the level crossing boom gates
would have to be almost permanently lowered against
the north–south flow of traffic.
Although $946 million has been set aside for public
transport infrastructure development, in this year’s
budget not 1 cent has been allocated to solving the
intractable problem that occurs when unfortunate
motorists travelling along Springvale Road,
Heatherdale Road, Mitcham Road or Blackburn Road
confront crossings on the Belgrave-Lilydale rail line.
What does the Minister for Public Transport in the
other place have to contribute to this problem? A letter
dated 15 May 2007 from Ms Kosky states:
Any proposed grade separation project, whether at
Nunawading or elsewhere, will need to be considered and
prioritised on a region-wide and statewide basis.

I read this to mean, ‘No matter how much of a public
transport and road system crisis you people in the east
have out there, we the government will have no truck
with you. We stand resolute that no matter how much
you complain about your transport problems, we will
develop selective deafness’. This is the government
saying, ‘Oh yes! We are the government that fed
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Victorians the public line that we will govern for all
Victorians’. I say this is rubbish. It is the government
saying, ‘All along the Belgrave-Lilydale line and where
the rubber hits the road we will play the politics of envy
and leave Melbourne’s east a transport backwater. After
all, we are giving them the toll road that we had to
rebadge, embarrassingly, as EastLink’.
According to the minister the government is currently
totally reliant on the tollway, improving conditions by
substantially reducing traffic volumes on both
Springvale Road and the Maroondah Highway. This
will do nothing to appease the aggrieved in
Melbourne’s east.
Melbourne’s north-east has missed out once again as
far as the Hurstbridge line is concerned. Yes, there has
been some funding for a long-overdue track duplication
between Clifton Hill and Westgarth railway stations,
but this will take two years. There are no crumbs from
the $946 million for the duplication of the track beyond
Eltham. Projects such as a rail link to Rowville were
not funded despite the acute need and profound
arguments in support of such a proposal. The Banyule
City Council is disappointed with its $3 million funding
shortfall to get the development project off the ground
to revamp Greensborough’s major commercial centre.
Mr Pakula’s contribution in the last sitting week has
reinforced for me what we already know — that is, that
Labor has shown a commitment to the west. To our
chagrin, we in the east and the north-east know that all
too well.
Let me mention the likely suffering and anxiety for the
36 000 people who are on hospital waiting lists. One of
my constituents is a partially handicapped man in his
early 60s. His disability is the result of a stroke that has
totally affected his right side and left him with the
partial use of his left side. His use of his left leg is now
under threat, and he will have to wait until July 2008
before attending a medical specialist with a view to
saving his remaining leg. Should this man lose the use
of his leg or lose his leg entirely, his frail wife will have
to manage the care of this large-framed man all on her
own. Right now, with some use of his leg, at least he is
mobile and can move under his own steam. The
consequences for all of us of him not receiving medical
attention will mean not only great suffering and pain for
the individual but yet another person in the queue for a
place in a nursing home and massive rehabilitation
costs.
So much has been made over the capital works budget
for a rebuilding program in schools across the state. The
crisis in accommodation for this state’s student
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population will not be rectified any time soon. It is very
hard to applaud a program that will see schools having
to wait until 2016 before it is their turn to have a decent,
workable and safe environment in which students can
learn. I call upon the government to review the
scheduling of these works programs. Schools currently
scheduled for capital works are already in a state of
deterioration, so we need to recognise that the buildings
will continue to decline to a point so that when 2016
rolls around students will be learning in conditions akin
to those of the early 20th century.
Schools in Eltham are suffering, and there is much
wringing of hands. From discussions I have had with
school principals, I know they are disappointed once
again. Yes, schools are subject to rebuilding and
renovation, but what is not highlighted is the impact on
the remaining and often near-derelict school
infrastructure when buildings are propping each other
up when they are designed to be connected, and stage 2
building projects never arrive.
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BUILDING AMENDMENT (PLUMBING)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Lenders tabled following statement of
compatibility in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Building Amendment (Plumbing) Bill
2007.
In my opinion, the Building Amendment (Plumbing) Bill
2007 as introduced in the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The bill amends the Building Act 1993 to:
modernise the existing regulatory framework and
improve the operation of the plumbing regulations to
reflect current workplace best practice;

School building programs are starting to remind me of
some of the freeways I saw when touring in Italy. They
were built by mafia-controlled entities. Such freeways
thrust out into valleys with sheer drops at either side.
That is what some of these school campuses are going
to look like unless stage 2 funding is immediately
accelerated.
Schools in the Eltham area have grounds that, because
of the difficult topography, are currently landscapes of
ravines and gullies, and these gullies are awash when it
rains. However, one school — Eltham North Primary
School, under the brilliant leadership of principal David
Foley and his hardworking school council — refused to
wait for state government funding for extensions to this
thriving school. They raised the money themselves by
approaching the community and businesses and built
their own extensions.
I pose this question to the Bracks government. In
25 years, what will the next generation thank you for?
This is a bland-as-blancmange, vanilla-flavoured
budget that once again just scrapes by. This government
will be remembered as the government that squandered
opportunities for direction setting, vision, courage and,
above all, inspirational leadership at a time of
unprecedented success and bounty on the national front.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr THORNLEY
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until next day.

enable registered plumbers to undertake specialised
plumbing work on behalf of licensed plumbers;
make some minor and administrative amendments to
improve the operation of the Building Act 1993 and to
remove uncertainties about the coverage of certain
aspects of the regulations.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 13 — right to privacy and reputation
The only human right that might be impacted by the bill is the
right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. This provision states
that a person has the right not to have his or her privacy,
family, home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
It is considered that although clauses 13 and 19 of the
Building Amendment (Plumbing) Bill 2007 (the bill) engage
the section 13 right they do not limit that right.
Clause 13 of the bill amends section 221ZZZA of the act to
enable a compliance auditor to enter a residence or land on
which a residence is situated outside the hours of 8.00 a.m. to
6.00 p.m.
Clause 19 of the bill amends section 229 of the act to enable
an authorised officer to enter a residence or land on which a
residence is situated outside the hours of 8.00 a.m. to
6.00 p.m.
These provisions do not limit the right to privacy because the
interferences with privacy are not unlawful or arbitrary. They
are not unlawful as they will be provided for in this act and
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extend the right to lawful entry provided for in the Building
Act 1993 by enabling entry outside the hours of 8.00 a.m. and
6.00 p.m.
Entry is also not arbitrary because of the safeguards provided
in the amendments. A compliance auditor and an authorised
officer already have the capacity under the existing provisions
of the Building Act to enter a residence or the land on which
the residence is situated between the hours of 8.00 a.m. and
6.00 p.m.
The amendment that provides the power to enter outside
those hours is limited by the requirement that the written
consent of the occupier must be obtained before entrance can
be obtained outside those hours. Further the amendment
provides that a compliance auditor and an authorised officer
must first inform the occupier of the purpose of the inspection
before obtaining consent.
The purpose of the amendment is to facilitate the inspection
of plumbing work at a more convenient time than is currently
available.
The Plumbing Industry Commission audits a minimum of
5 per cent of all plumbing work carried out in Victoria and
upon receipt of a claim of defective plumbing work by an
owner or occupier inspects the plumbing work carried out in
Victoria.
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
I am pleased to present the Building Amendment (Plumbing)
Bill to the house today. The purpose of this bill is to introduce
a number of improvements to the legislation regulating the
plumbing industry.
The proposals in this bill assist in adopting a consistent
approach to the building sector as a whole by bringing aspects
of the plumbing regulatory regime into line with that
underpinning building.
The proposals included will:
modernise the existing regulatory framework;
enable registered plumbers to undertake specialised
plumbing work under the supervision of licensed
plumbers; and
make some minor amendments to improve the operation
of the act and to remove uncertainties about the
coverage of certain aspects of the regulations.
Modernise existing regulatory framework

The audits and inspections require attending the site and
inspecting the work undertaken by appointment with the
owner or occupier and usually with the plumber in
attendance. The appointment is made by the auditor or
authorised officer at such time as is mutually agreeable with
the owner or occupier.
Regularly the time of the appointment is outside the hours of
8 a.m. to 6 p.m. and is often at the request of the owner or
occupier due to their commitments. However, given the
wording of sections 221ZZZA and 229 there is an issue
whether an owner or occupier has any discretion to allow
such an inspection to take place despite such an inspection
being convenient for the owner or occupier.
The amendments to sections 221ZZZA and 229 will
unambiguously give an owner or occupier discretion to
permit entry for an inspection outside the hours specified in
the current section.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not limit human rights, it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit
human rights.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS (Minister
for Education).

The proposal will amend the Building Act to reference the
Plumbing Code of Australia in a similar way to how the act
currently references the Building Code of Australia.
Currently, the act limits plumbing regulations to setting
standards fixed at a point in time. This means that every time
the Plumbing Code of Australia, which is being adopted as
the national yardstick, is amended the plumbing regulations
need to be changed before the changes can be applied,
whereas comparable building, gas and electricity regulations
already apply prevailing industry standards.
Plumbing regulations need to avoid requiring plumbers to
adhere to outdated standards and to promote innovative
performance-based solutions. The proposal will enable the
regulations to adopt the Plumbing Code of Australia as it is
modified from time to time. This statutory solution reflects
our existing approach in the act to the Building Code of
Australia and will facilitate more efficient operations in the
plumbing industry.
Enable registered plumbers to undertake specialised
plumbing work
Currently registered plumbers (who are not required to be
insured) can carry out plumbing work on behalf of a licensed
plumber, except where the work is specialised plumbing
work.
This has an impact on housing affordability as the work can
only be undertaken by a licensed plumber. The proposal will
enable a suitably qualified registered plumber to do
specialised plumbing work under the supervision of a
licensed plumber.
Enabling registered plumbers to carry out specialised
plumbing work under the supervision of licensed plumbers
opens up specialised work to a larger number of qualified
people without removing the controls designed to ensure
amenity, health and safety. Having more plumbers able to do
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the work will reduce the cost to consumers. It will also enable
licensed plumbers to have greater flexibility in how they run
their businesses.
Make minor amendments
This bill also makes a small number of additional
amendments which are designed to improve the operation and
effectiveness of the act.
These proposals will also contribute to consistency in the
building sector by bringing aspects of the plumbing
regulatory regime into line with that applying to building
generally.
The proposals remove a number of anomalies from the
plumbing provisions of the Building Act, namely:
clarifying that the act empowers regulations to prescribe
product standards;
clarifying that the offence of breaching plumbing laws
applies to plumbers directly not only when a licensed
plumber supervises work that is defective or in breach of
plumbing laws;
enabling an owner to obtain the compliance certificate
within a specified time from a registered building
practitioner who has been given the compliance
certificate;
realigning the enforcement of plumbing laws with
existing arrangements for the rest of the act by allowing
an infringement notice to be issued for a prescribed
offence under part 12A or the plumbing regulations; and
in relation to inspection of plumbing work, enabling
after-hours access to dwellings with the agreement of the
occupier.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr GUY (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mrs Coote.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 27 June.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (DNA DATABASE)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
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Breastfeeding: maternal support
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish
to raise a matter with the Minister for Health in another
place. It concerns some research that has been done by
the National Health and Medical Research Council
which was reported recently in a publication that is
circulated by the federal Parliament. It refers to
breastfeeding rates in Australia and notes that they are
lower than they ought to be in our nation because, in
part, of the early discharge from hospital of new
mothers. There is a concern that many women leaving
hospitals after having a child are not properly skilled in
the techniques and so forth of feeding their baby and
have not had the opportunity to establish the
breastfeeding adequately before leaving hospital.
According to the National Health and Medical
Research Council dietary guidelines for children and
adolescents the single biggest reason for the stopping of
breastfeeding is a concern by the mother that she is not
supplying enough milk for her baby — in other words,
she is agitated and concerned that she is not doing the
right thing by her baby. As I said, the research has
linked that fairly clearly to the short-term stays of many
mothers in hospitals in the current environment. Whilst
it is obviously good to get mum and her baby into the
home environment where she is comfortable and
happy, the fact is that establishing that breastfeeding
pattern is very important.
Given the research, which I am sure the minister will be
aware of, I am keen to learn what government
programs are being considered or might be considered
in the future to support young mothers and give them
assistance in establishing breastfeeding patterns and
giving them some confidence in knowing that they are
doing the right thing by their children. The Australian
Breastfeeding Association has its headquarters in my
electorate, and I know it does a marvellous job with
this. It gets a level of government support, but clearly
more needs to be done, and I seek advice from the
minister about programs that might be considered in
our hospitals to support young mums.

Received from Assembly.

Timber industry: government strategy
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Lenders.

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

Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change. It concerns
the timber industry strategy. On 6 April 2006 the
government announced the establishment of the
Sustainable Timber Industry Council (STIC). I am
looking at a press release of that date, which says in
part:
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One of STIC’s major roles over the next year will be the
development of a timber industry strategy, which will
establish Victoria as a world leader in sustainable timber
industries …

That is a quote of Mr Bob Cameron, the current
Minister for Police and Emergency Services from the
other place, who was then the Minister for Agriculture.
That was 14½ months ago, and we have not seen or
heard anything of that timber industry strategy being
developed or released. Despite the repeated promises
we have heard from the Bracks government over many
years, the timber industry — or I should say what is left
of the timber industry — has never been in a state of
greater uncertainty than it is now.
Since Our Forests Our Future, which took out more
than 30 per cent of the industry in this state, we have
had the implementation of the VicForests auction
system, which has had a disastrous impact. Many
sawmillers have closed or merged their operations due
to their inability to secure resources through that
auction system. Black Forest Timbers in Woodend is
one of those, and I had the opportunity to visit the
company last week and discuss its particular issues with
its representatives. Its operators are being forced to
close its sawmilling operation, despite the fact that this
government hailed the company less than two years ago
as a world leader in value-adding in its industry.
We have also seen resources taken away from the
industry — Goolengook in East Gippsland is an
example — despite the fact that there was a Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council process in place.
Come election time, the government aborted that
process and unilaterally declared that that resource
would no longer be available for the timber industry.
We have had bushfires, and we have also now had
proposals to set up an auction system for the harvest
and haulage sector of the timber industry, again
creating uncertainty in that sector of the industry as
well.
The urgent action I seek from the Minister for
Environment is the production of this government’s
timber industry strategy, as was promised in April
2006. I believe it is the least this government can do for
an industry that appears to be of no interest to it, despite
its generating something like $3 billion of revenue for
the Victorian economy.

Williamstown Community and Education
Centre: playground
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Planning. It concerns a dispute which is occurring over
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a roughly 100 square metre plot of land in Cecil Street,
Williamstown. The background is that the
Williamstown Community and Education Centre is a
centre which families can use for short-term child
care — up to 3 hours — on one-off occasions or as
needed. It is effectively a neighbourhood house which
provides services to those who could not otherwise
afford child care. Only a nominal fee is payable.
As I indicated, there is a roughly 100–150 square metre
area of green space in Cecil Street at the side of the
centre which the centre wants to use as outside play
space. It wants to install playground equipment for the
children who use the centre, and the finances for the
purchase and installation of the equipment have been
secured. A number of local residents are resisting the
land’s being used for the purpose outlined and insist
that it should be retained for general use. Hobsons Bay
council has considered the issues raised by the residents
and has determined to issue the relevant permits for the
playground to be completed.
The objecting residents have nevertheless maintained
their objection and have pushed the matter to
mediation. On Monday night a working party of
supporters and opponents of the playground was
established. Via that process the problem may resolve
itself, but it may not. My request to the minister is that
he instruct his department to fully inform itself of all the
relevant issues and to do all that it can to assist the
parties to find a resolution.

Members: salaries
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Premier.
Members may be aware that federal parliamentarians
have been granted or are about to be granted a pay rise.
If we do nothing else, that will automatically kick in to
our own salaries. However, back in 2004 the Premier
introduced a bill to the lower house called the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation
(Amendment) Bill, and in doing so he said that the
amendments in that bill:
… demonstrate the willingness of this government to apply to
itself the same wage restraint that it expects and that the
community expects of all Victorians.

I believe the Premier got it right then, so my request by
way of action is for him to introduce a similar bill to
keep our wage increases in line with the consumer price
index.
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Consumer affairs: estate agents resolution
service
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I wish to raise
a complaint that has been sent to me by Mr Rick
Funston regarding the estate agents resolution service.
This is not the first complaint I have received about
Consumer Affairs Victoria or about the estate agents
resolution service. Mr Funston has been involved in
property sales for many years and is convinced that the
agent he dealt with in the selling of his house has
breached the Estate Agents Act and regulations on
several counts. Mr Funston’s letter states:
I am seeking an investigation and resolution in relation to the
unethical behaviour of —

and he names the real estate agent and its salesman —
in their sale of my property at 29 Birdwood St, Bentleigh
East.
I believe the agency has breached estate agent professional
conduct regulations.
…
I have been involved in property sales for many years and I
don’t remember ever seeing such a blatant breach of trust:
offers were concealed from me at the time of finalising
my decision and signing the contract of sale
the property was advertised on the internet without my
knowledge and consent at a price $10 000 below my
asking price
confidential information was published on the internet
causing me pain and suffering
illegal and unauthorised entry and trespass to my
property on 20 December 2006 at 9.30 a.m.

Mr Funston goes on to say:
The concealment of a higher offer at the time a vendor is
about to sign a contract strikes at the very heart of estate
agency sales — that is, trust. I was denied the opportunity to
negotiate a higher price. (I would not have acted in the same
way had I been made aware of all available information I was
entitled to know.)
I assert that the agent has not achieved the ‘level of service’
agreed — that is, ‘to get the best price’. Furthermore, the
authority to claim commission is defective in that the agent
has failed to provide:
‘agents estimate of the selling price’ and
the calculation method.

He goes on to say:
I only became aware of a higher offer when the potential
buyer … contacted me two days after the sale was made,
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when he saw the sale price promoted by the agent on the
internet … A price lower than he offered.

As I said, Mr Funston referred this to the estate agents
resolution service at Consumer Affairs Victoria and has
had a response. Consumer Affairs Victoria has
identified a breach of section 47A of the Estate Agents
Act, but Mr Funston is not convinced that this fully
covers all his complaints.
The action I seek is for the minister to conduct a
thorough investigation of the estate agents resolution
service’s handling of Mr Funston’s complaint with a
view to establishing if there have been further breaches
that have not been dealt with.

Rail: station emergency alarms
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place. Last Monday night
I was at Footscray station and was watching a group of
about 10 boys pretending to beat each other up and
generally skylarking. That was fine, but it was when
one of the boys dangled a smaller boy over the edge of
the platform with a train approaching I felt I had to
intervene. I shouted at him not to be so stupid and to
think about what he was doing.
The boys swore at me, pulled the small boy back on to
the platform and continued their behaviour, so I pressed
the emergency response button on the platform, but
there was no response. I was there for another
10 minutes and continued to try to use the emergency
response button, but it did not work. The boys probably
thought I was a joyless old biddy, but what if one of
them had slipped and their mate fell in front of a train?
How could they have faced that boy’s family or the
driver of the train? Not only are the trains late and so
overcrowded that they become a safety risk but the
emergency measures are not up to scratch.
I called the Connex feedback line on Monday night, but
I would give members two guesses as to whether I have
had a response. I ask the minister to investigate the
process of how Connex maintains and checks these
emergency buttons on platforms across the system.

Sexually transmitted diseases: awareness
campaign
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — The
matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for Health
in the other house concerns the increased incidence of
HIV and sexually transmitted infections (STIs) in the
community. I know the minister recently announced a
$6.5 million sexual health package which is aimed at
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helping to reduce the rate of HIV and sexually
transmitted infections in Victoria.
We know that health authorities in this state, nationally
and internationally are seeing the rates of HIV and STI
rising. We know and recognise that more needs to be
done. We need to be providing an immediate response
to enhance preventive effects, to raise awareness of the
rising rates and to highlight strategies by which we are
able to reduce infection. We know that people’s risky
behaviour contributes to the problem. We also know
there needs to be a clear message sent to young adults
between the ages of 18 and 25. We have a campaign
that encourages people to know who they meet, to play
it safe and to use a condom. We know that the best way
for young adults to avoid sexually transmitted infection
is to ensure that they constantly use a condom¸ and this
will lower the rates of HIV and STI. The minister has
put in place a range of strategies. A task force has been
set up. There is an HIV and STI awareness campaign
and there are community partnerships to provide better
services. International experts have been engaged and
harm minimisation has been promoted.
I specifically want the minister to take action so that she
or her department makes sure that this awareness
campaign — a significant amount of money is being
spent on it — reaches out to rural and regional Victoria.
It is often more difficult for people who live in small
cities and country towns to access treatment, because
they do not have the anonymity that people living in a
big city have. If you are homosexual, there can be
embarrassment associated with attending and accessing
services and with having a sexually transmitted disease.
I ask the minister to make sure that rural and regional
Victorians are provided with these services and receive
promotional material.

Schools: Free Fruit Friday program
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Education. I refer him to the
government’s Free Fruit Friday commitment to provide
a piece of fruit to children in prep to grade 2. I refer to
the government’s election policy statement of Go for
Your Life — The Next Steps in the Fight against
Diabetes, particularly the part entitled ‘Promote healthy
lifestyles in schools’. It reads:
Introduce a Free Fruit Friday initiative to provide free fruit to
primary school children from prep to grade 2 once a week as
part of a range of programs to boost fruit and vegetable
consumption by young Victorians.

There was also an announcement by the Premier on
15 December, which was after the election. It was
entitled ‘Tackling the looming obesity and type 2
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diabetes epidemic’ and the Premier again referred to
Free Fruit Friday. It reads:
Free Fruit Friday — which provides free fruit once a week to
primary school children from prep to grade 2.

I further refer to the budget announcements of 1 May.
The Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in
the other place said:
… $11 million has been allocated to boost fruit consumption
for primary school children through the Go for Your Life
initiative, Free Fruit Friday.

As the minister knows, he and I share an enthusiasm for
regularly visiting some of our great Victorian
government schools. But what has been of interest to
me is that during my discussions with primary school
principals I have met with recently, I discovered that
none of those principals has any understanding about
how the Free Fruit Friday program is to be delivered.
Those principals who have any concept of the program
are under the impression that they have to go to their
local vegetable shop, order fruit, pick it up, bring it
back to the school and then somehow find the money in
their school budget to fund a government commitment.
Those principals have ideas about how new fundraising
initiatives might have to take place to cover the cost of
this program. Given the lack of understanding by
principals, will the minister take the necessary action to
inform them, and indeed this house — and I invite him
to do so this evening — about how this program will be
implemented seven months after the commitment was
made?

Responses
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) —
President, my Christmases have come all at once. I
finally have an education question from the Leader of
the Opposition, albeit in the adjournment debate. I will
start off with Philip Davis. Free Fruit Friday is a
fantastic concept. It is all about inculcating into young
people healthy habits of eating and diet. On the first day
of school this year we put out into school canteens the
Healthy Food Guide for Students. I went to Preston
East Primary School. Free Fruit Friday will be rolled
out over four years to all government primary schools
from prep to grade 2. Come the first day of school in
2008, I will be delighted to go with Mr Davis to a
government school where we will roll out Free Fruit
Friday. It will roll out over four years until we get every
school covered. I would be delighted to go with
Mr Davis to a school.
We could go down with the principal to the local
greengrocer, because we are supporting small business.
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Mr Atkinson loves supporting small business. We will
get the fruit from small businesses. The government
will pay for the fruit for grades prep to 2. We will roll it
out over four years. The information will go out to
principals towards the end of this year because we do
not wish to burden our principals with unnecessary red
tape, but as we get ready for it we will send it out. I
think that answers Mr Davis’s adjournment question. I
will be delighted to go arm in arm with him to a
government school of his choice where we can deal
with Free Fruit Friday.
There were seven items from other members which I
will pass on to the relevant ministers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.12 p.m.
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PAPERS

Thursday, 21 June 2007
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office:
performance audit
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented report on appointment of person to
conduct performance audit, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:

Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General —
Contracting and Tendering Practices in Selected
Agencies, June 2007.
Managing Risk Across the Public Sector: Toward Good
Practice, June 2007.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Variations notified between 27 February 2007
and 20 June 2007.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Minister’s response
to recommendations in the Economic Development
Committee’s Inquiry into the viability of the Victorian
Thoroughbred and Standardbred Breeding Industries.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendment C30.
Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendment C61.

That the Council take note of the report.

Briefly, this report falls out of the requirement that the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee appoint a
person, pursuant to section 19 of the Audit Act 1984, to
undertake a performance audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office at least once every
three years. The selection process was undertaken by
the subcommittee, comprising Bob Stensholt, the
member for Burwood in the other place, Kim Wells, the
member for Scoresby in the other place, and Janice
Munt, the member for Mordialloc in the other place,
and me. Following submissions to the various
newspapers at various times and also writing to major
accounting and consulting firms inviting tenders, we
received five tenders for the performance audit.
Pursuant to the process that was undertaken the
recommendation as outlined in 2.8 was to appoint
Mr John Phillips of Acumen Alliance with the
remuneration as detailed in recommendation 2.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C54.
Moorabool Planning Scheme — Amendment C30.
Moyne Planning Scheme — Amendment C28.
Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendment C10.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Minister’s exception certificate under section 8(4) in
respect of Statutory Rule No. 47.
Minister’s exemption certificate under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule No. 50.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 17 July.

Again I place on record my appreciation of the
committee officers, in particular Karen Taylor, who has
been working under enormous pressure prior to the
appointment of an executive officer and other research
officers. I tip my hat to the work she and others in the
committee do in providing support not only to the
subcommittee but also to the parliamentary committee
as a whole.
Motion agreed to.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Roads: South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Mismanagement of our roads and public transport
system has been a significant topic for members of the
community as well as members in this chamber. The
impact on the traffic and commuters in the South
Eastern Metropolitan Region has been well
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documented in some significant studies. Clearly some
issues are not going to be easily resolved due to the
eight years of mismanagement by the ministers
responsible for roads and ports and public transport.
Others, however, are more easily remedied and are in
the hands of VicRoads.
Increasingly I have observed the tendency to close
lanes for works which would be best managed out of
peak-hour traffic times, which the works prolong. An
example is the construction work on the Mordialloc
Bridge, which is having a dramatic impact on
peak-hour traffic right down the Nepean Highway. I
have received a significant number of telephone calls
from very frustrated commuters who are already tested.
The other example I have received significant calls on
is the traffic on North Road, Ormond, where the
construction of paving — by a local council contractor,
I believe — has been allowed by VicRoads to block off
an entire lane in peak-hour traffic. This is contributing
to a significant amount of traffic backing up on North
Road and affecting many commuters. This type of thing
should be better managed by VicRoads to make sure
that the chronic traffic problem is not made worse by
simple mismanagement of these matters.

Dropping Off the Edge — The Distribution of
Disadvantage in Australia
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I
congratulate Jesuit Social Services and Catholic Social
Services Australia on the publication this year of their
research report Dropping Off the Edge — The
Distribution of Disadvantage in Australia. The report
was prepared by Professor Tony Vinson and his team
from the faculty of education and social work at the
University of Sydney. Using data gathered from a range
of highly reliable sources such as the Australian
Taxation Office, the Australian Bureau of Statistics and
Centrelink, they produced a map of social disadvantage
in Australia.
The report contains statistical information on a set of
different factors of disadvantage as well as data analysis
that offers perspective on how social disadvantage can
become entrenched in the absence of positive
interventions. For example, research can show the links
between leaving school early, low job skills, long-term
unemployment, court convictions and eventual
imprisonment. The model that Professor Vinson and his
team have developed can display such links for every
population centre in the country. It is well known that
standard community services have little positive impact
in communities where disadvantage is entrenched and
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intergenerational. To have an effect, special policies
and programs need to supplement general services.
The maps presented in Dropping Off the Edge enable
policymakers and service deliverers to identify
localities that are characterised by entrenched
intergenerational issues where critical mass is
weakened. This is a fascinating and important report,
and I congratulate Professor Vinson and his research
team, as well as Jesuit Social Services and Catholic
Social Services Australia, for developing this important
tool that can help break the cycle of disadvantage.

Telstra: management
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
night I watched ‘Tough calls’, a Four Corners program
on the management culture within Telstra. The program
centred around the tragic suicides of two Telstra
workers — a technician and a call centre worker —
which medical evidence suggests were largely brought
about by the pressures they were under at work. My
heart goes out to the families and friends of those
workers, whose pain and sense of loss must be terrible.
The show also interviewed several other Telstra
workers who have been traumatised.
In the program the bullying culture of Telstra’s
management was evidenced by chief executive officer
Sol Trujillo, who was quoted as saying, ‘We can’t let
individuals stand in the way’. Greg Winn, chief
operations officer, said Telstra is an ‘absolute
dictatorship’. His answer for workers who may struggle
under the excessive performance monitoring and
unrealistic targets, which doubled in 12 months, was to
‘shoot them and get them out of the way’.
The newspeak of John Rolland, executive director of
sales and services, was chilling. He suggested that his
workers who ‘didn’t get it’ could ‘find opportunities
outside Telstra’. All new workers are forced onto
AWAs that reduce their base salaries and
superannuation, dependent on achieving targets. Behind
all this is a mad and warped management system that
refers to workers as ‘savages’, ‘dragons’ and
‘submarines’.
‘Help me understand’ is one of the phrases that one
team leader said was often used. I ask Telstra to help
me understand when it is going to learn that
management by bullying is totally unacceptable.

Brendan Keilar and Paul de Waard
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
in support of Victoria Police and their work in the
community, ambulance officers and the citizens of
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Melbourne in the events that occurred last Monday. I
put on record my support for those in the community
who are prepared to take up the challenge and confront
issues that may be, as we have seen, unfortunately to
their detriment. I put on record my gratitude to Brendan
Keilar and the Dutch tourist Paul de Waard in their
attempts in defending Ms Douglas as a result of that
incident. I think it is fair to say that the outpouring of
support from the community has been acknowledged.

Netball Victoria is about to move into a new era
involving an expanded national league which includes
the New Zealanders. It is an exciting time for that sport.
Interestingly enough, whilst it comes to TEAMelbourne
without the financial resources of the other clubs that
are part of the organisation, it brings in a tremendous
number of women members from right across Victoria.
I indicate women in particular, but I know some men,
like me, also enjoy the sport of netball.

I think it is important that this Parliament, which has
already committed $250 000 as part of the trust fund,
leads the way in supporting the three Keilar children
and the bereaved wife. I think the facts are that society
has come out to show that it is compassionate at times
of enormous crisis such as this. I am pleased that
Victoria Police has apprehended the offender, that due
process can now take place and that the fear in the
community has now been allayed for another period.

It is a tremendous concept. The only thing I hope is that
Melbourne Victory soccer team also recognises the
value of TEAMelbourne and comes on board. I note
that it is not an initial member of the organisation
despite being involved in the talks at an earlier stage. I
hope it joins, because this is a marvellous opportunity
for Victoria and the advancement of sport and tourism.

Health: smoke-free venues
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — There
are only nine days to go before 10 000 Victorian pubs
and clubs will become smoke-free. This is going to be a
great development in promoting the health of
Victorians and also making their social life more
enjoyable. Tobacco is the risk factor associated with the
greatest burden of disease in Victoria and is responsible
for nearly 4000 deaths annually in this state alone. It
costs Victorians over $5 billion in social costs.
I commend the Bracks government reforms banning
smoking in workplaces, covered train station platforms,
tram and bus stops and its further measures to prevent
the sale of cigarettes to minors. Smoke-free pubs and
clubs have the overwhelming support of the Victorian
community, with a 2006 survey showing 86 per cent
support. I congratulate the Minister for Health in the
other place for ensuring that Victoria has led the way on
tobacco reforms. As the granddaughter of someone
who died tragically from emphysema, I also encourage
Victorians who continue to smoke to do the best thing
they can do for their health and quit.

Yarra Valley Water: water-saving initiative
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
inform the house of a wonderful water-saving initiative
that was launched by Yarra Valley Water for its
customers. The other day I was walking down High
Street, Northcote, when I was approached by a
neighbour who asked me, ‘What have the water
companies done to assist ordinary householders to save
water?’. I must say I was happy to inform that person
that Yarra Valley Water had recently advertised the fact
that it was giving away up to two new shower heads per
household on production of a water bill at the Yarra
Valley kiosk in the Northland shopping centre.
The Methven Flexispray shower head that Yarra Valley
Water is distributing has also been voted the second
best shower head by Choice magazine, so it is a
good-quality product which will not only feel great but
more importantly will save householders water and
energy costs. We are all working hard together to tackle
the water crisis. It gives me great joy to see the
corporate sector doing something constructive and
worthwhile. I congratulate Yarra Valley Water for its
community spirit and initiative.

Sport: TEAMelbourne

Australian Council of Trade Unions: political
strategy

Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I wish
to commend some of our leading sports organisations in
Melbourne for coming together to form
TEAMelbourne, which is a marvellous initiative for
this city and indeed for the advancement of sport in
Victoria. TEAMelbourne involves the Melbourne
Football Club, Melbourne Storm, the Melbourne Tigers
basketball club, the Melbourne Racing Club and
Netball Victoria.

Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given all the bluster from Liberals across the nation
and from across the chamber about the campaigning
role of the Australian Council of Trade Unions (ACTU)
in the upcoming federal election, I could not help but
notice reports that Liberals are going to be organising
and running the Business Council of Australia’s
pro-WorkChoices legislation campaign. Mark Textor is
directing the campaign, and it has been suggested he

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
1906

COUNCIL

has up to $10.5 million in his war chest. A former
Victorian Liberal deputy director, Tony Barry, will be
operations manager of the campaign.
There is actually nothing wrong with this. This is a
functioning democracy, and if the Business Council of
Australia wants to align itself with the Liberals and
actively campaign during the election, it has every right
to, just as the ACTU has every right to actively
campaign for the ALP. I wonder if Liberals will
continue to cry foul about union involvement in this
federal campaign now that their fingerprints and the
people who devise their campaigning strategies are all
over the business council’s message to the electorate.
I am proud to be involved in the Labor Party, which is
formally linked to the unions, and I am proud that the
Labor Party, both at state and federal levels, fights for
the rights of working Australians. I trust the Australian
public will make the right choice later this year and
elect a Rudd Labor government so that their rights at
work are protected and not eroded for little or no
compensation, as the Liberal Party and the Business
Council of Australia proudly advocate.

Dental services: eastern suburbs
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I would
like to congratulate the Victorian government on
providing a record $103.6 million in funding for dental
care. This has seen a welcome reduction of some 18 per
cent in the dental waiting list, despite some
15 000 more dental patients being treated last year than
in the previous year. In my electorate the wait for dental
care is 24 months at the Knox Community Health
Service, 17 months at Eastern Access Community
Health, and 10 months at the Whitehorse Community
Health Centre. Clearly the state government has done
its part, but more needs to be done. I am hearing of
people taking dental care into their own hands, and as
the population ages there will be a greater need for
public dental care in the electorate.
In view of the importance of this issue, I am appalled
by the commonwealth’s callous neglect — neglect that
has seen the commonwealth axe $27 million from
Victoria’s dental health budget. I challenge all members
of Parliament representing the eastern suburbs to join
with me to demand that the commonwealth play its part
in delivering better dental outcomes. My challenge is to
state and federal members, Liberal and Labor. The
debilitating effects of dental pain justify an approach
which is beyond politics, an approach based on
cooperation, so that we get the best outcomes for those
most in need.
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Apollo Bay P–12 College: facilities
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — On Monday
4 June I represented the Minister for Skills, Education
Services and Employment in the other place, Jacinta
Allan, in opening the new and refurbished science and
technology rooms at Apollo Bay P–12 College. The
new facilities include new science rooms, a preparation
storeroom, a music room, two music practice rooms, an
art room, a materials technology room and an IT visual
communications room. The state government
contributed over $1.8 million towards the cost of this
work. The new physical infrastructure is impressive. It
provides the best possible learning environment for the
students at Apollo Bay P–12 College and complements
the delivery of a wide range of pathway options that
meet the needs of individual students.
I would like to thank Apollo Bay P–12 College acting
principal, Liz Hanger, and the school council president,
Klaus Holzer, as well as teachers, support staff, parents
and students, for giving me the privilege of sharing the
day with them. I would also like to thank the years 11
and 12 students with whom I spent quite a bit of time
earlier in the day. I was quite impressed with their
knowledge and well-thought-out questions. I am proud
to be part of a government that is clearly committed to
quality education for regional Victoria and is serious
about providing opportunities for young people in
western Victoria.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Victorian Child Death Review Committee:
report 2007
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to continue speaking on the report on child deaths
in this state and to reiterate to the chamber how
unacceptable the death of any child in this state is,
particularly a child who is under the care of child
protection services. The report entitled Annual Report
of Inquiries into the Deaths of Children Known to Child
Protection 2007 has been put out by the Victorian
Child Death Review Committee.
I will explain once more just what the major findings of
this report are. In 2006, 18 children who were known to
child protection services died, which is a 60 per cent
increase over the year before. Of those children, 10
were babies under six months of age, which is double
the number for both 2004 and 2005, and 67 per cent of
deaths were of children under one year of age. In 11 of
the cases families presented with more than one of the
characteristics known to reduce parenting capacity,
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most commonly family violence, substance abuse and
mental illness. This is certainly not acceptable.
A news article by David Rood, state political reporter,
on page 4 of the Age of Friday 25 May states:
Problems with case closures were most common in situations
involving chronic neglect, where families were subject to
multiple notifications.
The review found child protection should ‘ensure that
community agencies are properly engaged’ before places are
closed.

This is an issue of particular concern to me, because I
have been contacted by a number of people from across
the child protection services sector who have said that
many of these cases are closed far too prematurely,
with the case workers being overridden by their
supervisors. In many instances cases are closed against
the better judgement of case workers, which is
something that I hope the minister, who is now in the
chamber, will have a closer look at.
I am sure the minister is not aware of this, but it is
certainly something that needs to be investigated on a
regional level because it is of major concern to the
people at the coalface. That cases have been closed
prematurely comes time and again in this report, and
that is of major concern. We are dealing with difficult
cases in which there are multiple problems, such as
drug and alcohol abuse and domestic violence, but we
are talking about little children here. That 10 children
under 12 months of age died when under the supposed
support of the department is totally unacceptable.
The recommendations in the report are worth noting
because many of them need urgent action. I hope the
minister will make certain this becomes a priority for
his department, that it looks into these
recommendations, and that he will come back to this
chamber and explain what progress has been made.
Included in the recommendations is recommendation 1:
That the DHS Office for Children progresses the development
of a revised protocol between child protection and disability
services as a priority.

Many of these issues are multifaceted and it is vital that
that link is there. I am absolutely surprised, and it is
shameful that it has not been in place before.
Recommendation 4 is:
That the Child Protection and Family Services Branch, in
collaboration with the Mental Health Services Branch, clarify
roles and responsibilities for case planning in respect of joint
clients who are inpatients of mental health facilities.
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This is another glaringly obvious omission by the
department, where it has not managed to have proper
protocols in place to make certain that these children
are well and truly cared for and protected. It should be
made a matter of immediate urgency to make certain
that these protocols are in place. It is not rocket science
to get these people to work together. It should happen
as a matter of course, and it should happen immediately
so that people do not have to go through a whole heap
of red tape and in the meantime place children at risk. It
is unacceptable and it is shameful that it has got to this
stage. I am certain the minister will have a close look at
it.
Recommendation 7 is:
That the … child protection and family services branch
develops a special assessment guide as an attachment to the
revised Victorian risk framework that incorporates the
accumulation of harms …

Once again, that is a glaringly obvious omission that
should be tightened up as a matter of urgency.

Auditor-General: Giving Victorian Children the
Best Start in Life
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I wish to
make some remarks on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
report Giving Victorian Children the Best Start in Life.
In its introduction the report states:
Early childhood services aim to meet the care, health,
education and development needs of children. They broadly
consist of universal services, which are for the whole
population (maternal and child health services … child care,
kindergartens and school nursing); and secondary and tertiary,
which are for children and families with special needs.

The report refers to the work the Department of Human
Services (DHS) has been doing in recent years. It
specifically details three major initiatives. They are: the
Best Start program, which is focused on forging a
partnership at local levels between service providers,
service users and stakeholders to collectively identify
and better meet local service needs; municipal early
years plans, which are prepared by local government
and aim to provide strategic direction for the
development and coordination of educational, care and
health programs for children up to the age of six; and
children’s centres, which provide single points of
access to a range of services for children — children’s
hubs, as they are commonly known — where families
can access services in a single or connected building in
a family-friendly precinct.
The report acknowledges how vital the early years are
to the development of children throughout their lives. It
also acknowledges how investment in the early years
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reduces the need for remedial education in later years.
Not only does it make sense economically that
investment levels are raised in early childhood but
intellectual capacity is developed more acutely at a
younger age, which builds the foundations for future
education, which of course cannot be made up for later
in life. I am sure all members would agree that the
challenges they might face in learning a language or
picking up a musical instrument for the first time are
much greater now than the challenges they would have
faced if they had been doing those things when they
were only five years old and were able to learn a great
many things very quickly.
These points are especially true when children from
vulnerable backgrounds are affected. This is
particularly so for children from homes where a parent
has a disability, a substance abuse problem, suffers
from a chronic illness or engages in or has been a
victim of violence. These problems are interwoven, so
taking a short-term approach to child care as one
important area in early childhood development is
certainly not the solution on its own.
Briefly on child care, there is a lack of adequately
trained workers in the industry, with reports that 65 per
cent of child-care trainees are failing to complete their
courses. This is compounded by low wages and poor
working conditions for many in child care. Many
highly trained staff in early childhood education choose
careers in preschools or primary schools instead of
child care, which is of course a massive problem,
resulting in high levels of staff turnover. It is limiting
the ability of carers and children to develop strong
attachments, and the ability of children to have strong
relationships with stable caregivers which enhance their
emotional and social development.
The report notes in its conclusion that some evidence,
which was primarily qualitative, indicated that where
successfully implemented, Best Start, the municipal
early years plans and children’s centres contributed to
improved access and participation, although the report
does make some comments in respect of insufficient
quantitative data being available at the local level that
shows directly how the initiatives are contributing to
increased participation in maternal and child health and
kindergarten services.
There are eight recommendations in the report and
some of them deal with this issue. Recommendation 3
is that Department of Human Services, in partnership
with service providers, establish a common statewide
database system for early childhood services across the
state, and recommendation 5 suggests that DHS
develop a data collection framework for Best Start that
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enables consistent local and statewide monitoring and
evaluation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Legislative Council: production of documents
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased this morning to speak about the opinion of
Mr Bret Walker, Senior Counsel, relating to the power
of the Legislative Council to order the production of
documents. The Legislative Council of the
56th Parliament has established two select committees
to examine different matters of public concern.
To clarify the process for the production of documents
from the executive and others, the Leader of the
Opposition moved a motion which was debated in this
place on 14 March. That motion set out a process, inter
alia, to settle any dispute regarding claims of executive
privilege. The ensuing debate centred on the extent and
capacity of the Council to call for the production of
documents from the executive. To quote Mr Davis
during that debate:
It is a matter for this house to govern itself and to make the
rules that would best afford orderly conduct of the business of
this chamber in undertaking its legislative function as well as
its scrutiny of government function.

In support of this assertion Mr Davis cited the
authorities of Egan v. Willis and Egan v. Chadwick.
To summarise the opposing view, Mr Pakula stated in
his contribution:
… the decision in Egan v. Chadwick and the decision in
regard to the Legislative Council of New South Wales are
irrelevant to this debate. The latter is irrelevant because the
New South Wales constitution does not have the same
limitation by reference to the House of Commons in 1855 as
the Victorian constitution.

At the centre of the debate is the effect of the decision
of Egan v. Willis and Egan v. Chadwick on the
Victorian Parliament and this chamber in particular.
Following the debate, the President of the Council, at
the request of the government, sought advice from
respected Senior Counsel Mr Bret Walker about the
powers of the Council and, in effect, the applicability of
the judicial authority. On 4 June Mr Walker provided
that advice. Mr Walker found that the Council does
have an inherent power to call for the production of
documents and that it had the ability to adopt the
sessional order on 14 March. Mr Walker’s opinion
states:
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… a court would regard Egan v. Willis as binding and
applicable judicial authority against the executive.

He went on to say that regardless of its express
constitutional power the Council probably would have
an implied power inherent in the nature of a
parliamentary chamber, as was held for New South
Wales.
If the power exists, as Mr Walker asserts, what does
this mean in practical terms? With regard to executive
privilege, the opinion states:
Where a document is not to be regarded as a cabinet
document, there should be no public interest reason to keep it
from the people’s representatives, the legislators, in the
Council.

With regard to commercial in confidence he states:
It is for the Council to determine, in its assessment of the
public interest, how secrecy of this kind should be observed.

With regard to legal professional privilege, he states:
… it is for the Council to determine what if any delicacy it
should apply in a particular case.

Mr Walker also clarified that, other than members and
officers of the Assembly, the select committees possess
an unfettered right to compel the attendance of all other
persons, including ministerial advisers, to give
evidence; that the select committees act on behalf of the
Council, and, as a consequence, have the full capacity
to use those powers of the Council delegated to them.
In summary, Mr Walker recognised the supremacy of
this duly elected chamber and its capacity to regulate
itself and make all necessary orders regarding its
operation. This capacity comes from both the Victorian
constitution and also the implied power inherent in the
nature of a parliamentary chamber following the
binding authority of Egan v. Willis. This gives the
Council the capacity to demand from the executive the
production of virtually all documents that are not
cabinet-in-confidence documents.

Legislative Council: production of documents
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
wish to speak briefly on the opinion of Mr Bret Walker,
Senior Counsel, on the production of documents. In
paragraph 8 of his opinion he stated that the general
importance of the role of the Legislative Council:
… lies in its capacity to scrutinise the workings of
government, and particularly those of the executive …

He went on to say that this ‘need not be elaborated’ and
that he regards it as ‘beyond serious question’. He also
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stated that the Council does have general powers to
order papers and that there is no precedent for a
successful claim on behalf of the executive to resist all
or any orders for papers. The opinion states:
I confidently predict that a court would regard Egan v. Willis
as binding and applicable judicial authority against the
executive.

In paragraph 20 of his opinion Mr Walker was asked to
comment on, as Mr O’Donohue has outlined in his
statement, whether there were any reasons which might
be claimed in support of the non-production of
documents. In summary his opinion is that there are
very few reasons that the executive could mount in
support of not producing documents.
Paragraph 33 of Mr Walker’s opinion says:
… a select committee acts on behalf of the Council with full
capacity to use those powers of the Council delegated to it.

Paragraph 35 makes the interesting observation:
Arrangements of a familiar kind by which ministers, say, in
the Council have allocated to them responsibility to answer
questions in relation to portfolios whose ministers sit in the
Assembly —

which is a provision we have introduced into the
sessional orders of the Council —
were of some importance in the background to Egan v.
Willis … they are arrangements that recognise the
significance of membership of a house in the compulsion of a
minister to produce in answer to an order for papers.

In summary, I think Mr Walker’s opinion is valuable in
supporting the inherent, implied or actual right of the
Council and committees of the Council to order the
production of documents.

Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria: report 2005
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The report to
the Victorian Parliament for the year 2005 of the
Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria, which operates as the
Cancer Council Victoria, is a no-nonsense,
straightforward account of the objectives and activities
of the council. I congratulate the council on its excellent
work and for an excellent report.
The council has been in existence for 70 years,
providing support to cancer patients as well as
education and research programs. As the report points
out, public surveys show that the work of the council
commands a huge level of respect in the community.
The report says the survey shows that 86 per cent of
members of the Victorian population are aware of some
aspect of the work of the council and indicate that they
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believe the council is trustworthy and performs well.
Some 64 per cent of respondents had made a donation
to the council and understood that the council’s services
were available to cancer sufferers and their families.
The report naturally sets out some important figures
that attest to the serious problem of cancer in the
population. For example, by the age of 75 a third of
Victorians can expect to have a contracted a cancer
other than melanocytic skin cancer. Nearly 29 per cent
of Victorians die of cancer, making it the leading cause
of death, ahead of heart disease. The good news is that
the death rate is falling by about 1 per cent a year, and
whereas 60 years ago only 25 per cent of people with a
serious cancer survived, today nearly 60 per cent
survive, which is a very impressive figure.
The report outlines a useful organisational structure that
identifies the council’s committee structure, the
12 programs undertaken by the council and the
volunteer base of thousands who provide expert advice
as well as assisting with fundraising and providing
support to cancer patients. The council reports that it
also funds biological and clinical research. In fact
during 2005 the council funded 29 research projects
into issues that included the mechanisms that control
cell growth and death, immunology, genetic markers,
the development of cancer treatments and the ways in
which cancers spread through the body. In addition to
these projects the council also funded 12 postgraduate
scholarships, 7 postdoctoral fellowships, 4 major
fellowships and 15 vacation studentships.
The report briefly touches on the wide range of
activities that the council undertakes, including its
tissue bank cooperative committee, which received a
$7 million grant from the Victorian government and the
commitment of the Centre for Clinical Research in
Cancer to facilitating clinical research across Victoria.
The report also mentions the cancer trials management
scheme, which awarded grants totalling three quarters
of a million dollars to 18 cancer treatment centres. The
council also conducts epidemiological and behavioural
research through its Cancer Epidemiology Centre and
the Centre for Behavioural Research in Cancer. The
Cancer Epidemiology Centre monitors the incidence of
cancer and survival and maintains the Victorian cancer
registry. This population-based data enables trends to
be monitored and new research projects to be
formulated. The Centre for Behavioural Research in
Cancer investigates the patterns of cancer risk
behaviour in populations and the development of
cancer-preventing and cancer-promoting behaviours.
Lung cancer is of course a major focus of the Victorian
cancer council. The well-known Quit Victoria is a joint
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initiative of the council, the Victorian Department of
Human Services, National Heart Foundation Australia
and VicHealth. The statistics on tobacco smoking
contained in the report are arresting, notwithstanding
the success achieved in reducing the level of tobacco
smoking in the community. For example, in 2002,
13 per cent of secondary school students aged between
12 and 15 years had smoked in the week before they
were surveyed. The council also supports the VicHealth
Centre for Tobacco Control, SunSmart, PapScreen
Victoria, breast cancer programs, cancer education in
multicultural communities, bowel cancer screening,
obesity prevention, the general practice program and
the men’s cancer program. The men’s program focuses
on prostate cancer, which is an important emerging
issue. There is lots more in this report from one of
Victoria’s most remarkable and successful
organisations. It is an excellent and useful document,
and I commend it to the house.

Auditor-General: Results of Audits
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
rising to give an account of the Auditor-General’s
report on the results of audits, specifically for the
purchase of contaminated land by the Melbourne Port
Corporation (MPC) and also on the raising and
collection of fees and charges by departments, June
2007, it needs to be stressed that the report reveals a
number of systemic failures across government
departments.
In July 2003 the Port of Melbourne Corporation (PMC)
became the successor entity to the Melbourne Port
Corporation. The MPC had previously purchased a
contaminated industrial property in Yarraville for
$13.5 million. However, at the date of the audit the net
value of this site was recorded as a mere $500 000 by
the PMC.
The audit examined whether the MPC had appropriate
internal policies and procedures to evaluate property
purchases and whether an adequate due diligence
process was undertaken. The 10 hectare industrial site
had previously been used for the manufacture and
processing of acid, fertiliser and chemicals, and the
storage of agricultural chemicals. The site had been
contaminated as a result. Who in this chamber would
have been surprised about that?
Estimates of the costs of remediation are substantial,
and as a result the purchase site will have an adverse
financial impact on the PMC. Further, it is concluded
that this outcome primarily resulted from the MPC
proceeding with the purchase of the property without
sufficient knowledge of the environmental condition of
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the site. To further dumbfound the reader, one took in
further audit comment where they highlighted the fact
that the MPC did not undertake a rigorous assessment
of the associated costs, benefits and risks of the land
acquisition. I do not know whether this is a Rip Van
Winkle factor coming to the front again, as we have
seen with other members of the government.
Remarkably, other key findings reveal that the MPC
released the vendor from all responsibility for site
remediation, thus exposing the MPC to significant
future costs. During the due diligence process the
Department of Treasury and Finance did not undertake
a thorough assessment of the proposed purchase in
accordance with government guidelines. If you already
feel that beggars belief, compounding this series of
poor decisions and practices, and a lack of diligence,
the recommendations by the Department of Treasury
and Finance’s own environmental consultant to
determine the condition of the property were not carried
out.
On the question whether the MPC established
appropriate internal policies and procedures to manage
the property purchase, the auditor’s conclusion was that
the MPC had not established appropriate procedures
and controls or conducted a thorough assessment of the
proposed purchase. To the question as to whether the
due diligence process was adequate prior to acquiring
the site, the conclusion is that there was no evidence
that the Department of Treasury and Finance
recommended further assessment of the site or fully
informed the MPC of the risks associated with the
purchase.
I now turn to the second part of the report on the raising
and collection of fees and charges by departments.
Government departments raised over $600 million
annually from fees and user charges. The auditor
examined five departments to assess their
revenue-raising and collection performance. It was
found that the departments had appropriate legal
authority to raise fees and charges and generally
maintained adequate systems and processes to support
their administration. However, it is important to stress
that $6.6 million of user charges were challenged in
terms of appropriate authorisation and validity. Is this
the Robin Hood factor coming into its own again?
Departments questioned were unable to provide the
necessary documentation to demonstrate that they had
complied with the required legal processes to authorise
the current rates charged. Furthermore the auditor was
not able to conclude whether or not fees and charges
examined were determined in accordance with
government policy and guidelines.
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Recommendations included ensuring the authorisation
of all fees and charges in accordance with relevant
legislative and regulatory requirements. In addition, the
establishment of appropriate policies and procedures
for costing, setting and annually reviewing fees and
charges whilst ensuring that the — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Auditor-General: Results of Audits
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I also
wish to speak today on the Auditor-General’s report on
the results of audits on the purchase of contaminated
land by the Melbourne Port Corporation and the raising
and collection of fees and charges by departments. I
would like to acknowledge the importance of the
Auditor-General’s work.
This report shows what happens when due process is
not followed, and how taxpayers will end up paying for
the terrible judgement of the Port of Melbourne
Corporation in buying toxic land. The Port of
Melbourne Corporation bought toxic land for
$13.5 million; it is now worth $500 000. The value of
the clean-up bill is possibly up to $70 million. It gets
better. The corporation went to the extraordinary step of
indemnifying the vendor against costs associated with
contamination. This is not the usual practice when
dealing with contaminated sites.
As a local of the area, I know the history of this toxic
site at Yarraville. For 150 years it has been used for the
making and storing of toxic substances. The land is
contaminated, the groundwater is contaminated and the
building contains asbestos. The only thing that is not on
the site is a nuclear reactor.
Mrs Coote — Just wait!
Ms HARTLAND — No, the Greens will be
picketing against any nuclear reactors.
This report tries to figure out why anyone would buy
the site at all, let alone at an inflated price. The answer
is that the corporation wanted the land for the port, it
was paying for it with taxpayers money and it was
prepared to take any necessary steps. These are the
steps that the Port of Melbourne Corporation took to
make this taxpayer-funded decision. Firstly, the
corporation received a report from its own consultant
who warned the corporation of the site’s toxic legacy
and major clean-up costs. Then the Department of
Treasury and Finance received a report reminding it
that there has been an Environment Protection
Authority pollution abatement notice on the site for six
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years and that the Port of Melbourne would be
responsible for the clean-up costs. As I have stated,
these costs are said to be between $6 million and
$70 million. My experience tells me that it will cost
closer to $70 million. Then the consultant
recommended quarantining some of the known toxic
issues from the contract of sale. The consultant also
recommended further investigations of the
environmental condition of the site. Nothing was done.
The valuer-general weighed in and said that
$13.5 million, the price the land was bought for, was a
least $2 million above the market value, even if the cost
of remediation was borne by the vendor. When the Port
of Melbourne bought the land, it did not tell the
valuer-general it had agreed to absolve the vendor of
liability for contamination. The corporation failed to
fully inform the valuer-general. It failed to get the
approval of the land monitor. It failed to get the
Treasurer’s approval at the time, but then managed to
get it retrospectively one week after the purchase. Why
were the environmental issues swept under the carpet?
The port of Melbourne authority was desperate for this
piece of land to expand the port of Melbourne. It is
desperate to expand the port at all costs. That is also
why the channel deepening inquiry is failing to
consider the effect of more trucks in Yarraville.
There was a well-argued opinion piece in the Age of
Tuesday this week. I work a great deal with the
Maribyrnong truck action group; I respect the group’s
opinions. One of the group’s members, Peter Knight,
reminds us that the channel deepening process is being
pushed ahead in a way that fails to consider the suburbs
that will take the brunt of extra trucks.
The Port of Melbourne Corporation bought this land. It
did not care how toxic it was. The corporation wanted
the land so it could expand the port. In conclusion, we
can only hope that this will not happen again, but I
doubt that. In fact, yesterday I wrote to the
Attorney-General’s office asking it to investigate the
site of the Melbourne Metropolitan Fire Brigade
training college in Burnley because it has very similar
issues as the site in Yarraville.

Victorian Law Reform Commission: assisted
reproductive technology and adoption
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Victorian Law Reform Commission — Final
Report on Assisted Reproductive Technology and
Adoption. In many ways I am part of the in-vitro
fertilisation (IVF) generation that has benefited
enormously from IVF overcoming many infertility
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problems. The procedures are invasive and the process,
particularly for those desperate to have a child, can be
an emotional ordeal. It is an ordeal that can take many
months and one that has its fair share of success and
despair. The IVF process is not for the faint-hearted.
This report looks at the legal and structural framework
within which those desperate to have children operate.
As if prospective parents do not have enough to deal
with, this report concludes that assisted reproduction
and adoption is fraught with legal ambiguity and
complexity. It is often unnecessarily unfair and
breaches federal legislation. For example, the Federal
Court has found that provisions excluding single
women and women in same-sex relationships from
treatment are in breach of the federal Sex
Discrimination Act. Of most concern is the finding that
the governance arrangements may have lost sight of the
most important consideration — that is, the best
interests of the child. The report sets about righting
these wrongs.
The report’s recommendations have been carefully
considered. They are, after all, the product of a process
that has taken nearly four years. It has involved over a
thousand written submissions, included well-attended
public forums. A number of discussion papers have
been produced along the way. The guiding light for the
commission’s review has rightly been the premise that
the best interests of the child are the paramount
consideration. Using this premise, a number of current
practices need to change. The report recommends, for
example, that people convicted of sexual or violent
offences and people who have previously had a child
removed should not have automatic access to treatment.
The report argues that excluding women from treatment
because of their sexual orientation or marital status may
not be in the best interests of the child. This is because
the women may make private arrangements, which
may not involve the donor being screened for genetic
diseases.
The report also looks at the rights of children born to
lesbian couples. The report finds that those children do
not have the same rights and protections as other
children. Having only the birth mother on the birth
certificate means the other partner may escape
obligations to ensure that the children are cared for
financially and otherwise, are educated and are
protected. The child also has no right to that parent’s
deceased estate. The report recommends that non-birth
mothers should be registered as parents on the child’s
birth certificate.
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The report makes a case for change in the interests of
the child — a case for change that has been made
successfully in other states, where changes in line with
those recommended in this report have been made. In
many ways the changes recommended in this report
will bring us into line with other states.
I am pleased to see that the Australian reported in June
that the Prime Minister sees merit in moving towards
national consistency in IVF and adoption reform. I am
sure the Prime Minister’s support for the direction of
the report will be welcomed by those involved in the
report.
In summary, the report finds that the law in relation to
assisted reproductive technology has fallen behind. It
has fallen behind the federal laws and behind the laws
of other states, and most critically, it has fallen behind
in terms of defending the rights of children. This is a
compelling, thorough and well-argued report. It
correctly views this very contentious area through the
eyes of the most vulnerable: the children.

South West Institute of TAFE: report 2006
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I take this
opportunity to speak to the South West Institute of
TAFE annual report 2006. In doing so I would like to
commend the institute on its long and proud history of
vocational education under five entities over nearly
50 years, starting in 1958 when the former
Warrnambool Technical College was formed. In 1969
the new entity, the Warrnambool Institute of Advanced
Education, was formed. In 1984 TAFE officially
became a separate entity and in 1990 the South West
College of TAFE was established.
On 1 August 1995 the South West Institute of TAFE
was further constituted, and in that period of time since
its coming into being, major rebuilding has taken place.
We are currently in the second of a two-stage
development, the first one having been completed in
2005 and the second one to be completed in 2008. We
look forward to that, which will then see the institute
being a major TAFE provider throughout the
south-west, serving an area of 23 365 square kilometres
and a population of over 120 000 people.
The director’s report was furnished by Barrie Baker.
Barrie has been the chief executive officer and director
of TAFE for some 22 years at Warrnambool — a
fantastic effort — and a lot of these changes have taken
place under Barrie’s direction. In saying that, I point out
that today there are 2 million student contact hours
across 11 423 students from across this vast area. I have
to say that through the colleges that TAFE supports in
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the south-west we now have a staff complement of
292 staff members across four campuses, the major one
being at Warrnambool with others at Portland,
Hamilton and more recently Glenormiston.
At Hamilton, under Maurice Molan, an excellent
opportunity has been offered to regional students.
TAFE has had the capacity to offer opportunities to
groups of students at outreach centres. I know that
Maurice, through the Hamilton campus, has had an
outreach centre at Coleraine, for instance, where a
certificate IV in agriculture course held in the old shire
buildings there has been well attended and has achieved
good results. TAFE offers the opportunity to do this
sort of course to regional students.
Amanda Hennessey at Portland has also done a
marvellous job there in building up the TAFE centre to
something that is now certainly recognised as a major
campus of TAFE in the south-west, at the South West
Institute of TAFE. The more recent one is at
Glenormiston, which is being capably managed by
Linda Wilkie Bell. This is the successor of what was
run by Melbourne University in the past, where short
courses were offered for regional education, especially
in agriculture at Glenormiston, but I regret that both
Glenormiston and Longerenong in Western Victoria
have now changed hands to further successive bodies;
and, as we appreciate, Glenormiston is now under the
South West Institute of TAFE.
I turn to the major concern with Glenormiston. It is a
marvellous campus, with a very proud history. It is set
on some 400 hectares of land, which was a former dairy
farm, and it has a marvellous horse course. Instead of
using this campus and its facilities for a learning centre,
the government plans to spend a further $3 million on
building further accommodation, which will only
duplicate what is currently there.
As recently as last Saturday I was disappointed to read
an article by the president of the South West Institute of
TAFE council, Mr David Jones, where he expressed his
concern at this duplication and waste of money, saying
he believed that $3 million could be expended far better
across regional education in Victoria, no less than in the
South West Institute of TAFE at Warrnambool.
I congratulate all those in Warrnambool, Portland,
Hamilton and Glenormiston for their work over the last
12 months.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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South West Institute of TAFE: report 2006
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I also rise to speak on the South West
Institute of TAFE annual report 2006. When I looked at
the report it became very apparent to me that the South
West Institute of TAFE has a very well-established
reputation. It is financially secure, it is committed to
regional sustainability, and it will continue to grow and
provide investment in the region. The institute is of
critical importance in the south-west, particularly in
relation to our being able to address the skill shortages
that we currently face. It will keep us well equipped
into the future.
With respect to the vocational education and training in
schools program, the South West Institute of TAFE
continues to be the main vocational provider for
secondary schools in the south-west region and beyond.
In 2006 a total of 773 students was enrolled in areas
satisfying the Victorian certificate of applied learning
and Victorian certificate of education requirements.
Training delivery in 2006 focused on a number of
areas. Through the government-funded training plan we
saw 11.3 per cent in general manufacturing, 11.2 per
cent in business services, 10.7 per cent in community
services and health, 10.1 per cent in tourism and
hospitality, 9.6 per cent in cultural and recreation,
8.9 per cent in electorate technology and
communications, 8.1 per cent in building and
construction, 8.1 per cent in primary and forest and
6.1 per cent in metals and engineering.
It is clear that South West Institute of TAFE is
absolutely an engine for skills development in the area
and is a major contributor in getting young people to
stay in the region so they can build businesses, create
new prospects and bring up families. The institute also
has a variety of campuses in the area that Mr Koch has
mentioned: Portland, Hamilton, Warrnambool at the
Timor Street campus, the Deakin University campus
and of course Glenormiston.
In the 2006–07 Victorian budget approval was given
for $11 million for stage 3 of the building project at the
Warrnambool campus. The plans for that are before the
council, and we are waiting for the project to kick off to
provide exceptional opportunities in Warrnambool. The
Office of Training and Tertiary Education has
contributed $500 000 to be spread over a number of
projects at the institute, including completion of works
at the Deakin University site, where the institute runs
trade programs. It is interesting to note that the institute
spends an enormous amount of resources in the area of
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student support, not just at its campuses but also out in
the community.
I would like to pick up on the work conducted with the
local indigenous communities and with the Koori
education program. The report cites a number of
successes the institute has had in this area, and this will
grow as the popularity of the institute increases and
trust is built up between the local indigenous
communities and various institute campuses in the area.
In short, the community links far outweigh what was
originally expected, but a number of people in the
institute have made sure it is a continuing, growing
priority. I look forward to developing a very good
working relationship with the new chief executive
officer, Mr Piper. I commend this report.

Auditor-General: Promoting Better Health
through Healthy Eating and Physical Activity
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution on the
Auditor-General’s report on promoting better health
through healthy eating and physical activity. The report
paints a very bad picture of the future of our
community if successive governments do not take note
of where we stand in respect of the health of children
and adults alike. I know the government has been doing
the best it can through the Go for Your Life program,
and the report makes reference to that. It also talks
about coordination between the federal and state
governments in providing a better understanding
among those in the community to ensure that obesity
does not become an epidemic, which is a situation that
is currently faced by many developed countries.
In an interesting program I watched the other night it
was said that children in Australia are now the fourth
worst in being overweight or obese. It is important to
put on the record exactly what happens when that
occurs. We know that major threats to good health are
avoidable. The Auditor-General has made note of that.
It is no use having road and other systems in place if the
people who use those are sitting in hospital beds or are
literally sick at home because of their physical
condition. Physical inactivity, unhealthy eating and
being overweight are the most important preventable
causes of chronic disease. The report notes that
unfortunately there has been a huge increase in the
incidence of type 2 diabetes, heart disease and many
types of cancer. Whilst a report from the Cancer
Council Victoria mentions the decline in cancer, other
types of illness are taking over. Type 2 diabetes is
insidious, and its effect on the community has been
quite significant in recent years.
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Some figures might be of relevance to the discussion.
The number of Victorians now living with diabetes
increased by 55 per cent between 2001 and 2006,
driven by the diagnosis of an additional 68 000 cases of
type 2 diabetes. I have not included the figures for
type 1 diabetes, which is an even worse disease. It is a
stark fact that hospital admissions for diabetes
complications have more than doubled over the same
period. Of greater concern for the impact it will have on
future budgets is the fact that the annual health cost of
diabetes has risen from $361 million in 2001 to
$637 million in 2006. The Auditor-General paints a
very bad picture for the future. He says that on current
trends, by 2015 costs will exceed $1 billion just to treat
type 2 diabetes, not including heart and other
conditions.
The report goes into quite lengthy detail about the
relationships that are occurring across the various
agencies and departments. VicHealth, of which I am a
board member, is obviously part of that, and it is
looking forward to ensuring that those relationships are
being dealt with.
I think the bottom line of the Auditor-General’s report
is in the recommendations within chapter 7 — that is,
there needs to be more of a collective approach to the
distribution of information about obesity and illnesses
that are a direct result of unhealthy living. Clearly, great
work is being done by the Department of Human
Services, by VicHealth and by the Department for
Victorian Communities to try to work together to solve
the crisis confronting us.
I know some measures have been taken in schools,
which have already been spoken about. I know areas
have been identified where diabetes has a greater attack
rate. Also, some of the approaches in disadvantaged
areas and in Aboriginal health — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Victorian Office of Multicultural Affairs:
achievements in multicultural affairs 2004–05
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise
with pleasure to speak about the Victorian
government’s achievements in multicultural affairs
from a report spanning the years 2005–06. The first
amazing fact that comes to light is that over
30 000 people settled in Victoria during 2005 and
2006 — almost a quarter of the migration intake for the
whole of Australia. This is positive proof that Victoria
is definitely the state to live in.

1915

There are two ways that migrants can come to
Australia: the migration program and the humanitarian
program. The migration program has strict intake
requirements for skilled workers, family migrants
sponsored by current residents and citizens, and those
people who have left our shores and wish to return on a
permanent basis.
The humanitarian program is open to refugees in
special humanitarian need. In conjunction with the
humanitarian program, the Refugee Health and
Wellbeing Action Plan was also established to facilitate
the health, housing and social needs of those refugees
who have fled from a war-torn country. A $4.7 million
refugee support package was introduced which
incorporates two initiatives: the refugee brokerage
package, which assists refugees to access services and
increases their participation within the broader
community; the refugee health nurses program saw the
establishment of 4.5 full-time community-based nurses
across six metropolitan and two regional locations to
ensure increased access to health services by refugees.
Across many government agencies multilingual
brochures were provided to migrants, informing them
of their rights and obligations and also outlining
available community services, together with
information about interpreters, who are able to assist
migrants of all languages in their endeavours to settle in
their newly adopted country of choice.
Religious tolerance has been a key feature of programs
organised by the Department for Victorian
Communities. This is a crucial element in educating
and promoting religious tolerance within our wider
community in an effort to make migrants feel part of a
welcoming society. Migrants bring diversity and culture
with them when they reach our shores. The government
has promoted and will continue to promote migrant
programs that enrich the tapestry of Victorian life by an
acceptance of the differences that make all of us
special.
The government has invested many millions of dollars
within our migrant population. Victorians may ask,
‘What do we get out of all of this?’. The answer is
simple: a harmonious, peaceful coexistence of people
from all over the globe — working, living and growing
Australia’s economy together to make our state the
place to be for many generations to come. I commend
the multicultural affairs report to the house.
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Auditor-General: Promoting Better Health
through Healthy Eating and Physical Activity
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My contribution today will be on Promoting Better
Health through Healthy Eating and Physical Activity,
the Victorian Auditor-General’s report. The issue of
healthy eating and physical activity is increasingly
becoming important in our lifestyle. Our lifestyle, I
think it is fair to say, over the last 30 or 40 years has
gone through a rapid transformation. We are now far
more sedentary; we certainly do not move around as
much. More people have cars, and more people sit
around all day, watching TV and playing computer
games.
They have really been disincentives for people to go
outside and partake in the physical activity that people
used to do. Young children in particular are less likely
these days to go outside and kick the football around or
do some of the more traditional things that children
used to do. Instead, they sit around the TV and play
computer games all day. This is a bit of a problem that
is hard to address. We are, after all, living in a
democracy and our civil liberties are pretty important to
us. It is hard for the state to regulate this type of
behaviour, but what we can do as a society is put this
issue on the agenda. To be fair, governments
throughout Australia are increasingly promoting a
healthier lifestyle.
This report has seven parts. The first is the executive
summary containing the heading ‘Background, scope
and objectives’. The second part comes under the
heading ‘About health promotion — promoting
physical activity and healthy eating’. The third part of
the report has the heading ‘Risks posed by physical
inactivity and unhealthy eating’. I will get back to that
particular section in a minute. The fourth section comes
under the heading ‘Health promotion for local
communities’. The fifth section comes under the
heading ‘Health promotion for Aboriginal people’. This
is also a very interesting section, but due to time
constraints I will not be able to go into details here
today, but I recommend members read that part. The
sixth part of the report has the heading ‘Health
promotion for school students’, and it is also a very
interesting section. The seventh part has the heading
‘Strengthening the approach to health promotion’.
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their lifestyles. These behaviours have led to many
adults and children putting on weight and greater
numbers becoming overweight or obese. These trends
are having a significant and growing impact on the
number of Victorians with a chronic condition,
particularly among more disadvantaged groups.
Urgent action is needed to prevent the continued
escalation of the burden imposed by these preventable
chronic conditions, which result in higher health-care
costs and reduced productivity. I will be referring to a
graph later on in my contribution.
Victoria currently allocates less than 1 per cent of its
current health spending to health promotion, and the
costs of treating chronic conditions is rapidly
increasing — for example, the audit estimated that the
direct cost of diabetes in Victoria has risen from
$361 million in 2001 to $637 million in 2006, and on
current trends it will reach $1 billion within 10 years. It
is the issue of diabetes to which I now turn.
Diabetes is covered in detail in section 3.4 of the report
under the heading ‘Need for urgent action to prevent
the continued escalation of preventable chronic
conditions’. The rise in type 2 diabetes and the need for
urgent action was identified as a health priority in 1996.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (DNA DATABASE)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Lenders tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities 2006, I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Crimes Amendment (DNA
Database) Bill 2007.
In my opinion, the Crimes Amendment (DNA Database) Bill
2007, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
with the human rights protected by the charter. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill

I now turn to section 3 of the report. I will take the
house through some of the key findings of this section.
The risk factors of physical inactivity and unhealthy
eating have grown in importance over the last 30 years,
as I mentioned in my introduction, because of changes
in society and how people have responded by adapting

The bill makes a range of largely technical amendments to the
DNA provisions of the Crimes Act 1958 to enable Victoria to
participate effectively in automatic national DNA data
matching through the National Criminal Investigation DNA
Database (NCIDD).
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NCIDD has been in place since 2003. It was designed to
enable jurisdictions to use a single national system to match
DNA data across jurisdictions. While it was intended that the
existing legislative framework would allow for the full use of
NCIDD, various procedural and legislative difficulties have
arisen in relation to the sharing of DNA information between
Australian jurisdictions. These difficulties have led to delays
in the full operation of the NCIDD system.

present. Arguably, therefore, the bill engages the ‘privacy’
aspect of this section of the charter.

Currently, Victoria is able to engage in DNA matching with
other jurisdictions on a bilateral basis. For example, Victoria
can approach another jurisdiction requesting that a check be
made to determine if there is a match between, say, a
Victorian crime scene sample and another jurisdiction’s
offender samples. If such a match is made, Victoria can then
ask for identifying information to be provided, if available, in
relation to the other jurisdiction’s sample.

This aspect of the section provides that no interference with
privacy can take place except if the law permits it.

What NCIDD offers is a streamlined and automated system
that allows checks to be made across all participating
jurisdictions simultaneously. The NCIDD system offers
significant efficiencies that will assist in the early
identification not only of suspects in criminal matters, but also
missing persons and disaster victims.

As indicated above, while NCIDD contains DNA
information, it does not contain any other identifying
information, such as a person’s name. Accordingly, while the
bill will facilitate a greater degree of matching between
jurisdictions, it does not alter arrangements for what occurs
once a match has taken place. Jurisdictions will still be
required to exchange any identifying information in
accordance with the existing legislative regime.

While NCIDD contains DNA information, it does not contain
any other identifying information, such as a person’s name.
Once a match has been made through NCIDD, it is
incumbent on the jurisdictions involved to provide identifying
information in relation to that match to each other in
accordance with each jurisdiction’s legislative framework.
In summary, the bill:
provides for the legal recognition of NCIDD as a
separate legal entity and distinguishes it from the
Victorian (and other states’) databases
changes the matching table which governs which types
of sample may be compared to other samples, to remove
anomalies and broaden the range of permissible matches
broadens the Attorney-General’s powers to enter into
agreements with other jurisdictions in relation to the
sharing of DNA information, ensuring such agreements
are broad enough to allow NCIDD to operate to its full
capacity and to match samples automatically
updates the oversight and enforcement powers
makes a range of consequential amendments to ensure
that the balance of the legislation is consistent with the
new arrangements.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
While these amendments do not directly interfere with the
privacy of individuals, they will allow for more efficient
automatic DNA data matching with participating Australian
jurisdictions. As such, these amendments are expected to
result in more DNA matches being made than are made at

To comply with section 13(a), the charter requires that a
person’s privacy must not be unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
Unlawful interference

The bill will allow for more matches to be made with samples
in other jurisdictions than can currently be made. The precise
details of the types of samples that can be matched
(e.g. suspect versus a crime scene, or missing person versus a
disaster victim) are set out in the legislation.

All of the existing safeguards in relation to the taking, storage,
use and disposal of DNA samples remain unaffected by this
bill.
The offence provisions in the legislation have been broadened
by this bill so that they can apply to any misuse of
information obtained from Victorian samples in other
jurisdictions, as well as in Victoria.
Any ‘interference’ with privacy under this bill is therefore
permitted by the law.
Arbitrary interference
This aspect of the section provides an additional requirement
that no interference with privacy can take place if it is
arbitrary.
This bill will assist in more efficient interjurisdictional use of
DNA technology. As such, it may assist in resolving crime, in
exculpating (as well as inculpating) suspects, and in
identifying missing persons and disaster victims.
In providing clear parameters around the matches that can be
made with other jurisdictions, with suitable safeguards in the
form of offences for any breaches of what is permissible, the
bill ensures that any interference with privacy will be
reasonable in the particular circumstances.
Any ‘interference’ with privacy under this bill is therefore not
arbitrary.
Conclusion
The Crimes Amendment (DNA Database) Bill 2007 is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities on the basis that it does not provide for
unlawful or arbitrary interference with a person’s privacy,
which is the only right in the charter that is potentially
engaged by the bill.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MP
Minister for Planning
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS (Minister
for Education).
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill will enable Victoria to participate in national DNA
data matching through the National Criminal Investigation
DNA Database (NCIDD).
The NCIDD system, which enables DNA samples from
participating jurisdictions to be automatically matched
through a single database, has been partially operational since
2003. While it was intended that the existing legislative
framework would allow for the full use of NCIDD, various
procedural and legislative difficulties have arisen in relation
to the sharing of DNA information between Australian
jurisdictions. This bill will assist in addressing these
difficulties.
In May 2006 a Standing Committee of Attorneys-General
(SCAG) working group met and agreed on the amendments
that needed to be made to commonwealth legislation to
facilitate full interjurisdictional sharing of DNA information.
The commonwealth has now passed the necessary amending
legislation, the Crimes Act Amendment (Forensic
Procedures) Act (No. 1) 2006. Other jurisdictions, such as
New South Wales and South Australia, have also passed
legislation to enable them to engage in matching through the
NCIDD system.
Currently Victoria is able to engage in DNA matching with
other jurisdictions on a bilateral basis. For example, Victoria
can approach another jurisdiction requesting that a check be
made to determine if there is a match between, say, a
Victorian crime scene sample and another jurisdiction’s
offender samples. If such a match is made, Victoria can then
ask for identifying information to be provided, if available, in
relation to the other jurisdiction’s sample.
What NCIDD offers is a streamlined and automated system
that allows checks to be made across all participating
jurisdictions simultaneously. The NCIDD system offers
significant efficiencies that will assist in the early
identification not only of suspects in criminal matters, but also
missing persons and disaster victims.
While NCIDD contains DNA information, it does not contain
any other identifying information, such as a person’s name.
Once a match has been made through NCIDD, it is
incumbent on the jurisdictions involved to provide identifying
information in relation to that match to each other in
accordance with each jurisdiction’s legislative framework.
In summary, the bill:
provides for the legal recognition of NCIDD as a
separate legal entity and distinguishes it from the
Victorian (and other states) DNA databases;
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changes the matching table which governs which types
of sample may be compared to other samples, to remove
anomalies and broaden the range of permissible
matches;
broadens the Attorney-General’s powers to enter into
agreements with other jurisdictions in relation to the
sharing of DNA information, ensuring such agreements
are broad enough to allow NCIDD to operate to its full
capacity and to match samples automatically;
updates the oversight and enforcement powers;
makes a range of consequential amendments to ensure
that the balance of the legislation is consistent with the
new arrangements.
In enabling Victoria to commence using NCIDD, this bill
provides an important practical step forward in pursuing
DNA matches across Australia. As such, it will assist in
solving crimes more efficiently, as well as offering better
opportunities to identify missing persons and disaster victims.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mrs Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

APPROPRIATION (2007/2008) BILL and
BUDGET PAPERS 2007–08
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 June; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) and
Mr LENDERS’s motion:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2007–08.

Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to support the budget that we are debating; sometimes
we are debating two different budgets in this house.
There has been a range of bizarre and hysterical,
fact-free tirades from the other side. I have reviewed
Hansard over the years and have found that the same
bizarre, fact-free tirades are raised regardless of the
content of the budget. I guess we will have to come to
expect that.
When I saw the content of the budget it seemed pretty
clear to me that it delivered on all the basics of a good
budget. It has a strong surplus. Despite that, it also
delivered important tax cuts. It increased investment in
a very substantial way, and it delivered on the promises
on which this government was re-elected, most notably
a massive commitment to rebuilding schools and,
perhaps for bonus points, we had a positive surprise in
the sense of a massive commitment to social and public
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housing of half a billion dollars beyond what people
might have expected.
I have to say that I was expecting, when the budget was
announced, that it would have some pretty strong and
positive reviews as a general rule, and that is indeed
what happened in the world outside this chamber. In the
outside world, where people actually think about how
these things affect their lives and whether or not we did
what we said we were going to do, we got a pretty good
run. Inside this chamber we got the same hysterical,
fact-free tirades that we get regardless of what we do.
Just to confirm that let me just give some examples of
the sorts of responses we got from the outside world. I
will start at the prudential level, with the ratings
agencies, which have the job of making sure that they
are confident that the government can meet its
obligations and is not putting itself in financial duress.
Standard and Poor’s said, contrary to the nonsense we
have heard from the other side:
The strength of the government’s forecast operating
performance and balance sheet enables the state to
comfortably manage a projected increase in net debt due to an
expanded capital program.

It is not exactly World War III from Standard and
Poor’s; in fact it seemed to pass fairly comfortably
through its screens.
Moving down to the next tier of commentary on the
prudence or otherwise of a budget I suppose you would
go to the business community. The Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VECCI) had the following thing to say:
This year’s budget maintains the government’s commitment
to responsible economic management … this will assist in
underpinning business and investor confidence going
forward.

Further:
General government net debt will increase to fund major
infrastructure projects … equivalent to 2.9 per cent of gross
state product (GSP). However, the level of net debt will
remain below that experienced in recent times — 3.1 per cent
in 1999 —

under the previous government —
and 15.9 per cent in 1995.
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This budget is helping. Of course no-one can help the
drought, and that is not helping anybody, but the
relatively high Australian dollar and recent interest rate
rises — and of course the two are related — are
courtesy of the federal government. Unfortunately the
only problems anyone can do anything about have
come from Canberra, if you understand what VECCI is
talking about.
Ray Cummings, a partner at Pitcher Partners, who
obviously advises businesses and others on their
obligations and opportunities, said:
Comparatively, land tax for properties up to $4 million in
Victoria is much better than other states, which is good news
for small to medium-sized business enterprises.

When you hear the hysterical nonsense from the other
side about telephone book numbers and the world
coming to an end, that does not appear to be reflected in
the outside world. Indeed the Australian Industry Group
said:
This is a sound and prudent state budget that improves
competitiveness in Victoria, builds new industrial capacity
and invests in future productivity.

And one more for good measure, the Master Builders
Association said:
We are also glad to note the government has used debt
financing to invest in Victoria’s substantial infrastructure
backlog. In sound economic times, we support the
government borrowing funds to build Victoria’s future — a
key recommendation in our pre-budget submission.

Those are some of the comments from the outside
world on what observers thought of our budget. But it
does not stop there — that is just the business
community and the ratings agencies, although
obviously they are critically important when looking at
the economic responsibility of the budget — because
the support for our budget was more broadly based. An
editorial in the Age reports:
Business, unions and social welfare agencies generally
welcomed the budget, but the opposition warned that
Mr Brumby was pursuing a dangerous strategy by pushing
the state further into debt.
However, the international ratings agency Standard and
Poor’s said last night that the projected increase in net debt …
posed no threat to Victoria’s AAA credit rating.

We did not seem to be hearing major concerns from
VECCI. Indeed it also said:

Similarly, the Australian Financial Review carried the
headlines ‘Robust finances well managed’ and
‘Brumby budget a win for business’, and so it went on.

The 10 per cent cut in WorkCover premiums will help the
overwhelming majority of businesses, particularly those
affected by the continuing drought, a relatively high
Australian dollar and recent interest rate rises.

I am not saying this is a perfect budget — no budget is.
We live in the real world where we have a range of
complex demands that have to be satisfied from limited
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resources. We try to do that to the best of our ability
and satisfy the promises on which this government was
overwhelmingly re-elected. It seems that the outside
world, after reviewing whether we have done what we
have said we were going to do and whether what we are
doing is prudent, has given us a big tick of approval.
Similarly, and importantly, according to Cath Smith
from VCOSS (Victorian Council of Social Service), the
community sector’s peak body, ‘Public and community
housing is the winner in this year’s budget’.
That is just a brief preview of the sorts of response that
this budget has received out there in the real world. If
you read Hansard it is difficult to comprehend why we
have had such a hysterical response from the
opposition, except perhaps that it is because of its
misery at continuing to occupy the opposition benches,
which they will continue to do until they do the work,
look seriously at the challenges that this state faces and
put forward detailed and thoughtful policy responses.
I have been listening to the economic gibberish from
the other side, and I have been asking myself — I am
new to this place; it is not always easy to work out how
everything works — ‘Do they really believe this
nonsense or are they just trying to hoodwink the voting
public?’. I have to say that to date I had given them the
benefit of the doubt; I assumed they were just liars. But
now I realise that I am wrong. I realise that they are true
believers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member should
correct me if I am wrong, but did he say they were
liars?
Mr THORNLEY — I said that I thought they were,
President, but that I now realise I was wrong, because I
have just got hold of a hot story. There is a surprise leak
from the Nobel prize committee in Stockholm. It tells
us that not only are those on the opposite side true
believers but that they will be awarded the next Nobel
prize in economics for inventing a new science called
Torynomics — that is right, Torynomics. Move over
Milton Friedman and monetarism, move over James
Buchanan and public choice theory, move over Gary
Becker and human capital — after all, they do not
believe in those on the other side. Torynomics is
something that really is revolutionising — —
Mrs Coote — You can do better than this!
Mr THORNLEY — I was hoping to get a rise;
thank you. Torynomics is revolutionising economics,
and it is about to be recognised by the highest authority.
I am happy to say that I can also reveal that professors
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Guy, Davis and Peulich will be the winners of this
year’s Torynomics Nobel prize — outstanding stuff.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THORNLEY — I hear howls of outrage from
members on the other side, who think it could not
possibly be true that such fine thinkers would get a
Nobel prize in economics, but it is. I would like to
outline the three key precepts of Torynomics that have
driven this outstanding award. The first one is this: the
numbers always get bigger. I have to confess that
initially this did not seem like news to me. I had noticed
that numbers get bigger over time. You only have to
look at house prices, wage levels, the size of the
economy and share prices to realise that is the case.
On average numbers get bigger over time. I suppose
most of us thought that was a normal thing but
apparently that is not the case, apparently that is
incontrovertible evidence of economic
mismanagement. I must confess that I have only seen
the citation; I have not seen the detail. But why it is
evidence of economic mismanagement at a state level
but not at a federal level is unclear to me; nevertheless,
it is. Here was I thinking that the numbers go up by
about 6 per cent a year, all things being equal, given
3 per cent growth and 3 per cent inflation, which means
that they double about every 12 years, and that the real
issue was what the composition of the numbers was and
whether the proportions of things were getting bigger or
smaller or whatever. But now I realise that just the
simple fact of the numbers doubling every 10 or
12 years is evidence of mismanagement — or at least it
is at one level of government, if not at another.
That was pretty interesting stuff for me. But I think the
more interesting insight into Torynomics is the second
one. It has a rather uncomfortable acronym that I do not
think will be a good brand in the future — that is,
OMGIDFI. When I spell it out in full you will
understand why it has got lively attention from the
Nobel prize committee. OMGIDFI stands for — and I
think you have to say it with some drama — ‘Oh my
God, it’s debt-funded investment!’. This discovery
ranks alongside the discovery of nuclear fusion and is
possibly the most shocking, frightening and
irresponsible thing ever invented by humankind.
Imagine the implications, imagine the screaming
headlines, such as ‘Family goes into debt to buy house’.
What a shock! We have debt-funded investment. We
have never heard of it before!
Mr Barber interjected.
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Mr THORNLEY — Mr Barber raised a point about
BHP Billiton. I think this is a serious concern! I think
that up until this Nobel prize the shareholders of BHP
Billiton would probably have been reasonably happy
that their share prices had trebled in the previous five
years, but once they understand, as Mr Barber quite
rightly pointed out, that ‘Oh my God, it’s debt-funded
investment!’, they are going to be rising in the streets. It
will not be safe to come out of the company’s
headquarters in Lonsdale Street.
I happen to have here copies of the summary financials
from a few BHP Billiton annual reports. I looked at it
and at first I could not believe it myself. I thought,
‘How can these guys do what they are doing? Let me
see: revenue for the year ending June 2006 was about
$32 billion. And right there on the next page, as plain as
the eye can see — I cannot believe that people have not
seen this before — under non-current liabilities, there
are interest-bearing liabilities of $7.6 billion, and under
current liabilities, a further $1.368 billion in
interest-bearing liabilities — some 28 per cent of
revenue in debt’. It almost reminds me of Bolte’s
Bolsheviks, which I spoke of yesterday. Bolte’s
Bolsheviks had nearly 60 per cent of state GSP (gross
state product) in debt at one stage. Fortunately for all of
us they were not aware of the new science of
Torynomics, which makes all of this apparently
irresponsible.
I thought that maybe BHP was just losing its way
lately, and that it had got a bit cocky as it was doing
very well, that maybe it had just started piling on the
debt when it lost its discipline, so I went back and
checked. I looked at its 2002 annual report. It showed
revenue of about $15.9 billion. It is a little harder to
read in the old format, but I take it that the non-current
creditors, I presume of more than one year’s duration,
were at just under $6 billion. There was a further set of
short-term creditors, but some of them were probably
trade creditors. To be conservative, let me just take the
long-term creditors — $6 billion over $15 billion. Lo
and behold, five years ago the company’s debt level
was higher. Five years ago it had a ratio of nearly
38 per cent debt — at least on that conservative reading
of the accounts — to revenue. What happened? As
Torynomics might predict, complete disaster
occurred — the stock price trebled.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — It is not safe to be at the
headquarters of BHP; its shareholders will be rioting in
the streets. That is the second precept of Torynomics.
The third one — —
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Mr Leane interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — I am glad Mr Leane asked
what the third precept is. The third precept is true
innovation. Innovation is, as members well know, the
application of knowledge from one field to another
field and is not necessarily an invention. This is not an
invention, but it is a very clever application of
knowledge to another field. In this case it comes from
the world of the marketing of soap powder and other
things known as fast-moving consumer goods, or
FMCGs, and it is the concept of branding. The thing
about a brand is, as I know honourable members would
know, that you can take a relatively bland thing and by
adding a brand to it you add value to it. You can take
soap that is made by the same factory in the same way,
and if you put the no-name brand on it, you can sell it
for a certain amount, and if you put some fancy brand
on it, you can sell it for a lot more. The brand adds
value.
The concept of branding is commonly understood and
started with Sunlight Soap about 100 years ago. The
Americans mastered this stuff and really still own the
core competence in relation to it, but they may not have
realised the capacity to use this knowledge in a different
field — in this case, the otherwise arcane field of
federal-state financial relations. Simply by adding a
brand you can add enormous value to something. Who
would have thought it? Members will see the genius of
this in a moment, because this is really outstanding and
innovative stuff that is certainly worthy of a Nobel
citation.
The federal government has been collecting most of the
tax in this country for longer than any of us have been
alive, and it has fed a portion of it back to the states —
there is not much news there. There is no-one out there
in the real world who could tell you the no-name name
it used to give the payments to the states, so they did
not really miss them when they were gone. There were
no howls of protest when the feds suddenly stopped
paying the no-name payments to the states. Why were
there no howls of protest? Because those no-name
payments were replaced with a payment that had a
brand name — something that everyone had heard of; it
is called the GST. All of a sudden you would think this
was the fiscal equivalent of the virgin birth. Suddenly
the feds are paying a pile of money to the states, like
that had never happened before. Suddenly the states
are — I had better repeat the exact brand name to get
this right — awash with cash, because they are getting
the same amount as they always got, or actually a little
bit less as a share of the pie, but it has got a brand name
so it must be worth more.
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I congratulate the Tories on understanding the power of
branding — you convert a no-name payment to the
states to a brand-name payment to the states, actually
reduce it as a share of the total pie, and yet tell the
world the states have got some fantastic new deal, and
best as I can ascertain a good portion of the world is
actually believing them. Unfortunately some of the
former real economists, the people who lived in the
world before the citation for Torynomics, did not find
this quite so convincing, but I am sure they will be set
right once the Nobel committee has brought down its
judgement in the formal proceedings.
There is a fellow called Rory Robertson from a
little-known outfit called the Macquarie Bank, who
seemed to think that the new brand-name deal did not
really change the underlying economics, and I quote:
… the strongly rising tax base in recent years still means
‘Costello almost certainly now holds the record as Australia’s
biggest taxing Treasurer… Canberra’s revenue/GDP ratio
appears to be at or around multi-decade highs, on any credible
measure’.
… if we strip out the GST revenue the commonwealth is
providing the states to compensate for their loss of other
funding as part of tax reform earlier this decade, ‘Canberra’s
effective funding of the states is only 5.1 per cent of GDP, a
three-decade low’.

Fortunately Mr Robertson will be set right by the Nobel
committee, seeing the wider brand of wisdom and the
genius of the innovation of branding in the new world.
There are a number of other things that I want to take
note of in getting back out into the real world, away
from the black-tie events and the million-dollar prize
for the Nobel peace prize. I want to start talking about
what really happens out on the ground when a budget
arrives and starts delivering on the promises that we
made. In my own electorate of Southern
Metropolitan — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — Mrs Coote is interjecting
vigorously and I am sure that she, like me, is pleased to
see some of the important investments in the Southern
Metropolitan Region — for example, the stage 2
redevelopment of Bentleigh Secondary College, which
is a $6.2 million commitment; a complete
redevelopment of the facilities at Elsternwick Primary
School, of which I have spoken before, which is a
$4.3 million commitment; the modernisation of the
Roberts McCubbin Primary School, which is a
$6.19 million commitment; a range of new traffic lights
in Ashburton — important stuff — at $400 000; the
whole Yarra bike trail and Gardiners Creek trail
upgrades as part of a $4 million initiative to support the
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bike-riding community and that valuable health-giving
and environmentally sustainable mode of transport; and
obviously the very important stage 2 redevelopment of
Caulfield General Medical Centre for $28 million.
I admit these sorts of things may not be as much fun in
this chamber, where we can have hysterical debates and
earn ourselves Nobel prizes for new forms of
economics no-one has ever heard of, but out there in the
real world this is the nuts-and-bolts, grassroots stuff that
governments deliver to their communities to enable
them to live, work and raise a family in the most
optimal conditions.
There are a few more general things I want to touch on
in the budget that should not be neglected in terms of
the policy details. The first one — and I have talked
about some examples — is generally the commitment
to rebuilding schools. It was very clear for me, and I
think for many others, that the turning point of the last
campaign — the point at which it was clear that this
government was going to be re-elected with an
overwhelming majority — was when we made the
simple but profound commitment to rebuilding every
school in the state. In giving life to that commitment, in
actually moving ahead of the schedule that people may
have expected, this budget delivers in spades on that
commitment, and we are now seeing that out on the
ground in a range of schools right throughout the state.
The second issue, and I suppose the main criticism —
no budget is perfectly well received — from the
external commentators was about water. I think the Age
editorial said, ‘Broadly it is a good budget, but what
happened to water?’. Of course the government said,
‘We are doing some serious work on water. We are
going to make sure that we have got the right answer,
and then we will come out and explain what that will be
and how that will work but we are going to do that
within the budget time frame, because we want to make
sure we get the right answer’.
The government has now done that and, again, to howls
of protest from those opposite. The main protest seems
to be — and it is an interesting concern to have — that
opposition members thought of it first. That has been
the main line, ‘We thought of a desalination plant first.
You guys did not think of that first. We invented
desalination, really’. It the opposition’s version of ‘We
invented the internet’. No-one had ever heard of
desalination before the Leader of the Opposition in the
other house threw it out in the middle of an election
campaign, and — shock, horror! — everyone said, ‘My
goodness, desalination! Never thought of that! That is
an extraordinary idea!’. Apart from the fact that the
issue has been raised before by the opposition’s own
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admission — and I cannot remember whether it was
saying it was Bolte or Hamer, but it was 30 years
ago — desalination has been around for a while, so I
am not sure that claiming credit for it per se is okay.
But let us look at the rest of the substance of the
argument that the government stole the opposition’s
policy. Apart from the notion of stealing an idea which
has been around for 30 years and which has already
been implemented in various parts of the world and in
this country, it got the wrong size, the wrong location,
the wrong power source — and I suspect it probably
had the wrong technology too, but I do not know that it
even knew what technology it was going to be using.
Members of the opposition got the wrong size. If we are
going to rainwater-proof our water system, we need to
have a mix of sources that includes a significant
component that is not impacted by rainfall. We know
that the catchment area run-off that we had last year
was of the order of magnitude of less than 10 per cent
of our long-term average, and that is a terrifying
prospect. It is a reality of climate change that we have
been focused on and talking about for a long time.
About six months ago, as I recall, those opposite
suddenly saw the light on the road to Damascus and
discovered that that reality of climate change was an
issue, and now they are fast playing catch-up to come
up with something.
If they had discovered climate change only six months
ago and then desalination, they might have considered
that they had thought of desalination first. It is
understandable that if they had not focused on the
problem, they might have believed they thought of
desalination first. I guess we all do that on occasions
when we are new to a topic area. The joy of revelation
springs upon us, and we think we are the first person in
the world to ever think of something.
Members of the opposition may genuinely have thought
they were the first people in the world to think of
desalination, but unfortunately the plant was the wrong
size and it was going to be in the wrong locations, at
Werribee or in Western Port. In either case you would
do irreparable damage to the marine environment,
because you would not have an ocean outfall. There
was no commitment to have renewable power to fire up
a plant, so they were going to pump out more
greenhouse gas emissions. In fact there was a parallel
commitment to tear up the renewable energy target. Far
from a commitment to having renewable energy
powering the desalination plant, members of the
opposition were going to tear up the existing
commitment to having renewable power.
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They had the wrong-sized plant in the wrong location
with the wrong power source, but apart from that
members of the opposition would have it that
government members copied their policy verbatim,
except for a question which I have asked a few of them
but to which they do not seem to know the answer. I
asked members of the opposition, ‘Which technology
were you going to use? Were you planning to use an
uninterruptible power desalination plant, or not?’. I
could not get an answer from any of them. They did not
seem to know.
That is an important issue, because if you use an
interruptible power plant, that enables you to switch the
thing off for 3 per cent or 4 per cent of the year when
the peak load is coming through the grid. It means you
have a plant that is on for 97 per cent of the time as
opposed to a peak-load electricity generation plant that
is on for 3 per cent of the time. I do not recall them
mentioning that part, but I guess again that the shock of
revelation about climate change and desalination may
have blinded them to the details.
The third element of the budget that I think cannot pass
without further comment is the commitment the
government has made to public and social housing.
This is important at a whole range of levels, including
at a social justice level and at an economic level. It tells
us a profound thing or two about the nature of the
different philosophies in this house and the different
understandings of economics we have. The federal
government — the only conservative government that
we can look to for any advice as to what its current
philosophy is, because it is the only one in government
in Australia — has a very simple view of the world.
The federal government says, ‘If there is a problem out
there, what you do is give people cash and more cash to
help them buy more of whatever it is they are buying’.
Some of us with a pre-Torynomics understanding of the
world would have thought that if all you do is add to
monetary demand and you do not add to supply, all you
are really going to do is put prices up. People would be
no better off, and the owners of the assets would pocket
the change and thank the taxpayer for the privilege. I
guess maybe there will be another citation on this one
too, to explain why that is not the case.
It is a pervasive thought. If there is a shortage of child
care, you do not actually put the money into investing
in new capacity, and you do not actually grow supply.
You throw money at people and tell them they should
go and buy more of it with more money from the same
source. So you have the same supply, more money in
people’s hands, the price goes up and Eddie Groves and
the ABC Learning boys make another couple of billion
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dollars in market capital, their shareholders are happy,
the taxpayers get stung and people seeking child care
are no better off.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — Who is on the board of ABC
Learning? None other than Mr Anthony, the former
federal member for Richmond, as I recall — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — Indeed, he is a former federal
Minister for Children and Youth Affairs. It is the same
thing in housing: conservative politicians say to
themselves, ‘There is a problem with housing. What
will we do? We should be throwing more money at it;
that is the only answer. Give people bigger vouchers’.
We had the same thing in education. Conservative
politicians ask themselves, ‘There is a problem with
literacy and numeracy. What are we going to do? Give
people vouchers’. A voucher for this and a voucher for
that — that is the Tory economic philosophy. They say,
‘We take a pile of money out of your pocket with one
hand and we give it back to you in branded cheques
with the other hand so you can go and buy the things
you could have bought anyway before we took the
money off you. We do not actually build anything’.
Conservative politicians do not believe that the purpose
of government is to take a share of the community’s
resources, aggregate it, get some scale and build things
that last and which individuals cannot have. They say,
‘We will give them vouchers to go and buy their own’.
They say, ‘You do not want a new national park! Here
is a voucher. Go and buy a share of one. You do not
need a new child care centre. Here is a voucher. Go and
pay more for the same one that you already could not
get into’.
With affordable housing, they say, ‘We will give you
more money. That is fantastic! Here is a bigger cheque.
That’s funny; all the people who showed up at the
auction had the bigger cheques too, and funnily enough
the price went up by the same amount’.
If you do not increase supply, you do not achieve a
thing.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — I am talking about the state
issues. I am glad Mrs Coote has raised the state issue,
because the state issue here is social and public
housing. Here is the genius of it: not only do we
provide low-cost housing for the people at the lower
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end of the market, not only are we providing the
investment in history to support people who have a
limited capacity to pay for their housing but what do we
think that does to the rest of the housing market? It
increases supply, which increases affordability for
everybody else; because we put the supply in at the
bottom end of the market, that increases supply and
helps make it more affordable at the next tier.
Fancy doing that! Fancy actually increasing supply and
building things instead of writing people cheques with
John Howard’s photo on them and telling them that
they should be grateful for getting their money back
minus clipping the ticket on the way through — fancy
adopting that approach!
Let me give another example of the interesting
economics from the other side. Let us talk about
WorkCover. Again, there has been a universally
applauded reduction in WorkCover premiums for the
fourth time in a row, is that not so?
Mr Lenders — Yes.
Mr THORNLEY — Thank you, Minister Lenders.
For the fourth time in a row there has been a 10 per cent
reduction in WorkCover, and what has caused this? It
has been caused by a reduction in claims. What caused
the reduction in claims? It was caused by a
commitment to workplace safety and a reduction in
accidents. When we started campaigning to ensure that
people were safe at work, that they did not come home
in a box, that they did not come home damaged and
injured and that employers took responsibility for
ensuring that for the very people who make their
businesses prosper, we had howls of hysterical protest
from the other side. What is the result? It is less injured
workers, lower costs and reductions in premiums for
business and everybody wins. That is the nature of
investing in people: everybody wins.
That is the genius of our side of politics. We invest in
human capital and in people, and when you do that you
get social justice and prosperity. If you listen to a few of
the other Nobel prize winning economists who have
actually got the gong from Stockholm, that is what they
will tell you. If you listen to Gary Becker, he will tell
you that for every year that you increase compulsory
schooling, you will see, on average, a 1 per cent
increase in GDP (gross domestic product) for the
subsequent decade. What was the greatest economic
reform of the Hawke and Keating governments? It was
increasing school retention rates from 33 per cent to
80 per cent in a decade. The subsequent decade saw the
era of growth that was brought forward by that and all
the other reforms.
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What does James Buchanan say? What does James
Heckman, another Nobel prize winning economist,
say? Heckman says that early childhood represents the
single greatest asset class that we can invest in and
generates the single strongest returns. He cites the Perry
child-care study from inner-city Chicago. In the late
1960s the Perry Preschool project took a group of very
disadvantaged kids and gave them a real chance, gave
them real support and gave their parents real support —
intervening in a material way to improve their lives —
and then kept track of them for 30 years. As good
scientists, the researchers kept track of another group of
kids who went their way without that assistance. What
did they find? What does Heckman tell us they found?
He tells us that for every $1 you put in to helping those
disadvantaged kids, you get $9 back. If you had put it in
the bank you would have got 5 per cent compound
interest per annum; by investing in these kids, you got
16 per cent compound interest per annum for the
30 years. That is what it means to invest in people; that
is what our business is about.
Thus we put forward a comprehensive plan to the
federal government, and we got its support a year ago
for the national reform agenda, the third wave of
economic reform in this country. Unsurprisingly it was
supported by all — by the Business Council of
Australia, the Australian Industry Group and indeed by
the Productivity Commission, which said, ‘Goodness
me; if we really do this properly this could be worth up
to 9 per cent of GDP over the next 25 years’ — which
compares to the 2 per cent GDP benefit we got out of
domestic competition policy, which was the second
wave of reform.
The latter was an important wave of reform led by
Labor governments which had a big and positive
impact on the economy, but this is a much bigger prize,
because if we invest in our people, if we give the most
disadvantaged people a chance, not only is that good
for them but guess what else happens? Productivity in
the workplace and participation in the workforce go up,
because you have taken people who are on the margins
and given them a real chance to advance themselves.
As a consequence, according to our understanding of
the world, because we are all interconnected, when they
are advancing themselves we are all benefiting.
We put forward a plan. The states delivered their plans
as they all agreed to do at the Council of Australian
Governments — and what did the Prime Minister have
to say? Yes, the competition reforms are good — and
they were; they were worth 2 per cent of GDP — but
when it came to human capital investment, the Prime
Minister was not as sure about that as he had been a
year ago. He is not so sure now that that stuff really
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works. He must have got the leak from Stockholm
about the new Torynomics, because all the old Nobel
prize winners, all the old Chicago schoolboys I am
relying on, actually seemed to think that investing in
human capital was really the most important thing you
could do. This government relied on that idea and so
did every other government, so did the Productivity
Commission, so did the federal Treasury, so did
everybody else — but not the team from Torynomics.
They decided to give it up.
This is a good budget, and we have made major
commitments to investing in our people through their
schools, through their health care, through preventive
health care and through things like workplace safety —
a whole range of things where you put a dollar in and
you get a lot more dollars out. You improve people’s
lives and you build economic growth. The alternative
from the other side is fourfold Torynomics, three parts
of which got a Nobel prize earlier this morning and one
part of which did not. It involves hysterical ranting
about the fact that numbers get bigger regardless of
what proportion they are, when we all know that the
numbers get bigger and double about every 12 years.
We get endless lectures and endless telephone book
numbers, such as: ‘This number was only $5.37 billion
a decade ago and now it is $10 billion’, and, ‘Oh my
God, the world is going to come to an end!’. You could
give the same lecture on every set of numbers in the
federal budget, because it is based on the same stuff —
3 per cent inflation, 3 per cent growth and 6 per cent
compound growth. The numbers double about every
12 years. The new news is that it matters in terms of
whether or not there is economic mismanagement.
Although it seems to matter it is a bit postmodernist;
there is no objectivity here anymore. It is all a text that
needs to be deconstructed. It depends on who was
doubling the numbers every 12 years as to whether it is
economic mismanagement or not.
Mrs Peulich — It is about getting a bang for your
buck. That is what all that was about.
Mr THORNLEY — We had the third function of
Torynomic, which is branding, and I think that is really
the coup de grace. You take a no-name payment, you
give it a brand name and suddenly it is worth more.
Suddenly the states are awash with cash,
notwithstanding Rory Robertson.
I turn to the issue where I think we were most
concerned and about which the shareholders are
gathering. We are going to get some rabble-rousers, and
I am sure Mr Barber will assist us in getting the
rabble-rousers — the shareholders of BHP Billiton —
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marching in the streets and barricading the doors. Fancy
tripling your shareholder wealth by the simple
expedient of debt-funded investment. Shocking stuff!
Fancy a government ensuring that there was enough
infrastructure investment through a sensible blend of
public and private finance. Fancy that! Fancy investing
in people, the single asset class that delivers more than
any other. The voting public did fancy that, and it
re-elected this government with an overwhelming
majority.
The people in the outside world looked at the budget.
They did not give it 100 per cent. They did not give it
absolutely AAA, apart from the ratings agencies, which
certainly did, but they said, ‘This is a pretty good
budget, and if there is one thing we would like to see
more of, it is water’ — and we came back with that.
What we did not do was put the wrong plant of the
wrong size in the wrong location with the wrong power
source. I commend the budget to the house.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the 2007–08 budget, a budget that continues
the work of the Bracks Labor government in building
Victoria, building for the future and creating an
economic and social environment that Victorians can
be proud of. I listened during the debate yesterday on
the general business motion to the contribution of
Mr Atkinson, who responded to Mr Thornley’s
comments about the Kennett government by saying that
every government exists in its time. He defended the
Kennett government as a government that existed in its
time and was constrained and controlled by the issues it
faced at that time. That is an interesting defence.
What can be said of the Bracks government is that it is
a government that has taken hold of the time it is in and
made absolutely the best of it that it could. This is a
government that came to office at a time — to use
Mr Atkinson’s terms — when Victoria’s assets had
been privatised or downgraded and when its human
capital and human assets, to which Mr Thornley was
referring, were not respected and not regarded.
That was the time this government came into power,
that is what this government has responded to, and that
is what is reinforced in this budget — a government
that came in and said, ‘We need to protect the assets of
the state and build on them’. We need to respect the
human resources of the state and grab that opportunity
of the immense ability of the human capital of this state
and build on it for the future; invest in it and allow the
human capital of the state to make the great advances
that we have seen over the last seven or eight years
under this government.
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There have been decisions by the Bracks government to
do things such as invest in our education system; invest
in our health system; invest in our infrastructure; and
invest in the community safety of the state. Those
decisions have resulted in vastly improved outcomes
and outputs for this state — decisions such as investing
in community safety which has resulted in Victoria now
having the lowest crime rate in Australia; investing in
our education system that sees Victoria leading
Australia in terms of retention rates, literacy and
numeracy rates in our education system; and investing
in our health system that has seen great results coming
through with improved output measures.
That is in stark contrast to the approach taken by the
other side of politics. While we sometimes refer on this
side to the record of the Kennett government, and
members opposite find it very difficult to listen to those
little reminders every now and again, we can also say
that it is not simply the record of the Kennett
government that tells us what is the conservative
approach to investing in this state and in this country
but the record of the Howard government that goes to
the difference between our approaches to budgets and
investment.
This budget has seen one of the largest investments in
capital infrastructure that the state has ever seen. You
have to go back to some of the investments of
governments 40 and 50 years ago to get to the
equivalent levels of this sort of capital investment, such
as $3.3 billion for capital works with $13 billion over
the next four years; $1.5 billion of savings to Victorian
families and businesses in cuts to tax; $904 million for
a record boost to the state’s schools, delivering
$555 million for the first stage of the biggest school
rebuilding program in Victoria’s history; $872 million
for major public transport upgrades; and $1.9 billion for
health services and hospitals.
One example in the area of health is the Frankston
Hospital, which services the Mornington Peninsula,
part of my electorate, where an additional $45 million
has been allocated for the next stage of works, adding
to the 100-bed redevelopment of the hospital that
started in 1999. Going to the heart of my original point;
in 1998 when I was arguing for more beds and
investment in the Frankston Hospital, at the same time
the Kennett government was saying that it was not
necessary, that they were not needed.
Coming back to the heart of the different approach that
we take — a government on this side of politics that
invests in people and in social infrastructure — that is
what distinguishes this government from the other side
of politics.
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Mr P. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — I appreciate being given the
opportunity to get on the record the kind of approaches
the Kennett government took — glossy brochure after
glossy brochure spruiking cuts and presenting the
closure of schools as a quality provision process,
sacking teachers and coppers — —
Mr P. Davis — On a point of order, President, the
member has just been attempting to mislead the house
during the course of debate by making a claim about
the Kennett government sacking teachers. The Kennett
government did not sack any teachers; in fact the
Kennett government offered voluntary redundancies.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis knows he
cannot debate during a point of order. I do not uphold
the point of order.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis’s side of politics, in the
lead-up to this debate we are now having, asked for me
to follow Mr Thornley so that he could go last.
Mr Davis will have plenty of time in his contribution to
respond to anything I say. I was planning to respond to
him, but through courtesy, I let that occur. I appreciate
you, President, not letting him continue to interrupt my
contribution.
It was the Kennett government that spent countless
millions of dollars turning negatives into positives. Any
public relations this government has been doing has
been about spruiking the things that we are doing for
Victorians, and they are countless. David Davis
mentioned water. Here we have one of the biggest
investments in securing Victoria’s water supply in our
history.
Mr P. Davis — How much did you spend on PR
this week?
Mr VINEY — The last time an investment of this
sort of magnitude occurred was when the Thomson
Dam was built. This is the kind investment, and it goes
to the heart of the difference, that this government puts
into the social, community and physical infrastructure
of this state. That is reinforced in this budget yet
again — the biggest capital investment in this state’s
history over the next four years in the budget outlook.
What we are doing in this budget is a continuation of
the process. As Mr Atkinson said in his contribution
during a general business motion yesterday, every
government exists in its time in defending the Kennett
government.
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This government exists in its time. It came to office
when the Kennett government decided that it was going
to run down the state’s assets. That government was
going to run down its investment in human resources of
the state in order to build up a big surplus of
$100 billion. The Kennett government thought it was
going to rule forever. It went to the 1999 election with a
big surplus that it had not spent. It thought it would be
able to spend that surplus in the subsequent period
leading up to the next election so it could guarantee
itself yet another term of office. But the people of
Victoria saw right through that: they wanted a
government which was genuine about investing in its
people, investing in the community and investing in
infrastructure.
We have made our biggest investment in the education
system. Since we came to office in 1999 we have
rebuilt schools in this state. There will now be the
biggest investment ever in water infrastructure, and we
will make massive investments in roads, hospitals,
community safety and emergency services. An
extraordinary number of police stations have been
opened in this state. I will use Mr Atkinson’s words
about a government existing in its time and say that at
this time we have a government that is investing in its
people and its infrastructure. Philip Davis can complain
all he likes about the information that the government
ensures the community has, particularly in relation to
water investment. Every Victorian is concerned about
this issue, and the government that has looked at it
carefully, thoroughly and comprehensively. The
government has rightly decided to invest in projects like
the connection of the whole of the state to the water
grid and pipeline networks so that water can go where it
is needed at the time it is needed. The government has
taken a comprehensive and strategic approach to the
issues facing the community. The government is
committed to some serious approaches to climate
change, unlike the climate change sceptics on the other
side of the chamber.
Mr P. Davis — Name them!
Mr VINEY — I remember during the last
Parliament Mr Davis coming into this chamber when
we were talking about climate change and saying that
Victoria did not need to do anything about greenhouse
gases because anything we did would be overwhelmed
in a day by China and India. I said at that time that his
argument was morally bankrupt and that as a state we
still had an obligation to address climate change. As a
government we have been investing in those sorts of
issues and responding comprehensively and
strategically to the needs of the community. This
budget continues that process.
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I congratulate the Treasurer on another great budget. It
is a budget that delivers capital infrastructure in a
fiscally responsible way with a continuing operating
surplus. I commend it to the house.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Thank you,
President, for the invitation to respond to Mr Viney,
who has been enormously provocative. I will respond
directly to some of the comments he made. Firstly, it is
an absolute outrage for a member to persistently come
into this chamber to pedal misinformation and spread
lies about the policies of previous governments. For the
record, the Kennett government offered voluntary
redundancies to a number of public servants to deal
with the budget crisis it inherited from the previous
Labor government. The result of this was that
9000 teachers made their own choice and voluntarily
departed the education system. Those 9000 teachers
took voluntary departure packages, and not one of those
teachers was forced to resign.
In his speech Mr Viney further misled the house in
relation to the government’s performance on water.
Less than two months ago the member voted against a
motion in this house to deal with the water supply crisis
in Melbourne and Victoria. The Liberal Party proposed
that we establish a select committee to deal with the
augmentation of Melbourne’s water supply by
considering a desalination plant. The honourable
member, who cannot bear to hear this criticism and will
no doubt leave the chamber to avoid being embarrassed
by it, not only voted against the motion but supported
the government’s election policy of opposing the
development of a desalination plant. Having said that, I
note that now the government is committed to spending
$1 million in 10 days on promoting its about-face in
establishing a desalination plant.
The figure of $1 million is an interesting one because of
the government’s priorities. This figure rang a bell: I
had heard a $1 million figure previously mentioned,
and I remembered that it is the total sum earmarked in
the budget for the government’s commitment to
establish two new selective entry schools. So $1 million
dollars is to be spent in 10 days on media advertising
versus the $1 million commitment to build two
selective entry schools. This is a farce; the government
is full of hypocrisy. The member is hypocritical in
asserting that the government is committed to
education, because the evidence is quite to the contrary.
The comments that I will make on the budget will be
essentially about the education portfolio, because I want
to highlight the inconsistencies of the government’s
education policies and the inconsistency of its approach
to education in the budget. This is a budget of missed
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opportunity. The government did not take the
opportunity in this budget to fix the sliding standards in
numeracy and literacy. The budget was an opportunity
for the government to establish policies and programs
to address the discipline crisis in schools and to
eradicate the swelling maintenance backlog, which has
doubled under Labor’s watch. Instead the budget
ignores these problems.
Since coming to government in 1999 Labor has
systematically undermined the school system in
Victoria and left education in a precarious position.
Despite the unaccountability and lack of transparency
of the government and the impossibility of obtaining
information, even through the smoke and mirrors of
freedom of information requests there remains
statistical and anecdotal evidence that reveals the truly
poor state of Victorian school education.
In 1999 Labor was elected on a pledge to put a cap on
class sizes in government schools at 21, from prep to
grade 2. It was a commitment that underpinned its
entire education policy for that election. Eight years on
and 63 per cent of schools recorded an average class
size of above 21 between prep and grade 2. Eight years
on and classes as large as 33 are not uncommon. Eight
years on and 43 per cent of principals in government
schools recorded average class sizes of between 26 and
29. What was the word I used before? Hypocrisy. It is
writ large right across the Labor Party’s manifesto.
Labor has failed to honour its pledge, but this is only
the tip of the iceberg. There is a plethora of
condemnatory evidence that more adequately reveals
where Labor truly prioritises education policy. In key
areas of maintenance, resources, literacy, numeracy,
standards, student safety and discipline, Labor has
failed whilst preaching education as its no. 1 priority.
There is no specific initiative in the budget to eradicate
the schools maintenance backlog, which at 30 June
2006 was conservatively estimated at $268 million.
Since 1999 the maintenance backlog has doubled, from
$130 million. This is in sharp contrast to the Kennett
government’s handling of the backlog maintenance
issue. The Kennett government inherited a maintenance
backlog of $670 million and reduced that figure to
$130 million over its seven years in office.
Maintenance was identified as a major issue by the vast
majority of school principals in Victoria. An Australian
Education Union survey revealed that 77 per cent of
principals had urgent maintenance needs at their
schools. A senior lecturer in education at Deakin
University, Dr Rod Maclean, when asked in the
Geelong Advertiser about the state of school buildings
in Victoria, responded:
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Many … are of Third World standard. Funding in the state
budget is welcome, but there is a 25-year backlog.

Since taking the shadow education portfolio in
December last year, I have been visiting a large number
of schools, as I know the Minister for Education has
been doing as well. I have seen, as I know he has, the
dilapidated condition of classrooms and playgrounds in
Victorian government schools. I have seen schools
comprised solely of clapped-out portables, with
rat-infested toilets and holes in walls. Without
exception, I have noticed that the actual maintenance
work needed to bring any of the schools visited to an
acceptable standard is at least five times more than the
figure the Department of Education quotes as the
maintenance backlog figure. On that calculation, a
rough estimate would put the maintenance backlog
figure at closer to $1.5 billion, yet the government has
not made any commitment in the budget to eradicating
the backlog.
The government’s election policy platform, the
Victorian Schools Plan, is worth considering. Instead of
dealing with the backlog in maintenance the
government has pledged to modernise 500 schools by
2010. But the question is: how seriously can we take
the claim? Labor has failed to honour the Victorian
schools plan election pledge by not funding in the
forward estimates beyond 2008–09 the commitment it
has made to upgrade 1600 schools over 10 years, or
indeed 500 schools just in the forward estimates period.
In fact, the only funding available in the budget is for
131 schools, and there is no funding available for the
requirements of meeting the election policy
commitment. We can only presume that Labor’s failure
to fund this project in the forward estimates is because
such a commitment would add to Victoria’s increasing
debt or, worse still, Labor’s lack of confidence in its
economic management, which therefore explains its
reluctance to publish a figure in the forward
estimates — because it might look like it will run out of
money.
The budget states that 131 schools will be modernised
or rebuilt in the next two years, which leaves the
government two more years to rebuild 369 schools.
Labor was elected on a pledge to rebuild every school
in 10 years, and it is already under challenge in regard
to its commitment to meet that obligation. Under
question from the opposition in Parliament the minister
has said that by investing in rebuilding programs the
government is ‘removing the need for maintenance for
a short time’. What needs to be ascertained is what the
government believes to constitute a school rebuild.
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The minister has acknowledged that there are, for
instance, 40 schools listed in the budget that will
receive as little as $300 000. It appears that the
government claims this will be part of the modernising
and rebuilding program. More often than not $300 000
would not even cover the basic maintenance costs,
much less rebuilding a whole school. Again I refer to
the description, I guess, that I use of the government’s
policy commitment — that is, hypocritical.
We can see in the sweeping promises and pledges made
ahead of the election in respect of the Victorian Schools
Plan the depths that the Labor Party will go to in
electoral terms to secure voter support. There are many
examples that I have seen personally, and which have
been reported to me, about expectations of receiving
financial support for redevelopment or modernisation
programs and applications that had been nominally
endorsed by regional officers, but in fact have been
unfunded.
Examples are: Lloyd Street Primary School, Koroit
Primary School, Darnum Primary School, Trafalgar
Secondary College, Nar Nar Goon Primary School,
Buln Buln Primary School, Doncaster Secondary
College, Reservoir West Primary School stage 2,
McKinnon Primary School, Tawonga Primary School,
Surrey Hills Primary School and Greythorn Primary
School stage 2 — and there are others; the list keeps
growing. These schools were promised funding in this
budget but in fact have missed out.
Labor’s strategy is clear: wave a carrot in front of the
donkey, secure the vote and then break the promise
after the election. The strategy of benefiting Labor and
letting students and communities down will bring the
government into disrepute.
There is a further example of the mishandling of the
redevelopment program in the Bendigo education plan.
The people of Bendigo were promised a complete
overhaul of secondary education in the Bendigo area.
The project was supposed to be a centrepiece of the
budget, but breathtaking mismanagement of the project
has resulted in a project without a site and with a plan
which is now down the drain. Even the Minister for
Skills, Education Services and Employment in the other
house, a local member in Bendigo, Jacinta Allan, has
conceded that the failed deal will delay the school’s
opening in 2009. All of this demonstrates the lack of
commitment and consistency in the program with
regard to rebuilding and redeveloping our schools.
I will raise an issue which is of great concern to many
communities — that is, the increasing reliance by the
government and schools on funds raised by the
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community. The budget puts pressure on families to
pay additional voluntary fees, because there is a lack of
sufficient funding to support programs in schools,
which means that parents are forced to pay for services
as basic as clothes lockers and access to first-aid
officers. It is, I believe, totally inappropriate that parents
are being put in a position by school principals, and
indeed that school principals are put in that position, by
their own need to provide appropriate services to
pressure the school community to raise funds locally.
There is one example I will mention which I found
horrific, frankly, when I was visiting a primary school. I
found the prep to grade 2s all lined up in a very long
row, gradually being walked through the teachers
common room to pick up their box of chocolates that
they were expected to sell to make a profit to raise
money for the school. On the one hand we have a
significant investment in healthy lifestyles and
educating children about the issues of appropriate
behaviour in terms of exercise and healthy eating; at the
same time the pressures that are imposed on school
communities are forcing them to put pressure on
children to behave, frankly, inappropriately in regard to
their own long-term understanding of their health.
There are some examples I have seen where schools
have talked to me about the pressure on them to raise
money through chocolate drives, debutante balls, fetes
and so on, where each has to raise in the order of
$100 000 a year to ensure they can supplement the
funds provided by government to enable them to
deliver the adequate level of support within the schools.
Labor has failed in literacy and numeracy. Labor had an
opportunity in the budget to attend to the appalling
numeracy and literacy standards that have continued to
decline since it took government eight years ago, but
there is not a single initiative in the budget committed
to addressing declining standards in our schools, and
the evidence is overwhelming that across the board
Victorian students are falling behind.
The most recent report of the Program for International
Student Assessment — that is, PISA — recorded that
Victoria was the worst performing state in mainland
Australia in literacy and numeracy. Universities in
Melbourne have been establishing remedial courses to
properly educate students on how to write and spell
because the standard is so appalling.
Instead of remedying the crisis, the state government is
withholding information about the actual standard and
falsely reassuring parents that Victorian children are
performing well by publishing results from the AIM
(achievement improvement monitor) tests. The
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government uses the results of the AIM test, which
record the percentage of students that pass an
impossibly low standard — a standard that is agreed to
by the educrats in the Department of Education who are
charged with the responsibility of making the
government look good — and this misleads parents into
thinking that all is well.
The evidence that families will not be fooled is in the
drift from government schools to non-government
schools. That is a very significant drift, which is
increasing. Enrolments in government schools are
declining while enrolments in non-government schools
are increasing. The recently published ABS (Australian
Bureau of Statistics) figures reveal that those numbers
in 2006 were 518 students down in government schools
compared to 4406 up in non-government schools.
There is certainly a lack of accountability in
government schools because schools are under no
obligation to publish the academic results of their
students. As a result there is no simple, public
disclosure about standards where interschool and
intraschool comparisons can be made. Therefore
parents are making decisions about the educational
futures of their children without sufficient information
to make an objective decision. In effect that removes
the opportunity of choice. The threshold issue for
parents is to make a judgement about where their child
will be best suited to receive an education. Clearly an
arrangement where the government required that all
data in respect of school performances be transparent
would enable all parents to make an appropriate choice
and ensure that at the very least they had the
opportunity to receive the most appropriate education
for their child.
At the present time parents have no real idea about the
schools they are sending their children to. They have no
understanding about the disclosure of teaching
standards, the resources and school values. It seems that
the only choice therefore available to parents is to move
their children from the government system to a
non-government school. Many of those parents would
not make that choice had they the data available to
them to have confidence that state schools are great
schools. It is truly something that we in this chamber
aspire to achieve. I go back to my original proposition:
where in the budget are the initiatives to address the
drift, to improve accountability, to improve and provide
for choice?
In respect to discipline, it is important to note a recently
published KPMG audit into student discipline in
Victorian government schools revealed that student
suspensions resulting from serious incidents —
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including bullying, violence against teachers and racial
discrimination — has increased from 14 289 in 2002 to
16 549 in 2005.
Labor’s record on student discipline in all schools
makes for salutary reading. Between 2000 and 2004
alone, under a Labor government, substance abuse in
Victorian schools rose 160 per cent; physical threats
rose 317 per cent; sexual assaults rose 123 per cent;
physical assaults rose 219 per cent; and assaults with a
weapon rose 76 per cent. The government cannot be
surprised by this file of shameful statistics when there is
simply no specific initiative to tackle the crisis in
student discipline.
Take, for example, drugs. The government’s handling
of recent high-profile incidents in various
non-government schools revealed the great disconnect
between government policy, the police, and the
community expectation about drugs in schools. When
questioned, both Premier Steve Bracks and the Minister
for Education, John Lenders, said independent schools
were under no obligation to report to the police any
drug dealing on school grounds on the basis that
independent schools operate like private businesses.
The deputy commissioner of Victoria Police, Simon
Overland, has been quoted in the press on two
occasions demanding that non-government schools
immediately report incidents of drug use and drug
dealing to the police. A 24-hour phone and online poll
in the Herald Sun revealed that 90 per cent of
respondents voted that private schools should be made
to report school drug dealing to the police.
Police comments and community statements echo the
opposition’s substantive position that if schools are not
required by the government to report incidents of
drug-related crime, then schools will not disclose such
incidents in order to protect their reputation — just like
a private business. Regardless of where drug deals are
conducted, it must be made a requirement by the
government for private or public organisations to report
such incidents to the police. This is particularly the case
in a school environment where children are often
afflicted with the scourge of illicit drug-taking, which
can ruin or end their lives. Where in the budget, or
indeed in policy, has the government set up a specific
initiative or programs to deal with drug use, or, indeed,
discipline in schools? And why will the government
obdurately refuse to mandate reporting of drug deals on
school grounds to the police?
I turn to the issue of teacher supply and demand. The
Teacher Supply and Demand Report for 2006 makes an
interesting read. We are in the midst of a teacher supply
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and demand crisis. I am sure I will have no argument
with the minister. The question is, what is Labor
proposing to do to stem the rate of teacher attrition,
which was at 4.2 per cent in 2005 in government
schools, with new teaching staff requirements in
Victorian schools forecast to average 3220 teachers
each year over the next five years, with secondary
teachers in greatest demand?
The age profile of our teachers continues to increase.
The single biggest age group — 22.8 per cent — of
government sector trained service staff is the age group
between 50 and 54 years. This obviously has
implications in terms of further attrition. The question
arises: where in the budget is the initiative to retain
quality teachers and boost enrolments in teaching
education courses at university? Where in the budget is
the initiative to implement a new salary structure for
teachers that rewards and retains the best and ensures
that teachers are encouraged to stay in the system?
What incentive is there for quality teachers to remain in
the job?
This is a disappointing budget, and it is a budget of
missed opportunities. Notwithstanding its framework,
in my view the budget highlights the incompetence of
the government in regard to its fiscal management. In
summary, spending is at a record level and has grown at
an unprecedented rate under Labor, rising from
$18.2 billion in 1999 to an estimated $33.9 billion in
2007–08 — an increase of over 86 per cent.
There is no substantial expenditure on infrastructure in
the budget, particularly in water, yet we have had an
announcement this week of a $5 billion water package,
which is apparently unfunded; it is certainly unfunded
in the budget. The best the government can do is spend
$1 million promoting the policy announcement. It
would appear to me that the state government is very
good at spending money on marketing and promotional
campaigns but less effective at dealing with the
necessary investment in the long-term infrastructure to
secure the future of the state.
The budget is not bad, though, on revenue. If we look at
the basic data, we see that Labor has been able to record
revenues from taxes over its term of office. Indeed it
has unprecedented resources but still fails to deliver on
services. Since 1999 revenues have grown by more
than 80 per cent — from $19 billion to an estimated
$34.3 billion in 2007–08. Victoria will have received
more than $57 billion in GST revenue by the end of
2007–08, with $9.1 billion expected in that year alone. I
remind members of how strongly the Labor Party
campaigned against the introduction of the GST and the
boring monotony of the commentary made in this place
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in a previous Parliament by members of the Labor
Party in respect of the federal government’s initiative to
rationalise Australia’s taxation system.
Land taxes grew well over budget in 2006–07 to
$890 million, which is 135 per cent above the 1999
figure. Insurance taxes are estimated to have risen by
$114 million since 1999 to over $1.1 billion in
2007–08. Stamp duties have skyrocketed 184 per cent,
from $1 billion to $2.9 billion in 2007–08. Victoria still
has the highest stamp duty of any state. Payroll tax will
have jumped over 60 per cent, or $1.4 billion, to
$3.6 billion in 2007–08. Police fines are to quadruple to
over $400 million from 1999. Gambling taxes are
estimated to rise to over $1.5 billion in 2007–08.
In conclusion, I make the point that this is a budget of
lost opportunities, of cynicism and of hypocrisy. While
the budget was being drafted the government was
campaigning and railing against augmenting
Melbourne’s water supply with a desalination plant.
The government voted in this place against a
desalination plant and provided no capital funding for it
in the budget. Then, not much more than a month later
it has made a public policy announcement about the
construction of the plant. I believe that in due course the
government will be judged by the community of
Victoria for its dishonesty, for its hypocrisy and for its
incompetence. But in any event, public servants need to
be paid, and I daresay the budget will pass.
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

BUDGET PAPERS 2007–08
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2007–08.

Question agreed to.

VICTORIAN AUDITOR-GENERAL’S
OFFICE
Performance audit
Message received from Assembly seeking
concurrence with resolution.
Assembly’s resolution:
That under section 19 of the Audit Act 1994 —
(1) Mr John Phillips of Acumen Alliance be appointed to
conduct the performance audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office;
(2) The level of remuneration for the performance audit be
$199 500, exclusive of GST, plus a 2 per cent
administration levy; and
(3) The terms and conditions of the appointment and
payment of remuneration will be in accordance with
appendix 2 of the report of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee on the appointment of a person to
conduct the performance audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (parliamentary paper no 23,
session 2006–07).

Resolution agreed to on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Minister for Community Services).

Read second time.
Third reading

Sitting suspended 12.15 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

Mr P. Davis — Great enthusiasm!
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the Leader of the Opposition for
identifying my great enthusiasm to support the budget
of the state of Victoria going forward. In so doing, by
leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
The PRESIDENT — Order! Philip Davis has
written to me seeking my ruling in relation to a number
of answers to questions on notice concerning
expenditure on vocational, primary and secondary
education in Victoria. Consistent with previous rulings I
advise the house that it is not sufficient for a minister to
answer a question on notice by advising that the
information sought is the subject of a freedom of
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information request. I therefore direct that questions
numbered 191 to 197 be reinstated to the notice paper.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Education: tendering process
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my question to the Minister for Education, John
Lenders. I refer to the Auditor-General’s report on
contracting and tendering practices. Two out of three
Department of Education contracts that were audited
were found to be deficient when assessed against good
procurement practice. What has the minister done to
rectify the serious deficiencies in the tendering process
of the Department of Education, which is something he
obviously missed doing when he was Minister for
Finance four years ago?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I knew
this was coming; Philip Davis has his red tape tie on
again today.
Mr P. Davis — Purple tape — on the
Auditor-General’s report.
Mr LENDERS — He has his red tape tie on again
today. I will in good grace, as the minister representing
the finance minister, take the question and refer to it as
part of my role as Minister for Education, because the
two do intertwine.
Firstly, Mrs Kronberg referred to the Auditor-General’s
report. Let us just put on the record that the reason the
Auditor-General puts reports in place is that the Bracks
government actually gave him teeth, the Bracks
government actually restored his independence and the
Bracks government made him an officer of the
Parliament with powers enshrined in the constitution.
As a consequence of that we get frequent reports from
the Auditor-General which advise the government, as
good auditors-general do, on how to better improve
practice. We on this side of the house welcome
Auditor-General’s reports, because we are not afraid of
an independent watchdog who advises on better
practice.
Secondly, the Victorian Government Purchasing Board,
which sets in place the procurement policy that
departments and agencies follow, including the
Department of Education, actually puts best practice in
place. Again, what we have is an open, transparent and
accountable system under which major contracts are
put on the government website. That is something the
Kennett government never dreamed of or, if it did, had
nightmares about. What happens is that there is best
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practice that goes across departments. Departmental
procurement officials go through training and consult
best practice manuals on how to get better procurement
in place.
This government has a robust procurement system in
place that gives discretion to accredited purchasing
officers in departments, including Education, and is not
tied up in red tape. I find it extraordinary that when I
get a question specifically about procurement practices
there is an implication in part of the question that we
should have more red tape. I know that if there is one
thing school bursars and business managers do not like,
it is being tied up in red tape. They do not like red tape.
I welcome Mrs Kronberg’s question. I welcome at any
time a dialogue on how we can make our schools even
better places. What I can say is that we have
state-of-the-art procurement practices in Victoria. We
will welcome any reports from the Auditor-General that
suggest how we can do it even better, because we are
all about making this place and our schools yet even
better places to live, learn, work and raise a family.
Supplementary question
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. However, I have to
say that the deficiencies in the Department of Education
identified by the Auditor-General related to the quality
of procurement and the monitoring of contract
performance. What changes will be made to boost
departmental capability in these areas?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I would
welcome Mrs Kronberg reading the blueprint on
education, which is quite easily accessible and which
she will find by merely going to the website at
www.education.vic.gov.au. She will find in the
blueprint on education a range of things in place that
boost leadership in schools, the professional
development of teachers and learning environments for
students. There is in place a series of ways of doing
that, including one of this government’s
commitments — that is, to reduce red tape.
We have done a range of things to assist with these
issues. Some of them are simple, such as when the
federal government requires reporting from schools —
we have that information from the schools at the
Department of Education — we put it in the template
and give it back to the schools. We are improving on
and streamlining our procurement practices, and we
will always experiment. We have devolved to schools,
because we are not into tying people up in red tape. We
will give them best practice, we will give them
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authority and we will empower them and devolve
powers to them. We will work on these areas.

contribute 50 per cent towards the maintenance costs
associated with it.

I welcome an ongoing dialogue with Mrs Kronberg. I
am delighted that she is asking questions on education,
because I have been waiting for them all week from the
Liberal Party. I am delighted to have the question and
have the dialogue, and I look forward to working with
her to make schools even better places in Victoria.

I could go on for hours about this great initiative and
other initiatives of the government. I know Mr Scheffer
is very interested in this, because he is a man who is
committed to partnerships between community and
government and is committed to solutions in local areas
to get the best outcome for the entire community. This
is just one of a number of initiatives in a range of other
areas, whether they be in Swan Hill, Bayside or
Leopold, where the Bracks government is committed to
working with communities to get a great outcome.

Mornington Secondary College: sports stadium
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Education. Can the minister
inform the house how the Bracks government is
working together with community organisations and
local governments to build facilities at Victorian
government schools that will benefit the whole of the
community, making Victoria a better place to live, learn
and raise a family?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I thank
Mr Scheffer for his question and his interest in
education matters generally and particularly in
education his great electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region. Mr Scheffer asked about the things we can do.
One of the great things I am proud to announce in the
house today is that the Bracks government, together
with the Mornington District Basketball Association
and the school council, is building a $2.3 million sports
stadium at the Mornington Secondary College. This is a
great investment, because it will benefit not just the
school and the students but the entire community of the
Mornington district.
We as a government are providing $900 000 towards
building the stadium, through our Community Facilities
Fund. The Mornington District Basketball Association
is contributing $1.4 million, and in a true spirit of
partnership, $400 000 of that actually comes from the
federal government. This is a partnership between local
community organisations, schools — which obviously
are local community organisations — and the state and
federal governments. It can be done, but it is a joint
initiative between governments and the community to
get this happening.
The stadium will comprise three indoor basketball
courts, a foyer, canteen, office-meeting rooms,
referee-first aid room, storerooms, toilets, change
rooms and a car park. The school will have access to
this great facility during school hours, and it will have
access on four other occasions free of charge, which is
a great use of community facilities. The basketball
association will be responsible for the operation and
maintenance of the stadium, and the school council will

This is a great outcome, because where different levels
of government and communities work with each other,
collaborate and share, we get great outcomes. However,
in this case if the Mornington District Basketball
Association had unilaterally gone out and made an
announcement, it would not have worked; if the
government had universally gone out and made an
announcement, it would not have worked; and if the
secondary college had unilaterally gone out and made
an announcement, it would not have worked. Tragically
that is usually what happens when the federal minister
has a good idea. But we are working together. We have
got results in making Mornington an even better place
to live, work, learn, recreate and raise a family.

Exports: government targets
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry and State Development. I refer
to the government’s target of $12 billion worth of food
and fibre exports by 2010. Is the government still
committed to this target?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question and for his interest in this
particular area. What I can say about our export targets
is that we have decided on an overall export target of
$35 billion of exports out of the state going forward
through to 2015. The state of Victoria is at the moment
exporting around $29 billion in goods and services. Of
that $29 billion, approximately $11 billion is in services
and the remainder is in goods. One big part of the
goods exported is of course food and fibre, as the
honourable member has identified. The government is
committed to the targets that it has set itself going
forward in all of those sectors. However, in general
terms let me make it clear to the honourable member
that the trends suggest there will be an increase in
exports in the services sector. That has been the trend.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I hasten to add,
because of the attempted interjection by David Davis,
that we are not abandoning one sector in response to the
other. We are keen to continue to increase exports in all
sectors, but we recognise that the trend line is moving
up a great deal in relation to the services sector. A lot of
that is in the education sector, where we now have
approximately 100 000 students coming into Victoria.
Those students generate approximately $4 billion worth
of economic activity in the state. That is counted as a
big part of the export sector in the services industry.
We are committed to our target — $35 billion by 2015.
We are currently at $29 billion. We are seeing strong
growth in the services sector. In the export sector for
goods in this state, notwithstanding comments that
again have been made in the house by the opposition
spokesperson, the trend line is that the value of goods
has increased significantly.
Mr D. Davis — Not over the last five years.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Yes, they have.
The value of goods has increased over the last five
years, notwithstanding the half-truths and the
misrepresentation that is put around by the opposition
spokesperson. The value has increased, but the
amount — in terms of the actual amount of product —
has not increased at the same rate. The reason is that the
amount is partly conditioned by the drought we have
experienced, particularly in the sector that the member
has asked me about — it has affected that. But overall,
the actual dollar value has continued to increase, and
we expect to meet our target.
Supplementary question
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Acknowledging
that the government has also abandoned the target of
doubling the number of exporters by 2010, does this
mean that any export targets set by the government are
meaningless, because it simply abandons them as soon
as they become challenging?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I reject the
implications behind the member’s question. I would go
on to say that, in terms of encouraging export growth,
we have done a great deal in this state, the most
important of which is to make our businesses more
competitive. We have done that because we have
reduced inputs for our own businesses here. We have
reduced land tax in this budget alone by $508 million,
and we have added a further 10 per cent reduction in
WorkCover premiums worth $688 million, and on it
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goes. Payroll tax reductions continue to flow through to
the economy.
We have also put in $40 million to encourage export
growth and help Victoria meet the challenges of the
future. Key initiatives which I have mentioned before in
the house include $9.9 million to encourage export
growth through the Opening Doors to Export program,
$9.3 million to assist small business through the
Victorian small business commissioner, $8.1 million to
boost our strategic industry development program and
$2.1 million to create new tiger teams in industry to
help us with exports abroad. It is a comprehensive
program. There is a lot of effort going in from the
government, and we are confident that we will reach
the targets that we have set ourselves by 2015.

Schools: curriculum
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Leader of the Government and Minister for
Education, John Lenders. Can the minister inform the
house how the Bracks government is developing a
modern Australian curriculum in all Victorian schools?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I thank
Ms Broad for her question and for her interest in the
development of a modern Australian curriculum in
Victorian schools and what the Bracks government is
doing towards this. To start answering Ms Broad’s
question, to develop a modern curriculum I guess we
have to put into context where education starts and
where we are going.
The earliest reference I found to education in any of my
readings was in the Book of Proverbs 22:6. In the year
967 BC the great Israeli king, Solomon, basically said
that if you teach a child correctly, what is learnt will last
a lifetime. That is a very insightful thing. I should be
careful saying this, because if I am not careful Julie
Bishop will say that she thought of it before King
Solomon — that is her style. Nevertheless, the first
reference we have to education is by King Solomon.
I will move on for Ms Broad and move forward. We
start off with a classical document, the Book of
Proverbs, which of course is sacred to all of the three
great monotheistic religions: Judaism, Christianity and
Islam. They all pay it respect. If we are starting with
history and developing a curriculum, we have to know
where we have come from. So in answer to Ms Broad’s
question, we have some great traditions.
We also have long discussions about things. The Prime
Minister has been lamenting the state of Australian
history, so we have considered Australian history as
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part of our Victorian essential learning standards. We
will continue to work on those standards, but to get
back to a biblical theme, the Prime Minister is back in
the Book of Lamentations. He laments what he thought
might have been there. He is in the Book of
Lamentations; we are into the Victorian essential
learning standards to move forward and come up with a
better education system.
We also talk of other important areas. I know Ms Broad
is certainly aware of our new document which we
announced just recently entitled The Future of
Schooling in Australia. We as a government, as did all
other state and territory jurisdictions, went forward and
said that certain things, like studies of society and
environment, would go to more traditional subjects —
history, geography and economics. But Ms Bishop of
course then called out for geography! Now, back to the
biblical theme, she is in the Book of Revelations! She
has had a great revelation, and she suddenly said, ‘Hey!
There is geography! It exists!’.
Back to Ms Broad’s theme of where are we going and
what have we done. We have actually got the Victorian
essential learning standards where we work through
what is good curriculum to suit a modern Australian
school. But what I would hope for is the assistance of
the house, because I need to find a biblical reference for
Mr Abbott wanting to restore corporal punishment in
schools! He may be Leviticus, but he also may be a
Jeremiah, because he sucks on the lemon!
What we are about and what we are serious about in
this government is the best-possible form of schooling
for our students: a highly developed curriculum that
gives solid fundamentals in literacy and numeracy, and
also that great thing where we teach students to be
curious and solve problems. I have reflected on
Ms Broad’s question, and I can assure her that with a
sense of history we think we have learnt from the past
and we think we are taking to the future. We just hope
that Ms Bishop does not read too much of the Bible or
she will claim credit for everything.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not going to
allow the opportunity to pass without some comment. I
have to say that the minister ought to be complimented
on the way he was able to maintain relevance to the
question with all of those biblical references without
digressing too far. Might I be so bold as to suggest that
it was an example that all might follow. Well done!

Essendon Airport: future
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to ask a
question of the Minister for Industry and State
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Development. Does the Victorian government support
the closure of Essendon Airport as proposed by the
federal Labor Party?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question and for his ongoing interest in
the future of Essendon Airport. In response to the
member’s question, one of the areas that I have
responsibility for generally in Victoria is the aviation
sector, and having responsibility for that means making
sure that we work with all of our airports in ensuring
that they are economically viable and capable of
delivering a service.
Recently I announced that John Holland had decided to
establish a long-term engineering capability at
Melbourne Airport. That will involve an increase in the
workforce there to about 500 and put to an end a whole
range of unknown factors for the existing workforce
there from the old Ansett facility. Thus, we are very
pleased with the way in which the development of our
aviation capabilities is going forward. This includes the
fact that we have been able to attract Tiger Airways —
and a range of other airlines that I have announced in
the house as well — to come into Victoria.
Essendon Airport plays a very important role,
particularly in the delivery of air services throughout
regional Victoria. It is used extensively for that
purpose, and it is used by the Victorian government on
occasions for that purpose. It is a very important
facility, and we expect it to continue in that role in the
future.
Supplementary question
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Will the
minister assure the 100 businesses based at Essendon
Airport that the Victorian government will oppose any
attempts by a federal Labor government to close that
important facility?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — Members would
know, of course, that the responsibility as owner of that
facility rests with the federal government. The current
federal government has been prepared to facilitate
encroachment on that site, especially by the
establishment of retail and other — —
Mr Finn — There is nothing wrong with that at all.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — There may not
be, but you would not want it to be extended too much
further, Mr Finn, otherwise it might finish up
compromising the capacity of Essendon to work as an
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airport. This is within the area of responsibility of the
federal government. It has chosen to adopt a policy of
allowing extensive construction on that site. We think it
is getting close to the point where it could compromise
the capacity of the site to function. All that I would say
is that from the point of view of the Victorian
government, we think that it serves a very good
function as an airport, and it should continue to operate
in that function.

Planning: regional towns development
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. The past seven years
have seen a dramatic turnaround in the prosperity and
future prospects of Geelong and south-western Victoria.
The Bracks government has worked hard to attract jobs,
people and investment to the region, and this has
resulted in an increased demand for land supply and
services in Geelong. I would like to know what actions
the Bracks government is taking to address these issues.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
thank Ms Tierney for her interest in this matter and in
matters in the Geelong region and the south-west of the
state. Members of the chamber should be aware, if they
are not already, that we are currently seeing growth
across regional areas that is faster than the rate of
growth in Melbourne. For the first time since 1986–87
we have seen two consecutive years of growth in
regional Victoria that is faster than the growth rate in
Melbourne. Growth to 30 June 2006 has been at an
average of 1.4 percent. That has come about because of
what this government has done and will continue to do.
It is about working hard and investing in regional
economies across the state.
In particular we have been working hard in Geelong
and the south-west over the past seven years to make
sure that we create opportunities to help develop the
city and to help develop sustainable growth. It is our
priority. We have recently announced, as part of the
government’s regional town development plans
program, that we will assist five key provincial
Victorian centres with funding for future growth. That
$500 000 will provide assistance to Geelong, Ballarat,
Bendigo, the Latrobe Valley and Wodonga in
technology, training and land supply and demand
assessment.
Last week I had the great pleasure of visiting Geelong
and announcing that we would be handing over
$200 000 to the City of Greater Geelong to help fast
track planning on some land to the south of Geelong
known as Armstrong Creek, which is being opened up
for residential development. This will ensure that the
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City of Greater Geelong is assisted in finalising the
structure planning, investigating the infrastructure
needs and funding, and preparing the zoning proposals
for the Armstrong Creek growth area. When it has been
is completed the Armstrong Creek development will
provide in the order of 20 000 lots to accommodate
over 50 000 people over the next 25 years or more.
The prospects of that growth in Geelong are very
heartening. This, combined with the work that is
currently taking place in relation to the ring-road, will
see great growth in the region. It will also be
complemented by the $5.8 million for the Transit Cities
program to revitalise the Geelong city centre, meaning
that Geelong is on a fast-track curve to growth. We will
see many people taking up the opportunity to make
Geelong a great place to work, live and raise a family,
complementing our strategy of investing in the regions
and making Victoria an even better place to live, work
and raise a family.

GJK Facility Services: Office of Housing
contracts
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Industry and State
Development. I refer to the Auditor-General’s damning
revelations today about slack government procurement
processes in departments for which the minister has
responsibility and departments for which he had
responsibility in the past. I also refer to the
Ombudsman’s decision to investigate allegations that
the minister influenced the awarding of cleaning
contracts to GJK Facility Services, which is owned by
his mate and donor, Mr George Stamas, and I therefore
ask: will the minister now step aside until the
Ombudsman’s report is completed?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — The member’s
question contains within it a number of things which
are both false and have been rejected by me on a
number of occasions.
Mr Thornley — And by the house.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — And by the
house. I reject completely all the allegations which he
makes in the comfort of this place and which I am sure
he would not be prepared to say outside this house.
Secondly, when the debate occurred on this issue in this
house, which was a general debate about the cleaning
contracts that have been referred to, the government
made it clear, through all speakers from the government
side who took part in that debate, that we welcomed
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any investigation of this issue by the Auditor-General,
by the Ombudsman or by anyone else who was in a
position to investigate it, because the government has
absolutely nothing to hide in relation to this question.
In fact we look forward to that inquiry. It would once
again show that there is absolutely no substance to an
allegation which was made by a particular journalist
from the Age newspaper, who made that allegation on
the basis of unspecified and unknown sources which he
has never been prepared to reveal. That allegation was
made without any substance to it at all and despite its
being rejected outright by me and anyone else, so far as
I know, who has been associated with it.
The Age newspaper really needs to look at the way it
presents its news. If you look at the history and at the
way in which this was done by the Age, you will see the
way the Age ramps up these sorts of allegations, which
have no substance at the beginning and which are based
on unknown sources, and then tries to pretend
somehow they are really relevant to anything or that
they are a matter of fact. I can say that some of the
statements that have been made by the Age are
absolutely malicious. The Age is aware of my views
and is also aware of the options that have been put to it
in relation to the unfounded, unfair and unsubstantiated
allegations.
I think it is improper for a member of this house to
come into the chamber when he knows these
allegations are untrue and that they have no substance
and when the house itself has rejected them. He has
sought to do what he always does. He thinks that if he
throws a bit of mud around that somehow it will
advance his political career. I can tell Mr Davis that it
will not advance his political career. It simply shows
people in this house what a small person he is.
So far as the investigation is concerned, I understand it
arises not in the terms that have been put by the
member; it is something which the Ombudsman is
examining purely and simply because he has been
asked to do so by other companies that were involved
in the tender process. It is obvious that if they had seen
so many articles published in the Age, even though they
are false, they would have raised the question. They did
raise the question with the Ombudsman. As a result the
Ombudsman has done the appropriate thing and said
that he will investigate it.
It is a matter of fact that the director of the Office of
Housing has put on the record that he is very happy to
have this issue examined by the Auditor-General or
anyone else. He has also indicated by way of letter to
the Age, which was not printed as a matter of record,
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that absolutely no interference has occurred in these
tender processes, no political interference whatsoever;
that the tender processes were overseen by proper
probity officers and are absolutely pristine; and that the
decisions that were made represent the best value for
money for the government. I look forward to that being
the conclusion reached by the Ombudsman.
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
that the former Minister for Housing has not put on the
record that she accepts the minister’s position. I ask:
given the minister’s refusal to step aside despite this
damaging investigation, will he explain to the house
how businesses tendering for contracts in areas
managed by his department can have confidence he
will not improperly intervene in the awarding of these
contracts?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I reject all the
assertions behind the member’s question.

Family violence: South Gippsland
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Community Services. Can the minister
please inform the house of what the Bracks government
is doing to support vulnerable families and children
who are at risk of abuse and neglect in South
Gippsland?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank Mr Viney for his concern about the
wellbeing of children who may live in families that may
be under some duress and may require some support
and his concern about the wellbeing of all Victorian
children. I will do my best to respond to not only
Mr Viney’s question but in a fashion which is
consistent with Mr Viney’s question and which
addresses some of the matters raised by Mrs Coote this
morning in her contribution to statements on reports
and papers when she referred to the Victorian Child
Death Review Committee report, which I tabled at the
end of May.
It is totally appropriate for the chamber to be well
versed in understanding the way in which we as a
community in Victoria try to make families stronger,
try to make them more resilient and try to support them
to provide a secure and safe environment for Victorian
children so that when children are at risk we can have
some certainty that we have a service system that is
responsive and mindful of their needs and addresses
those needs.
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Last week I launched a family support innovation
program in Leongatha, which was one of 50 programs
that are being rolled out throughout Victoria to provide
for resilient families. We are bringing together a
number of service providers that have expertise in the
various aspects of family needs. In the case of the
Leongatha alliance we have Kilmany Uniting Care,
Anglicare, Berry Street Victoria and Bass Coast
Regional Health. They have come together to form a
partnership to support families. They find ways of
verifying, through schools engagement, connections
with community health centres and through a variety of
support mechanisms, what families may be at risk
without some additional support. They try to design a
case management plan to address the holistic needs of
those families so that they stay stronger.
This is a model which we think has been very
successful and which we want to emulate throughout
the rest of Victoria. What we have seen as a feature of
this program, in which we have a significant investment
of $7.69 million in this budget going forward to
specifically support it, is that on its track record it is
successful in mitigating the notifications of child
protection cases coming into Victoria. We have seen
across Australia a high proliferation of child protection
notifications in the last few years, but not so in Victoria.
We have seen a fairly regular pattern of about
37 000 notifications in the state, which indicates that
our early intervention family support programs, such as
the family support innovation program, are working to
make families more resilient and to provide for
certainty and safety for our children.
The Victorian Child Death Review Committee report
refers to a number of families who have, because of the
coincidence of risk factors and because we have some
very precious children who are unhealthy, as well as
being within those family environments — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I thank Mrs Coote for listening
again. I am actually responding comprehensively to the
issues she has raised. I am very happy to do that. I am
very happy to be accountable; even though I did not
actually get a question about this matter I am very
happy to volunteer this information to the chamber.
Many of the families we are talking about that are at
risk have unhealthy children. We have to make sure
that family support — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If David Davis and
Mr Theophanous want to continue their conversation,
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they can do so outside. If they do not, they will remain
silent.
Mr JENNINGS — I notice that with the exception
of a couple of people, the majority of members are
listening to the answer and have a concern about the
wellbeing of Victorian children.
In the context of those vulnerable children who have
complex health-care needs, the Child First program,
which members have heard me refer to on a number of
occasions, brings together a cluster of various agencies
to provide holistic responses to the needs of those
families and children. That response crosses over
mental health concerns, drug and alcohol concerns,
aspects of acute-care planning of health needs, and the
health needs of those families in a more generic sense
in dealing with their emotional wellbeing and
functioning capacity, to provide a more responsive and
timely intervention to support the needs of those
children. That is one of the most important reforms that
we have actually learnt about by reflecting on the
previous intervention by child protection services,
which has been a reactionary and tertiary response. We
recognise that there is a need to be more involved in
early intervention and preventive measures rather than
waiting for the cumulative risk to be evident in the lives
of these precious children.
One of the recommendations of the Victorian Child
Death Review Committee was to deal with this
question of cumulative neglect or cumulative risk in the
lives of children. One of the lessons that I recognised
when I first acquired the portfolio was that because of
the processing, the analysis and the rigour that is
applied to the child protection system in Victoria, it had
sometimes taken a while to recognise the cumulative
risk or cumulative harm that children were exposed to.
Child protection services was dealing with notifications
in isolation without the previous record of involvement
with the child protection system. Now we have a
regime in place where we do not wait for subsequent
notifications to build up before we intervene.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Those protocols are now in
place; they have been adopted and they will be standard
practice from here on in. That is a very important lesson
we have learnt, and it is at the beginning of the
intervention of child protection services. At the end of
the intervention of child protection services we are very
mindful of what has been described as the potential for
the premature closure of cases. After we have
intervened in the lives of a family in the name of
protecting a child we may make an assessment that that

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1940

COUNCIL

family is functioning well and that the child is secure,
but we may leave that family somewhat on its own,
isolated and not well tapped into support services.
We are making a determined effort at the discharge
planning end of child protection case management to
provide for the ongoing case management by agencies
such as those involved in the family support
innovations program and the Child First program so
that there will be an ongoing connection, not with child
protection services but with the family support agencies
that are in place to provide for the ongoing wellbeing of
those families and those children. We are going to
provide special care at the discharge planning end for
the needs of these children going forward.
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member for his question. I know he has a very strong
interest in this area. I reiterate that the debate in this
house on stem cells tested the conscience of every
member of this house. That certainly was the case with
me. I put to members of the house at that time my
views about making difficult decisions.
As the Minister for Industry and State Development I
can say that obviously the stem cell industry is
expanding. It is an industry of considerable potential.
Mr Kavanagh would know that there is potential
regarding embryonic stem cell research and adult stem
cell research. There have been recent breakthroughs in
relation to adult stem cell research which will also be
pursued in Victoria as part of the expansion of this
industry.

Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — The fact that I am volunteering
this information to members of the chamber is
indicative of the fact that I am pretty concerned to make
sure that we are vigilant in this regard, that we have
these protocols in place, that we have appropriate case
management in place and that we also have the
appropriate intervention of specialist staff in the field to
deal with the health and emotional wellbeing needs of
children. We have introduced specialist infant primary
health-care workers who have specialist expertise in the
field. In fact we have quality assurance mechanisms
that apply within regional catchments. We will be
vigilant in making sure that we comply with those
protocols and procedures and that we deliver the best
holistic long-term care. But primarily our intervention
will be focused on early intervention and prevention to
make sure that families are strong, that children are not
placed at a cumulative risk and that they are healthy and
secure in the future.

The majority of responsibility for this matter rests with
the Minister for Innovation in the other place, John
Brumby, because this is one of those industries which
involves quite a lot of innovation. He has taken the lead
in relation to the development of this industry.
However, I have an overview responsibility or function
as well in my role as industry minister. I take the view
that this is something on which a decision has been
made by the Parliament. I have to respect the majority
decision of the Parliament, like all other ministers, and I
do respect that decision.
That decision was to allow this kind of research to take
place. The Parliament having made that decision, it
would then be inconsistent with that decision for the
government not to pursue investment and industry
opportunities arising out of that decision which were
consistent with the safeguards that were agreed to
within the context of the — —
Mr Finn interjected.

Amniotic stem cell research: funding
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Industry and State
Development, but it also may be of interest to the
Minister for Education in his capacity as the
representative of the Treasurer. Without revisiting the
embryonic stem cell debate, given the very recently
revealed stupendous potential of amniotic stem cells,
the demonstrated genius of Australian scientists in
biomedical research and the government’s intention to
develop an embryonic stem cell research industry, apart
from and in addition to that, what are the government’s
specific plans to fund or otherwise encourage amniotic
stem cell research in Victoria?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Mr Finn,
Parliament made a decision.
Mr Finn — But we did not vote to exclude
everything else.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — There are a range
of safeguards within that, of which Mr Finn is aware.
Within the context of those safeguards obviously it is
legal for these activities to take place, so we are not
going to be in the business of trying to stop them. We
will in fact be ensuring that we have a viable industry in
this particular area of research in keeping with what has
been agreed to by the Parliament and the government.
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Supplementary question
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — Does the
minister understand that I was referring to a separate
kind of research, on amniotic cells, which are quite
different from embryonic cells?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I am sorry if the
member was misled by my answer. I understand the
distinction he is making, and the comments that I made
equally apply. Whatever is pursued from a industry
point of view would have to be within the context of
what is allowed under the legislation. We cannot go
further than that. Whatever has been allowed under the
legislation would be allowed.

Manufacturing: It’s Your Future program
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Before I ask
my question I would like to take the opportunity to do
something that I am surprised a member of the
opposition has not done yet. With last Monday’s public
holiday having come and gone, I would like to wish the
Queen a happy birthday.
Mrs Coote — It was not her actual birthday.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEANE — Long shall she rule England!
My question is to the Minister for Industry and State
Development. Can the minister update the house on
what the Bracks government is doing to encourage
young people to consider a career in manufacturing?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — I thank the
member for his question. I know he has a considerable
interest in the manufacturing industry. He might have
seen some of the advertisements featuring Dave
Hughes that we have put out recently trying to attract
young people to go into the manufacturing industry.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I am not sure that
Shaun would be as attractive to young people as Dave
Hughes.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — It might be a bit
lineball, President!
The advertisements have been very well received.
Members who have seen one would have seen that they
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are done in a way that will appeal to young people,
particularly those between 16 and 24 years of age,
which is the group we are targeting. We did a bit of an
analysis on this, and when we went out and had a look
we found that there is a kind of negative image of
manufacturing amongst parents and kids. They all think
manufacturing is a great thing for Victoria to be doing,
but when you ask them ‘Do you want a career in
manufacturing?’ invariably they say, ‘Not necessarily’.
The purpose of this campaign is to try to show people
that manufacturing is a highly skilled area these days and
that there are very good, highly skilled jobs and good
careers in manufacturing. We were fortunate enough to
get Dave Hughes. Members who have seen the ads will
know what I mean when I say I think they are a real
turn-on for young people. The young people I have
spoken to certainly indicated that, and hopefully it will
turn them on enough so they go to our website and have
a look for further information. The campaign is called
It’s Your Future, and the advertisements direct young
people to go to the website at www.itsyourfuture.com.au.
I can report to the house that unlike David Davis’s
website, ours is up and running.
Can I say in conclusion how important this campaign
is. We are very keen to maintain our manufacturing
base here in Victoria. It is one of our competitive
strengths. Despite the fact that some people think
manufacturing is declining — there is a declining trend
in the number of people in manufacturing — the value
of the manufacturing sector is actually increasing. We
need to get highly skilled people into manufacturing. It
now employs 347 500 people in Victoria — 13.4 per
cent of our workforce. It contributes a massive
$28.4 billion to our economy, and we have to find ways
to make it attractive to young people. We are very
pleased to have got Dave Hughes to do the
advertisements, and we hope they have the desired
outcome.
The PRESIDENT — By way of clarification to the
house and as a point of edification for Mr Leane, I
advise that the Queen’s birthday was in April.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 311, 312,
371, 372.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Education) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Fishing: Western Port commercial licences
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Agriculture in the other place
concerning the Bracks government’s decision to close
down commercial fishing in Western Port.
Prior to the last election it was announced that if Labor
won the election, it would make available $5 million to
pay out Western Port commercial fishermen. In regard
to licence-holders whose business operations are
naturally and directly affected by this closure, of those
that have a history of fishing activity of at least seven
years only those businesses that are substantially
impacted with at least 30 per cent of the total fish value
being caught in Western Port bay will be offered a
voluntary licence buyback package and those
businesses with less than 30 per cent of total fish value
will be offered a fishing adjustment package to offset
business practice changes.
I am informed that there are only eight licence-holders
who fish Western Port who will be eligible for a
voluntary licence buyback offer, having caught at least
30 per cent of the total fish value from Western Port
over the designated period. I am informed there are
another 40 licence-holders in total, the majority of
whom commercially fish Port Phillip Bay, who are now
also claiming an entitlement from the $5 million
package under the less-than-30 per cent fishing
adjustment package.
When the government announced the buyback and
compensation payment for Western Port commercial
fishers, I do not believe it realised that the Western Port
and Port Phillip Bay fishery access licence allowed you
to pick either or both bays. Historically there is very
little if any interchange, but legally commercial fishers
could fish one or the other. Clearly, if commercial
fishers from Port Phillip Bay are to be included in the
package, then $5 million is nowhere near enough to
compensate those Western Port fishing families who
have had their livelihoods taken away from them.
The action I seek from the minister is to ensure that
those Western Port commercial fishers, those historic
licence-holders whose business operations are directly
impacted by being kicked out of Western Port, are the
beneficiaries of the $5 million package. If Port Phillip
Bay commercial fishers want to get in on the act, the
minister needs to look at a separate buyback package
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for them. As I said, there are only eight commercial
fishers affected who fish Western Port bay exclusively,
but because of the way fishing licences are handed out,
if you get a Western Port bay fishery licence, you are
also entitled to fish in Port Phillip Bay. There is an
anomaly there, which needs to be examined because
$5 million between eight commercial fishermen is a
package they can accept; but if it is $5 million between
48 commercial fishermen, the spread becomes very
limited.

Consumer affairs: student art competition
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education. It
concerns an art competition scam I believe is preying
on the vulnerability of a number of Victorian school
students. It has been brought to my attention that a
Queensland-based company called Write 4 Fun is
seeking to extract money from Victorian school
students in what I believe is a substantial con job.
Students in at least one school in my electorate were
encouraged to enter an art competition with the promise
of prizes of cash, iPods or Nintendos. On receipt of the
entries, the company in Queensland actually sent a
personal letter, an invitation, back to each of the
students who entered the competition, informing them
that if permission were granted, their work would be
included in a volume of artwork produced by a
company called Aussie Art — also a Queensland-based
company. The students were at the same time invited to
pre-purchase a copy of the Aussie Art book for the
special discount price of $66 plus $9.95 for postage and
handling. They were also offered extras like notebooks,
plaques and so on for the super-saver price of $176.
There is no doubt that this Queensland company was
exploiting Victorian students for its own capital gain.
The school in my electorate was not sucked in and has
reported the scam to Consumer Affairs Victoria for
investigation. I am happy to forward to the Minister for
Education some further details of companies, addresses,
Australian business numbers and so on. The action I
seek from the minister is to take steps to notify all
Victorian schools of this marketing scam, despite the
role consumer affairs may play in an investigation, so
that the schools and parents who might not understand
all that is involved will not be ripped off.

Infoxchange: funding
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Community Services, and it relates to Infoxchange, an
internet service on social justice issues. It provides a
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range of information communication technology
services for individuals, not-for-profit groups and the
community sector.
A good example is the website relating to housing and
homelessness. The website has areas for housing news,
community housing information and a reference
service. Via the website, homeless people can
contribute to Parity, the publication of the Council to
Homeless Persons, which reaches 800 service agencies
Australia wide. It has resources to help other members
of the public understand people who are homeless.
There are online discussion forums on the housing
sector and the Victorian homelessness strategy.
However, I have been informed that the Victorian
Department of Human Services has decided to cease
funding for the website on 30 June. I ask the Minister
for Community Services to reconsider that decision and
to have the Victorian government ensure the
continuation of the service provided through that
website.

WorkChoices: effects
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Industrial
Relations in the other house. I ask him to meet with the
independent Victorian workplace rights advocate and to
develop a strategy that will assist workers currently
being employed in new businesses.
A report compiled by Monash University has found
that agreements made by new businesses, before
workers are employed, are providing a blank cheque for
unscrupulous employers to cut wages and conditions.
The advocate’s report is called Workplace Rights —
Employer Greenfields Agreement under WorkChoices.
It looks at the impact of WorkChoices on rights for new
employees.
It found that agreements made by new businesses are a
means for employers alone to determine the terms and
conditions under which workers will be hired. There is
no negotiation with workers or their unions. In fact
these agreements are made before workers have been
employed. Once the workers are engaged they are
confronted with employment conditions over which
they have no say. Prospective workers are not even
given the chance to see the contract before it is
registered, much less agree to its contents. This is
another damning condemnation of those responsible for
WorkChoices — by any name. These agreements strip
away protected award conditions and slash the pay of
Victorian workers.
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The report was commissioned by Victoria’s workplace
rights advocate — —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, it would
seem that Mr Tee has well and truly ventured into the
area of a federal matter. As I know this is of some
concern to you, President, I suggest you call him to
order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member is asking
the minister to deal with a matter pertaining to workers
in Victoria, and it has a direct relationship to the
workplace rights advocate. I see no problem with his
adjournment matter.
Mr TEE — The report by the Victorian workplace
rights advocate — a body founded by this
Parliament — found that 80 per cent of these
agreements excluded protected award conditions. The
report found that about 70 per cent of these agreements
remove or reduce annual leave loadings, public holiday
or weekend penalties, shiftwork loadings, casual leave
loadings and overtime penalty rates.
These insidious agreements are nothing short of the
Howard government reaching into the pockets of wage
earners and taking away money that families need to
pay the bills. There is nothing like this in any other
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development country — only the Howard Government
is prepared to leave workers stranded in this way. These
agreements are nothing more than a blatant tool for
driving down wages and conditions.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I note that Mr Tee has
now finished his contribution. However, I remind
members that there is no capacity to debate
adjournment matters. I have to say that Mr Tee just
about got there that time. I am making the house aware
of that rule.

Water: Victorian plan
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change in the
other place. It concerns the impact of the government’s
decision to build a number of large infrastructure
projects nearly eight years into its term and the fact that
these projects obviously will cost a significant amount
of money.
The government has said in its announcements that
there will be an average doubling of water bills over
five years. I put it to the minister that the concept of ‘on
average’ means that some water bills will be greater
and some will be lesser. We need to understand this

ADJOURNMENT
1944

COUNCIL

because there is considerable concern and confusion in
the community as to how these bills will change over
time.
I have in my possession a Yarra Valley Water quarterly
account for an average suburban house in Brooke
Court, Ashburton. It looks at water usage between
3 January and 2 April. There are two blocks. There is a
$32.05 charge for water usage on one block and a
$7.53 charge for the water on the other block, at a rate
of 0.9601 cents per kilolitre, coming to a total of
$39.58. There is a sewage disposal charge of $27.65 for
the same period, a service charge of $52.24 and a
drainage charge of $19.08. There is also a concession of
$38.39, bringing the total bill to $100.16. A doubling of
the bill, on the surface, would see it go to $200.32. But
it seems that there is a lot of scope for price ranges and
different applications of tariffs.
It is very important that the community understand
quickly which part of this bill will change. Will it just
be the metering of water that doubles, will it be the
service charge that doubles or will there be a different
ratio in each section of the bill? Suburban householders
have every right to expect to be able to understand these
matters, and I think the government has to explain. I am
asking for the minister in the other place to explain in
simple terms — not through an expensive advertising
campaign but through simple statements — how this
will impact on water bills, which parts will increase and
when it will occur.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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not actually helping those who are already struggling to
get into their first home. It seems that under the current
structure you have to already have the money before
this government will give you a hand. In fact industry
has stated that the misguided way in which this money
has been handed out is actually fuelling the home
affordability crisis by pushing up prices and thereby
pushing up the debt levels of many people who are
trying to achieve their dream. Banks are now allowing
people to use this grant money in lieu of a deposit and
then lending them the full amount of the property and
more.
Just last month the Housing Industry Association called
for a national summit of all levels of government to
tackle the issue of home affordability in Australia. I call
on the minister to implement a fairer system of housing
assistance targeted at those Victorians whose incomes
are in the bottom 50 per cent as opposed to wealthier
Victorians, who are currently receiving 80 per cent of
state government assistance in Victoria.
Southcity Clinic: funding
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Mental
Health in the other place, Lisa Neville. Last week I
visited the Southcity Clinic in Elwood as part of Drug
Action Week. Drug Action Week, which is an initiative
of the Alcohol and Other Drugs Council of Australia, is
a national week of activities to raise awareness and
promote the achievements of those who work to reduce
alcohol and other drug-related harm. It aims to promote
public debate about evidence-based strategies for
reducing alcohol and other drug-related harm.

Housing: affordability
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Housing in the other place,
Mr Wynne. It relates to housing affordability and the
first home owner grants that are currently made
available by the government. On 12 June the Treasurer,
Mr Brumby, issued a statement bragging about the
rising number of people claiming first time bonuses and
first home owner grants. In his statement the Treasurer
said that he was presenting the figures to answer
criticisms from others — industry people, social service
groups and housing associations. The criticism of the
Victorian government is that state government stamp
duties are actually pushing homeownership out of the
reach of thousands of prospective buyers.
The Victorian Council of Social Service has indicated
in a press release that 80 per cent of first home owner
grants in Victoria are now going to the wealthier half of
the population. The council has stated that the grant is

Southcity Clinic has been operating since 1997. It is a
service of Southcity GP Services, a division of general
practice. The service provides specialist assessment and
treatment services for patients with significant and
complex medical, psychiatric or psychosocial
problems. It provides consultancy and support services
for health practitioners involved in providing
methadone and other pharmacotherapy services. It
provides continuing education for health practitioners
involved in alcohol and other drug fields. It also
provides comprehensive case management for every
patient, acupuncture, and group programs such as
creative writing and art therapy, which complement
individual therapy.
As a result of my visit to Southcity Clinic I have
become aware of the ongoing financial problems faced
by this specialist service. Southcity is a stand-alone
community service which is not embedded within a
hospital or other large institution. However, the funding
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model applied to Southcity is based on the assumption
of a hospital-based service. This does not take into
account the increased infrastructure costs of a
stand-alone service, nor does it reflect accurately the
actual staffing structure — for example, all clients
attend community pharmacies to receive their
methadone or buprenorphine. Southcity Clinic does not
have an in-house or hospital pharmacy, so no income is
derived that way, as is the case with other services.
Members may not realise that it costs clients $30 to $35
a week for their methadone, and Southcity has about
120 active clients who are on substitute
pharmacotherapy and attending the clinic at any given
time.
The Department of Human Services has been very
supportive, but each year there is a budget deficit of
some $60 000. My request to the minister is that she
urgently review the funding base to ensure that a viable
and more appropriate model is developed in order to
maintain the continuity of specialist clinical services at
Southcity Clinic.

Exports: data reporting
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the minister in the chamber,
the Minister for Industry and State Development,
Mr Theophanous. I was wondering whether we could
investigate stating future reporting of exports and other
trade-related data not just in Australian-dollar terms but
also in US-dollar terms and trade-weighted index terms.
I would like to explain the reasons I think this is
important.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — No, to the contrary, the
minister is doing an outstanding job. When you look at
the value of Victoria’s exports in terms of the people
who are buying them, when you look at them in
trade-weighted terms and when you look at them in
US-dollar terms, you see they have been growing
outstandingly well. What has happened to Victoria’s
exports — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — That is the mining boom
driving Victoria’s manufactured exports.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I remind Mr Thornley
we are not debating here.
Mr THORNLEY — The problem for Victoria’s
manufacturing exporters is that they are being murdered
by a high Australian dollar — the highest Australian
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dollar we have had in 18 years. That is true for our
agricultural exporters as well. Not only does that make
our exports more expensive for customers to purchase,
but it also means that those purchases come back with
less value in Australian dollars. If we are going to
assess whether or not our exporters are performing
effectively in global markets, whether they are winning
the global market share and whether they are winning
global customers, then we need to look at it in terms of
our receipts in Australian dollars and in terms of the
currencies that are actually paid by the customers. If we
do that, then some of those opposite will be less
inclined to continue to tar up our manufacturing
industries and exports and realise what outstanding
performance we in fact have.

Police: organised crime squad
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in another place. We all agree,
whether we are on this side of the house or indeed on
the other side, that the dreadful and tragic events of last
Monday morning in the Melbourne central business
district have highlighted a major problem that we have
in our society right now — that is, the role of so-called
bikie gangs in organised crime, particularly in the
manufacture and distribution of illegal drugs.
My information is that amphetamine factories are quite
common among a number of these gangs, and they
bring in vast sums of money. In order to protect their
drug empires these outlaws have absolutely no
hesitation in resorting to violence at the drop of a hat.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Mr FINN — They are indeed a major blight on
society and one that needs to be smashed,
Mr Theophanous. Since the disbanding of the organised
crime squad by Chief Commissioner Nixon a couple of
years ago, unfortunately the eye has gone off the ball in
relation to law enforcement on this particular issue.
I ask the minister to take responsibility for law and
order in this state and to direct the chief commissioner
to end her trial-by-video form of policing and focus the
necessary resources on fighting this particularly
insidious form of crime among gangs and eradicate this
major threat to the community. I also ask the minister to
direct the chief commissioner to reinstate the organised
crime squad, if that is what is necessary.

Water: irrigators
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Water,
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Environment and Climate Change in another place. By
way of background, I inform the house that a group of
farmers in western Victoria have formed the Orford
water committee as a result of the dramatic loss of
water from stock and domestic bores which has
occurred in the area after the issue of large groundwater
licences to irrigators. Those extractions are currently
unmetered. This has led to a lack of water for
households and stock and, as happened in one
unfortunate case, when water is desperately need for
emergency firefighting.
The committee has requested that no more licences be
issued in the area, with 11 000 megalitres of the
estimated 16 000-megalitre cap having already been
issued, and that there be a designation of a water supply
protection area. It brought a motion to this effect to the
Victorian Farmers Federation state council today, but
unfortunately it was not supported by the VFF. I am
therefore asking the minister to intervene on its behalf
by asking Southern Rural Water to freeze the issue of
new licences, to engage directly with the group and to
release to them and to me the data and studies on which
Southern Rural Water is relying in this area.

Schools: Reality program
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
John Lenders. An organisation called Anchor, which
has as its main roles emergency and referred support for
individuals and families facing homelessness and foster
care for children under 18 years in the eastern region of
Melbourne, has this week started what I believe is a
very impressive program called ‘Reality’, which has
recently been funded.
The Reality program involves Anchor personnel
speaking to secondary school students in years 11 and
12 about the reality of what it would mean if they
decided to leave home now. They talk about paying
rent, paying bills, washing their clothes, cooking,
cleaning, earning money to do those things and, if they
stay in school, finding the time to study and attend
class. If students are seriously thinking that it might be
a cool idea to get their own pad, then they need to take
these things into account, because if the problems they
have at home are not too insurmountable and can be
sorted out, it may be a much better idea for them to stay
at home rather than face these issues or face the fact
that if they fail, they could be homeless.
This program is now available in schools in the Yarra
Ranges and Knox areas. I ask the minister to encourage
schools to take up this program and make some time for
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it in the curriculum. It takes only 2 hours, and I think it
is very important.

Devilbend Reservoir: land sale
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this afternoon is for the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change in another
place. It relates to the Devilbend Reservoir. Members
may be aware that the Devilbend Reservoir, which was
in operation throughout the 1960s, 1970s, 1980s, 1990s
and into the new century, was decommissioned by the
Bracks Labor government in 2000. Throughout the
1970s and 1980s the government brought up land
around the Devilbend Reservoir for a potential
expansion to triple its size to augment Melbourne’s
water supply. Ultimately that did not happen, and, as I
said, the Bracks Labor government decommissioned
the reservoir in 2000.
The reservoir occupies a site of 1057 hectares.
Approximately a third of it is water, a third of it is
natural bushland and a third of it is former farming land
that desperately needs to be rehabilitated. The area has
been in a state of limbo ever since 2000. There have
been various proposals put forward by the government.
At one stage the government was proposing to sell
several hundred hectares of the reservoir land. It is now
determined to sell 40 hectares of land. That is against
the Mornington Peninsula community’s wishes.
The Mornington Peninsula population has grown
significantly over the last 10 to 20 years as it has
become closer to Melbourne in terms of travel time.
Public open space is scarce on the Mornington
Peninsula, and this 1057 hectares is a particularly
precious part of the Mornington Peninsula’s public
open space, being right in the middle of the peninsula
and having significant remnant native bushland and
vegetation that should be preserved, not to mention the
native fauna there.
Unfortunately the minister has determined that
40 hectares should be sold to facilitate the rehabilitation
of some of that land. Given the explosion in revenue
this government has enjoyed, given the way the
population of the Mornington Peninsula has increased
and given the environmental benefits of the Devilbend
land, I ask the minister to expedite the appointment of a
management plan advisory group. The land has been in
limbo since the reservoir was decommissioned in 2000,
and I ask the minister to expedite the rehabilitation of
the park, including the eradication of feral animals,
weeds and pests, and most importantly, to review the
erroneous decision to sell 40 hectares of the Devilbend
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park and recognise its importance to the open space and
environment of the peninsula community.
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accommodation for the Radford twins and for their
family.

Disability services: supported accommodation

Electricity: pricing

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — The issue
I raise on the adjournment this afternoon is for the
Minister for Community Services, Gavin Jennings, and
it concerns Ian and Jenny Radford and their twin
24-year-old disabled daughters. This is a family in total
crisis. The parents are trying to juggle their own ill
health, financial pressures and the care of their disabled
daughters.

Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to raise
an adjournment matter with the Minister for Energy and
Resources in the other place. I ask the minister to advise
how small businesses and households that produce
renewable energy can get information about the fair
pricing of any electricity they feed back into the grid,
and further, what action his department is taking to
ensure that small businesses and households in country
and regional Victoria get this information.

Months of pleading for help have failed to save this
Gippsland family from the painful choice of
relinquishing the care of their 24-year-old profoundly
disabled twin daughters to the state of Victoria and a
disability system that finds itself in crisis, with no
suitable accommodation available. This family is
caught between state and federal government
bureaucracies, but this is a Victorian family which is
under severe stress. The family itself believes that DHS
(Department of Human Services) has not offered any
lasting solution to its debt problems, and it has been
pushed to the brink of despair.
The parents, who were in a great deal of financial
difficulty, reluctantly had to put their children into DHS
emergency respite care. This happened two weeks ago.
They were desperate, and they had to relinquish their
daughters to the department, which placed the girls into
emergency care in a respite home and negotiated a
return to the family with a commitment to resolving the
debt cycle forcing the sale of the family home. But the
family believes that DHS has not offered it any lasting
solution. It is of great concern that they are being
shuffled from one department to another. They have
these twin girls who really are severely disabled, and it
is important to help and support this family.
The DHS was in such strife with the emergency respite
of these girls that it actually could not cope and had to
send them back to the family for additional support,
with the promise of helping the family to get out of this
cycle. This has not happened, and the parents tragically
have had to put their house onto the market. I have had
a letter from Ian Radford in which he says:
We believe that the sale of our home is still our only way
forward, unlike the state government department’s suggestion
we begin negotiating with the current debtors to make
arrangements for them to wait until we are in a better
financial position.

I ask the minister as a matter of urgency to immediately
intervene to locate specific-purpose disability

The Bracks government has acted to encourage more
small renewable energy producers into the market by
guaranteeing a fair price for energy fed into the power
grid through proposed amendments to the Electricity
Industry Act 2000. All producers with a renewable
energy capacity of up to 100 kilowatts will be
guaranteed a fair price for energy surplus to their own
needs. The 100-kilowatt threshold has been chosen to
cover small renewable producers who have little market
power to negotiate to sell their own excess energy.
The fair-price provision in the rules will allow the
government to review and judge the adequacy of the
price offered by energy retailers. If the government
believes the price is not fair, it will refer the price to an
independent arbiter, the Essential Services
Commission. The government will also look at whether
more reforms are needed to encourage the uptake of
renewable energy generation by households and small
businesses in the future.

Planning: electronic conveyancing
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — In the last
adjournment debate for these sittings I would like to
raise a matter for the Minister for Planning that
concerns the implementation of electronic planning and
application systems in Victoria. The Streamlined
Planning through Electronic Applications and Referrals
(SPEAR) system is a very important contemporary
project that is aimed to provide an online ability for
land-related transactions to be performed over the
internet. It is a project that has the Liberal Party’s
support, albeit it is concerned about the time it has
taken to get to the stage we are currently at.
The project was launched some years ago with the
intention of Victoria being the first state to implement
such a program, although I note we have now been
overtaken in that sense by south-eastern Queensland.
Departmental information suggests that following
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design and development work four years ago, the
implementation of SPEAR commenced in late 2004
with the pilot of the system. In the following year the
pilot consisted of 6 councils, 7 surveying firms and
27 referral authorities, with the rollout to all councils
and surveyors in metropolitan and regional Victoria
commencing in 2006.
The action I seek from the minister relates to the
manner in which the SPEAR system will be funded. I
have noted through a Department of Sustainability and
Environment regulatory impact statement that the
SPEAR system will indeed be funded courtesy of an
increase in application fees. The planning and property
industry in Victoria appears to be a never-ending cash
cow for the Bracks government, and while the total
amount collected from an increase in application fees
will probably pale compared to the massive stamp duty
haul of the government, the reality is it is another fee
increase nonetheless.
It is a fee increase that is totally unnecessary and one
that will hit people trying to do the right thing by
lodging applications via the internet. Moreover, I
believe it would be totally wrong for the government to
raise these application fees and then to keep them at the
pre-SPEAR levels. If this ends up being the case, which
I suspect it might, the application fee increase will
prove, I think, that it was put in place not to raise
money to fund SPEAR but rather to be just another
Bracks government tax increase.
I ask the minister to explain properly to me and to all
Victorians exactly why application fees need to be
raised to fund the online application system and, more
to the point, if and when the implementation is
complete, to nominate a date when the application fees
will revert back to their pre-implementation levels.

Responses
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and State Development) — John Vogels asked
me a question for the Minister for Agriculture in the
other place, and I will pass that on.
Peter Hall asked me a question for the Minister for
Education, and I will also pass that on.
Colleen Hartland asked me a question for the Minister
for Community Services relating to a website for
housing, homelessness and other matters, and I will
pass that on to the Minister for Community Services for
reply to her.
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Brian Tee asked me a question for the Minister for
Industrial Relations in the other place, and I will pass
that on.
David Davis asked me a question for the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change in the other
place concerning the doubling of water bills, and he
mixed in questions about sewage disposal. I will get
that question answered back to him.
Damian Drum asked me a question for the Minister for
Housing in the other place about housing affordability
and indicated to me that he could not stay for the
response. I will pass that question on to the Minister for
Housing for response.
Sue Pennicuik asked me a question for the Minister for
Mental Health in the other place. It was in relation to
alcohol-related and drug-related harm and the funding
model specifically used to fund Southcity Clinic. I am
happy to pass that on to the relevant minister for her
response.
Evan Thornley asked a question of me specifically. It
related to my investigating not only the reporting of
export and receipts in Australian dollars but also the
reporting of the trade-weighted figures and, in
particular, reporting in United States dollars. He made
some very important points about the fact that in
relation to exports we in this state have been suffering
because of the high Australian dollar relative to the
United States dollar. Notwithstanding that, if you
examined the trajectory you would see a very
significant increase in exports in US dollar terms,
which arguably is a good measure of the overall value
of our exports in a world context. I also say in response
to the member that although we would be happy to look
at that reporting — and it is an important dimension —
our own targets are based on Australian dollars, and we
would not walk away from those export targets in
Australian dollars. I again make the point that the
trajectory is for increases in exports. Recently we have
seen exports increase. There was a dip some time ago,
but I am happy to say that the trajectory is back on the
increase and that I am looking forward to being able to
report ongoing increases until we reach those targets.
Bernie Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services in the other place in relation to
tragic events and his concern about bikie gangs and
how they are being dealt with by the police minister. He
said he has some information. I am not sure whether
that was a request by Mr Finn to go under cover and get
more information, but I will pass his request on to the
relevant minister.
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Greg Barber asked a question about groundwater
licences and referred to his concerns relating to them.
He asked of the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change in the other place that there be a freeze
on new licences. I will pass that on for response.
Shaun Leane asked a question relating to education and
the Anchor organisation’s Reality program, which is
about providing information about the reality of leaving
home. It is a very important program, and I am happy to
pass that request on to the Minister for Education.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Water, Environment and Climate Change in relation to
a reservoir augmentation and some land on the
Mornington Peninsula. I will pass that request on for a
response.
Andrea Coote raised a matter for the Minister for
Community Services relating to a specific family with
two daughters who are severely disabled. These
circumstances are always very difficult for everyone,
and I will be very happy to pass that request on to the
minister to see whether he can be of further assistance.
Ms Broad raised a matter for the Minister for Energy
and Resources in the other place. I will pass that
question on for response.
Matthew Guy raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning relating to the streamlined planning through
electronic applications and referrals, or SPEAR,
scheme and application fees which apply to that. I will
pass that on for response.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 3.39 p.m. until Tuesday, 17 July.
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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, 19 June 2007
Roads and ports: Victoria–King streets, Doncaster
48.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Roads and Ports):
In relation to the proposal to install traffic control lights at the corner of Victoria Street and King Street
in Doncaster:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What action has been taken so far on the design process, including details of the design.
Have any tenders been let and if so who was the preferred supplier.
What is the time frame for completion.
What is the allocated budget for this project.

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

VicRoads is completing the detailed design for the traffic signal layout, required intersection modifications
and public lighting for this project.

(2)

A tender has not yet been let. The tender is scheduled to be advertised shortly.

(3)

It is expected that the installation of the traffic signals will be completed during the 2007/08 financial year.

(4)

The estimated cost of the project is $600,000.

Roads and ports: Springvale–Old Warrandyte roads, Donvale
49.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Roads and Ports):
In relation to the proposal to install traffic control lights at the intersection of Springvale and Old
Warrandyte roads in Donvale:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What action has been taken so far on the design process, including details of the design.
Have any tenders been let.
What is the time frame for completion.
What is the allocated budget for the project.

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

The Government has requested VicRoads to proceed with developing the proposal for signals at the
intersection of Springvale Road and Old Warrandyte Road, Donvale.
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(2)

No tenders have yet been let.

(3)

Delivery of the project will commence in 2008/09.

(4)

The estimated cost for the proposed works is $3 million.

Tuesday, 19 June 2007

Public transport: tram and train tender
134.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for Public
Transport):
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

You were recently reported as saying that contracts to operate Melbourne’s trams and trains be put
to open tender in 2008. Is this true or will the arrangements with the existing franchisees be
extended.
Is the form of the contract expected to be significantly altered, especially with respect to:
(a) increased service frequency;
(b) a process to allow renegotiations over changes to service levels; and
(c) the sharing of risks and ownership between the government and the operator.
Has your department carried out any research on the implications of bringing the rail and tram
services back into public ownership when current contracts expire in 2008.
Is any study of likely growth in demand in different parts of the public transport system being
carried out to guide the setting of service levels under new contracts.
What opportunities will there be for public discussion and public input into setting service levels
before the new contracts are prepared.
What research is your department undertaking into timetable coordination across modes, to guide
the development of defining services under any new contracts into setting standards for
improvements to create a properly integrated network of train, tram and bus services in
Melbourne.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1–2) Parts 1 and 2 of the member’s question breach the Standing Orders of the Legislative Council in that those
parts of the question ask for an expression of opinion or a statement or announcement of Government policy.
I therefore decline to provide an answer to parts 1 and 2.
(3)

The government is currently working through a number of options for the rail franchises after the expiry of
the current contracts in November 2008. This work will look at all aspects of the operations including
amendments that may be required to the current arrangements.

(4)

Yes.

(5)

The Government is committed to consulting the community and input from the public is a crucial part of the
development of any changes to service levels.

(6)

Processes are already in place between public transport operators to ensure that there is effective timetable
coordination across all transport modes. Clause 7.11 of the Franchise Agreement requires Connex to work in
cooperation with other transport operators to coordinate passenger information and to improve facilities. Bus
services across Melbourne are being progressively reviewed to ensure, among other things, that train, tram
and bus timetables are properly coordinated.
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Water, environment and climate change: Doncaster Crown land
140.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to his portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A schedule of all Crown land parcels and the associated details of each in the electorate of Doncaster has been
prepared, along with a corresponding map indicating the location of each parcel.
[Map supplied in format unsuitable for incorporation in Hansard. Map can be viewed in electronic form under
‘Questions on notice’ at http://www.parliament.vic.gov.au/downloadhansard/council.htm]
The responsibility for Crown land (under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and the Land Act 1958) in the main
rests with the Minister for Planning. The responsibility for the sale of Crown land rests with the Minister for
Finance.
TYPE OF MANAGEMENT

MANAGER

1204199

RESERVE No

PUBLIC PARK - YARRAN DHERAN

PURPOSE

RESERVE (COFM - COUNCIL)

WHITEHORSE CITY COUNCIL

0.291

1204681

PUBLIC RECREATION

RESERVE (COFM - COUNCIL)

MANNINGHAM CITY COUNCIL

2.019

1204745

PUBLIC PARK

RESERVE (COFM - COUNCIL)

MANNINGHAM CITY COUNCIL

0.733

1204872

PUBLIC BUILDINGS - DONCASTER
EAST POLICE STATION

RESERVE (IMPLIED MGT - POLICE)

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

0.229

2015002

PUBLIC PURPOSES (PROJECT)

RESERVE (COFM - OTHER)

SOUTHERN AND EASTERN
INTEGRATED TRANSPORT
AUTHORITY (SEITA)

3.496

COMMENTS

AREA Ha

PARCEL NO

SPI

RELATED RESERVE

P360014

5A~10A\PP2264

1204745

PUBLIC PARK RESERVE

Area Ha
0.733

P360004

C1~6\PP2264

1204872

CROWN LAND

0.077

P360005

C2~6\PP2264

1204877

PUBLIC BUILDING RESERVE

0.152

P374245

2011\PP3337

2015002

MITCHAM - FRANKSTON
FREEWAY

8.023

P360011

15B3\PP2264

1204681

PUBLIC PARK RESERVE

2.019

P244170

17A4\PP3753

STREAMSIDE RESERVE

1.131

P374261

2013\PP3337

2015002

MITCHAM - FRANKSTON
FREEWAY

9.745

P374260

2012\PP3337

2015002

MITCHAM - FRANKSTON
FREEWAY

9.030

P372302

2008\PP3337

STREAMSIDE RESERVE

0.406

P372303

2009\PP3337

STREAMSIDE RESERVE

0.351

P374263

2015\PP3337

2015002

MITCHAM - FRANKSTON
FREEWAY

2.513

P374315

2019\PP3753

2015002

MITCHAM - FRANKSTON
FREEWAY

0.983

P360848

127D\PP3337

204199

PUBLIC PARK RESERVE

0.339

P372299

2006\PP3337

STREAMSIDE RESERVE

0.014
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Energy and resources: Doncaster Crown land
141.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Energy and Resources):
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to his portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is no Crown land held within the Doncaster electorate that relates to the portfolio of the Minister for Energy
and Resources. There is no intention to acquire any such land.

Health: Doncaster Crown land
143.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Health):
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to her portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not control any Crown owned land in the electorate of Doncaster relating
to its portfolio and there are no plans to acquire any Crown owned land in the electorate.

Industry and state development: Doncaster Crown land
145.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development:
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to his portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
“There is no crown land owned nor any intentions to acquire any in the electorate of Doncaster relating to my
portfolio responsibilities as the Minister for Industry and State Development.”

Sports, recreation and youth affairs: Doncaster Crown land
146.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs):
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to his portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Under the portfolio of Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs I do not have responsibility for the management of
Crown land or the sale and acquisition of land.
The Minister for Planning is responsible for the management of Crown land.

Housing: Doncaster Crown land
147.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Housing and
Local Government):
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to the Housing portfolio and indicate whether the Government
intends to sell any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The office of Housing does not control any Crown owned land in the electorate of Doncaster relating to its portfolio
and there are no plans to acquire any Crown owned land in the electorate.

Community services: Doncaster Crown land
148.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
Can the Minister provide descriptions of, and where available the addresses of, all Crown owned land in
the electorate of Doncaster relating to his portfolio and indicate whether the Government intends to sell
any of this land or acquire any new land in the Doncaster electorate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Human Services does not control any Crown owned land in the electorate of Doncaster relating
to its portfolios and there are no plans to acquire any Crown owned land in the electorate.

Education: Croydon Hills Primary School
209.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Croydon Hills Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 209 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1205]

Education: Croydon North Primary School
210.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Croydon North Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 210 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1206]

Education: Croydon West Primary School
211.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Croydon West Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 June 2007

COUNCIL

1957

The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 211 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1206]

Education: Kalinda Primary School
212.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Kalinda Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 212 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1207]

Education: Maroondah Secondary College
213.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Maroondah Secondary College located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
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[Part (2) of question 213 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1208]

Education: Norwood Secondary College
214.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Norwood Secondary College located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 214 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1208]

Education: Park Orchards Primary School
215.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Park Orchards Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 215 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1209]
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Education: Parkwood Secondary College
216.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Parkwood Secondary College located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 216 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1209]

Education: Ringwood Heights Primary School
217.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Ringwood Heights Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 217 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1210]

Education: Warrandyte High School
218.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
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In relation to Warrandyte High School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 218 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1211]

Education: Warrandyte Primary School
219.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Warrandyte Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2) If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 219 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1211]

Education: Warranwood Primary School
220.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Warranwood Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
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when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 220 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1212]

Education: Yarra Road Primary School
221.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Yarra Road Primary School located in the Warrandyte District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 221 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1213]

Education: Laburnum Primary School
222.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Laburnum Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 222 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1213]

Education: Mitcham Primary School
223.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Mitcham Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 223 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1214]

Education: Nunawading Primary School
224.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Nunawading Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 224 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1214]

Education: Mount Pleasant Primary School
225.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Mount Pleasant Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 225 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1215]

Education: Old Orchard Primary School
226.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Old Orchard Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
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The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 226 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1216]

Education: Blackburn Primary School
227.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Blackburn Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 227 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1216]

Education: Blackburn Lake Primary School
228.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Blackburn Lake Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
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[Part (2) of question 228 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1217]

Education: Antonio Park Primary School
229.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Antonio Park Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 229 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1217]

Education: Rangeview Primary School
230.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Rangeview Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 230 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1218]
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Education: Springview Primary School
231.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Springview Primary School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 231 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1219]

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: WorkCover investigations
267.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Education (for the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and
TAC):
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many workplace safety investigators are employed by WorkCover?
What is the WorkCover budget for workplace safety investigation?
Is there a cut-off point on costs for investigations?

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

WorkSafe has 241 inspectors to ensure that workplaces comply with Victoria’s health and safety legislation.
A specialist team of 20 investigators conducts comprehensive investigations into alleged breaches of these
laws.

(2)

WorkSafe’s forecast expenditure in 2006/07 for the Legal Services and Investigations Division is $5,308,972.

(3)

No.

Water, environment and climate change: Dandenong Ranges National Park
284.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
In relation to the Dandenong Ranges National Park (with respect to that portion which abuts the
Assembly District of Ferntree Gully):
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When was the last occasion (s) that this section of National Park was burnt in a controlled
environment (i.e. fuel reduction burn).
Taking into consideration the topography and flora of this area, how often should this area be
subject to a controlled burn in order to reduce the amount of available fuel.
When is the next occasion (s) that this section of National Park will be subject to a controlled
burn.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– For the purposes of answering this question, the Department has interpreted the portion of the Dandenong
Ranges National Park abutting the Assembly District of Ferntree Gully as that area south of the Mountain
Highway and west of the Mount Dandenong Tourist Road (approximately 650 hectares).
(1)

Since the 1997 wildfire which burnt 340 hectares of this area, 24 fuel reduction burns have been conducted
covering 160 hectares.

(2)

The frequency with which this area is fuel reduced is determined by the fuel management strategies defined
in the East Port Phillip Fire Protection Plan (Nov 2003). This plan assigns fuel management zones based on
the strategic importance of different areas, the appropriateness of burning to manage fuels, and the natural and
developed values on or adjacent to the area. There are currently five zones: Zone 1 Asset Protection, Zone 2
Strategic fuel reduced corridors, Zone 3 Broad-acre fuel reduced mosaic, Zone 4 Specific flora and fauna
management and Zone 5 Exclusion of prescribed burning. Each zone has triggers based on overall fuel hazard
that determines when fuel reduction should be undertaken.
In this area approximately 11% is Zone 1, 70% is Zone 3 and 19% Zone 5.
Overall fuel hazard is monitored and used in conjunction with community and stakeholder input to determine
when an area is next programmed for burning.

(3)

This area will be looked at again during the annual Fire Operations Planning process, and the community will
be consulted formally in September. It is anticipated that at least 25 hectares will be programmed for burning
over the next three years.

Water, environment and climate change: Lysterfield State Park
285.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
In relation to the Lysterfield State Park:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When was the last occasion (s) that this section of State Park was burnt in a controlled
environment (i.e. fuel reduction burn).
Taking into consideration the topography and flora of this area, how often should this area be
subject to a controlled burn in order to reduce the amount of available fuel.
When is the next occasion (s) that this section of State Park will be subject to a controlled burn.

ANSWER:
– For the purposes of answering this question, my Department has assumed the area in question is Lysterfield Park
(approximately 1430 ha).
(1)

In the last ten years, seven burns have been conducted covering approximately 80 hectares. In 2003,
110 hectares was burnt in a wildfire.
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The frequency with which this area is fuel reduced is determined by the fuel management strategies defined
in the East Port Phillip Fire Protection Plan (Nov 2003). This plan assigns fuel management zones based on
the strategic importance of different areas, the appropriateness of burning to manage fuels, and the natural and
developed values on or adjacent to the area. There are currently five zones: Zone 1 Asset Protection, Zone 2
Strategic fuel reduced corridors, Zone 3 Broad-acre fuel reduced mosaic, Zone 4 Specific flora and fauna
management and Zone 5 Exclusion of prescribed burning. Each zone has triggers based on overall fuel hazard
that determines when fuel reduction should be undertaken.
In this area approximately 1% is Zone 1, 5% is Zone 2, 83% is Zone 3 and 11% Zone 5.
Overall fuel hazard is monitored and used in conjunction with community and stakeholder input to determine
when an area is next programmed for burning.

(3)

This area will be looked at again during the annual Fire Operations Planning process, and the community will
be consulted formally in September. It is anticipated that at least 30 hectares will be programmed for burning
over the next three years.

Water, environment and climate change: Churchill National Park
286.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
In relation to the Churchill National Park:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When was the last occasion (s) that this section of National Park was burnt in a controlled
environment (i.e., fuel reduction burn).
Taking into consideration the topography and flora of this area, how often should this area be
subject to a controlled burn in order to reduce the amount of available fuel.
When is the next occasion (s) that this section of National Park will be subject to a controlled
burn.

ANSWER:
– For the purposes of answering this question, my Department has assumed the area in question is the Churchill
National Park (approximately 290 hectares).
(1)

This area has not been fuel reduced or burnt by wildfire in the last ten years.

(2)

The frequency with which this area is fuel reduced is determined by the fuel management strategies defined
in the East Port Phillip Fire Protection Plan (Nov 2003). This plan assigns fuel management zones based on
the strategic importance of different areas, the appropriateness of burning to manage fuels, and the natural and
developed values on or adjacent to the area. There are currently five zones: Zone 1 Asset Protection, Zone 2
Strategic fuel reduced corridors, Zone 3 Broad-acre fuel reduced mosaic, Zone 4 Specific flora and fauna
management and Zone 5 Exclusion of prescribed burning. Each zone has triggers based on overall fuel hazard
that determines when fuel reduction should be undertaken.
The entire Churchill National Park has been classified as Zone 3.
Overall fuel hazard is monitored and used in conjunction with community and stakeholder input to determine
when an area is next programmed for burning.

(3)

This area will be looked at again during the annual Fire Operations Planning process, and the community will
be consulted formally in September. However, given the nature of the vegetation (low fuel loading) and assets
within and surrounding the park; it is unlikely that significant areas will be programmed for burning in the
next three years.
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Roads and ports: Yarra River punt
289.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Roads and Ports):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Is the Government prepared to support the properly conducted trial of a punt service for cyclists
and pedestrians across the Yarra River between Scienceworks and Fishermen’s Bend.
Is the Government prepared to fund a 2 year trial of the commuter punt service through the
TravelSmart Local Government Grants Program.
Has the Minister considered the City of Hobsons Bay’s December 2006 submission to the
Government for a re-established punt service, with a new operator and funding model.
Is the Minister aware that a petition with 1100 signatures calling for the return of the commuter
punt was presented to the Member for Williamstown in February 2007.
Given the 37% increase during the last year in the number of cyclists commuting from the western
suburbs to the city, what long-term plans does the Minister have for handling this extra load via
existing infrastructure and for improving the safety of cyclists who travel this route each day.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1) (2)
An initial three month trial of the service from 5 October 2005 to 5 January 2006, extended until 2 June 2006,
indicated that despite a high level of publicity, the service attracted less than 50 trips per day. This was
considered insufficient for the trial to be further continued. On this basis, the implementation of another trial
is not supported.
(3)

I am advised that the Government has received a submission from the City of Hobsons Bay for a
re-established punt service, with a new operator and funding model. The submission is currently being
considered and a response will be provided to the City of Hobsons Bay.

(4)

I understand that a petition calling for the return of the commuter punt was presented to the Member for
Williamstown in February 2007. I am advised that the petition was not in a format that allowed it to be tabled
in Parliament.

(5)

I am advised by VicRoads that off-road bicycle paths along Footscray Road and Dynon Road provide direct
access between the western suburbs and the Melbourne Central Business District (CBD). These paths are
considered capable of carrying more than 500 cyclists per hour which is an increase of 80 per cent on the
peak hour volumes that currently exist on the Footscray Road path providing a high degree of separation and
a safe route for cyclists to use.
A key focus of the Government’s commitment to cycling is the continued expansion of bicycle facilities and
cycling networks in the western suburbs of Melbourne. The aim of these initiatives is to improve access
within the western suburbs, to the Footscray Transit City and between the western suburbs and other areas of
Melbourne such as the CBD. I am advised that proposals are currently being developed along Barkly Street to
provide access to the Footscray Transit City and to connect the Federation Trail with the Maribyrnong River
Trail.

CYCLIST VOLUMES ON FOOTSCRAY ROAD BICYCLE PATH
24 Hour Volumes
Month
January
February
March
Average

2006
1,276
1,379
1,428
1,361

2007
1,491
1,775
1,654
1,640

Increase
215
396
226
279

% Increase
17%
28%
16%
20%
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AM Peak Hour Volumes
Month
January
February
March

2006
188
223
219

2007
288
305
266

Increase
100
82
47

% Increase
53%
37%
21%

Average

210

286

76

37%

Month
January
February
March

2006
215
231
218

2007
256
319
285

Increase
41
88
67

% Increase
19%
38%
30%

Average

221

287

65

29%

PM Peak Volumes

Community services: disability services
290.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
For the 6 months ending 31 December 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many people with disabilities obtained a place in a government managed community
residential unit.
How many people with disabilities obtained a place in a non-government managed community
residential unit.
How many of those persons were relocated from congregate care to a community residential unit.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The staged implementation of the Client Relationship Information System (CRIS) across the DHS regions has
involved transitional arrangements for the recording of information. These arrangements will not allow for
comparable data reporting until the rollout is complete. The information requested is not currently available. The
Department’s new client information system will provide detail of service provision from July 2007.

Community services: disability services
292.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
In relation to Disability Services clients with day activities as at 31 December 2006, how many of these
people are also Disability Services residential accommodation clients in:
(a)
(b)

government managed residential services; and
non-government managed residential services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The staged implementation of the Client Relationship Information System (CRIS) across the DHS regions has
involved transitional arrangements for the recording of information. These arrangements will not allow for
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comparable data reporting until the rollout is complete. The information requested is not currently available. The
Department’s new client information system will provide detail of service provision from July 2007.

Community services: disability services
293.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
In relation to Futures for Young Adults clients as at 31 December 2006, how many of these are also
Disability Services residential accommodation clients in:
(a)
(b)

government managed residential services; and
non-government managed residential services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The staged implementation of the Client Relationship Information System (CRIS) across the DHS regions has
involved transitional arrangements for the recording of information. These arrangements will not allow for
comparable data reporting until the rollout is complete. The information requested is not currently available. The
Department’s new client information system will provide detail of service provision from July 2007.

Community services: disability services
294.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
In relation to Disability Services Specialist Services clients as at 31 December 2006, how many of these
are also:
(a)
(b)

clients in government managed residential accommodation; and
clients in non-government managed residential accommodation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The staged implementation of the Client Relationship Information System (CRIS) across the DHS regions has
involved transitional arrangements for the recording of information. These arrangements will not allow for
comparable data reporting until the rollout is complete. The information requested is not currently available. The
Department’s new client information system will provide detail of service provision from July 2007.

Community services: disability services
296.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
For people with disabilities as at 31 December 2006, how many were in receipt of:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

accommodation outreach support;
family options support;
flexible support packages;
home first;
individualised support packages;
shared supported accommodation; and
transitional accommodation support.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The staged implementation of the Client Relationship Information System (CRIS) across the DHS regions has
involved transitional arrangements for the recording of information. These arrangements will not allow for
comparable data reporting until the rollout is complete. The information requested is not currently available. The
Department’s new client information system will provide detail of service provision from July 2007.

Community services: disability services
297.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
In relation to the implementation of the Disability Act 2006 and sector consultations for the
development of Access Policy:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which dates, times and locations were sector consultations held.
On which dates, times and locations were sector consultations held for families supporting persons
with a disability.
How many families supporting persons with a disability attended each sector consultation held for
families supporting persons with a disability.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Access Policy consultation was initially through a working group with a range of representatives from the
Department of Human Services and community service organisations.
The working group met on a fortnightly basis from October 2006 to January 2007 and contributed significantly to
the development of the draft Access Policy. These meetings were held on 11 and 25 October 2006, 8 and
11 November 2006, and 6 and 20 December 2006. All meetings were held at 10.00 +am at 50 Lonsdale Street,
Melbourne. The group also met on 19 March 2007 at 3.00 pm to consider the draft policy.
The draft policy was circulated throughout March and April 2007, to members of the Disability Act - Parent, Carer
and Family Representative Advisory Group, all disability service providers, advocacy agencies, carer networks and
individuals, and comment was sought for incorporation into the final policy.

Water, environment and climate change: national parks
304.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
As the Victorian Government did not make a submission to the recent Senate Inquiry into Australia’s
national parks, conservation reserves and marine protected areas, and as the Inquiry’s subsequent report
entitled ‘Conserving Australia’, identified climate change as one of the greatest threats to parks,
exacerbating existing and growing threats such as weed and feral animal invasion:
(1)
(2)

Does the Government have a strategy to plan for and deal with the short and long-term effects of
climate change on our great national parks; if so, what is the strategy.
If the Government does not have such a strategy, when will one exist.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Victoria has a magnificent parks and reserves system (including national parks) that cover nearly 4 million
hectares. These areas, which aim to be representative of the diversity of the natural ecosystems occurring on public
land, are critical for the protection of the State’s biodiversity assets. They are also increasingly being recognised as
important to regional economies.
Victoria continues to support and implement the nationally agreed statement Directions for the National Reserve
System – A Partnership Approach, which recognises the need to establish and manage protected areas within a
landscape context. It also actively pursues further research with other jurisdictions to inform the needs of the
reserve system to adapt to pressures like climate change.
The Government recognises that climate change represents a new challenge to our parks and reserves system and
the biodiversity it supports.
Victoria played an active role in the development of the National Biodiversity and Climate Change Action Plan
(2004), which recognises the importance of the reserves system.
Victoria’s Sustainability Action Statement (2006) commits to preparing Victoria for the impact of climate change,
including improving the resilience of Victoria’s natural assets to cope with the likely effects of climate change.
These include the natural assets of our parks and reserves system.
Victoria is currently developing a White Paper on ‘Land and biodiversity at a time of climate change’. This will
provide strategic directions for the management of land and the protection of biodiversity across the landscape,
including parks.
Increasing our understanding of ecosystems, taking a landscape approach and improving the resilience of our parks
and reserves (e.g. through improved weed and pest animal control programs) are all important in dealing with the
impacts of climate change (see examples below).

Public transport: Nunawading school bus route
316.

MR DALLA-RIVA–To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Public Transport):
In relation to the school bus route that runs along Springvale Road from Nunawading Station to the
Pines Shopping Centre: What are the details of these performance measures: on-time service,
cancellations and passenger patronage numbers —
(a)
(b)
(c)

from the period 1 January 2007;
for the period 1 July 2006 to 31 December 2006; and
for the period 1 January 2006 to 30 June 2006.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is insufficient information provided to answer this question as there are a number of school bus services
operating in this area.

Water, environment and climate change: forest industry rationalisation
336.

MR VOGELS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment and
Climate Change):
In relation to the Forest Industry, do you believe further rationalisation is necessary.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1974

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 June 2007

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government supports a sustainable native forest timber industry in Victoria.
The Government has through Our Forests Our Future stopped the over harvesting that was allowed to occur in
Victoria’s forests throughout the 1990’s.
The Government has also established Vic Forests to ensure there is a strong future in Victoria.

Mental health: drug program funding
375.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Mental
Health):
With reference to the new drug funding arrangements announced in the 2007–08 Budget:
(1)

(2)
(3)

Budget Paper 3, page 69, at footnote (f) states that the decrease in output cost is due to “the
transfer of the Tobacco and Drugs and Poisons policy functions to the Public Health output”.
Footnote (c) on page 88 states that “performance measures and funding related to drugs and
poisons regulation, and tobacco” have moved to Public Health, while footnote (e) on page 90
states that “Drugs Services regulatory programs” have gone to Public Health. Do all these
footnotes, worded differently, mean the same thing.
What exactly has been moved to Public Health, in terms of policy, programs and the dollar
amount of funding.
Funding for drugs in 2006–07 was $127.5 million (Drug Prevention and Control plus Drug
Treatment and Rehabilitation outputs). In 2007–08 this figure will fall to $116.8 million (Drug
Prevention and Control plus Drug Treatment and Rehabilitation outputs). How does the
Government justify reduced spending on drugs given this is a critical issue for the community.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

All three footnotes referred to (2007–08 Budget Paper no. 3 Footnote (f) on page 69, Footnote (c) on page 88
and Footnote (e) on page 90) relate to the transfer of the Drugs and Poisons and Tobacco Policy functions
from Drugs Services to Public Health Outputs.

(2)

The following programs and allocations have transferred from Drugs Services to Public Health:

(3)

– $5.0m transfer in respect of the Tobacco Policy Program which manages Tobacco Policy and Regulation,
– $2.2m transfer in respect of the Drugs and Poisons Regulation Group which provides regulatory advice
and compliance functions associated with controlled drugs, poisons and therapeutic goods.
There has been no reduction to the Drugs Services budget allocation for 2007–08. The movement from the
2006–07 budget of $127.5 million to the 2007–08 budget of $116.8m includes the following major changes:
– adjustment for the one-off allocation of $7.5m for facility development grants to drug services included in
the 2006–07 budget; and
adjustment in respect of the movement of $5m for Tobacco Policy and $2.2m for Drugs and Poisons
Regulation from Drugs Services to Public Health.
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Mental health: pharmacotherapy training
376.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Mental
Health):
In relation to page 89 of Budget Paper 3 where the expected outcome of 40 General Practitioners trained
to perform pharmacotherapy, has been revised down from an original target of 60:
(1)
(2)

What is the expected impact on the community of this revised target.
What has contributed to this lower than expected figure and what will be done differently to
ensure the Government reaches its new target of 70 in 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The revision of this target is not expected to impact on the number of General Practitioners available to
prescribe pharmacotherapy in Victoria in 2006–07. There are currently 490 General Practitioners approved as
pharmacotherapy prescribers in Victoria.

(2)

This revision from the target of 60 to the expected outcome of 40 General Practitioners trained to provide
pharmacotherapy services in 2006–07 reflects the establishment phase associated with the commencement of
a new contract for the provision of training services. The overall target for the service provider is 180 General
Practitioners trained over three years and the yearly targets have been set at 40 in the first year and 70 in each
of the subsequent two years.

Mental health: drug services measures
377.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services (for the Minister for Mental
Health):
In relation to Budget drug services measures and the labelling of episodes of care (EOC) by VAADA
(the peak organisation representing alcohol and drug services), as “arbitrary, restrictive, non-responsive,
unreflective of services provided” and affected by “client complexity and rural/regional costs”, and
given that DHS has conceded that in a 2002 review there were issues raised within the sector until the
measure:
(1)
(2)

Why are EOC’s still being used.
When will this measure be changed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Episodes of care record the outcomes that clients achieve when undertaking alcohol and drug treatment
programs. They are a qualitative measure of what a client achieves rather than a measure of inputs by
agencies.
An episode of care (EOC) comprises a range of significant treatment goals attainments (STGAs). The client
establishes their significant treatment goals in consultation with their clinician or alcohol and drug treatment
worker when they enter a treatment program. These goals are recorded in an individual treatment plan. When
the client achieves these goals (or STGAs), an episode of care is attained.
Following the review of episodes of care in 2002, DHS worked with representatives from across the sector,
including VAADA members and consumer representatives, to identify Significant Treatment Goal
Attainments (STGA) that accurately reflect the range of treatment goals that clients might seek to achieve
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across all the different alcohol and drug treatment service types. STGAs have been in place for the last few
years and take into account differences between service types.
(2)

Episodes of care provide a qualitative measure of client outcomes. This reflects good practice in service
delivery measurement with a focus on what a client gets out of a service rather what goes into it.

Community services: Alzheimer’s services
384.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
How much State Government funding was directed to Alzheimer’s services in the years 2003–04,
2004-05, 2005–06, 2006–07 and 2007–08 respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that funding allocated to Dementia Services under the Aged Services Support output for the
financial years from 2003–04 to 2007–08 was:
– 2003–04

$0.9 m

– 2004–05

$1.2 m

– 2005–06

$1.8 m

– 2006–07

$2.2 m

– 2007–08

$3.558 m

Community services: aged support services
399.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Community Services:
Given that the 2005–06 total Budget output cost of Aged Support Services was targeted in 2006–07
Budget Paper 3 at $74.2 million and the actual figure as indicated in the 2007–08 Budget Paper 3 was
67.8 million:
(1)
(2)

Can the Minister explain the $6.4 million gap in the target versus actual output cost.
What services missed out as a result of this reduction in funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The $6.4 million gap in the target versus actual output cost is due to a combination of administrative
adjustments including funding transfers to other outputs, realignment of indirect charges such as hospital long
service leave, depreciation and other corporate adjustments.

(2)

No services missed out as there was not a reduction in funding.
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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.

Wednesday, 20 June 2007
Education: Mullauna College
232.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Mullauna College located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 232 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1219]

Education: Blackburn High School
233.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Blackburn High School located in the Mitcham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
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Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 233 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1220]

Education: Briar Hill Primary School
234.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Briar Hill Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 234 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1221]

Education: Eltham East Primary School
235.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Eltham East Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 235 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1221]
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Education: Eltham North Primary School
236.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Eltham North Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 236 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1222]

Education: Eltham Primary School
237.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Eltham Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 237 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1222]

Education: Glen Katherine Primary School
238.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
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In relation to Glen Katherine Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 238 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1223]

Education: Greenhills Primary School
239.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Greenhills Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 239 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
22 May 2007, page 1471]

Education: Lower Plenty Primary School
240.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Lower Plenty Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 20 June 2007

(b)
(c)

COUNCIL

1981

when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 240 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1224]

Education: Montmorency Primary School
241.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Montmorency Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 241 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1224]

Education: Montmorency South Primary School
242.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Montmorency South Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 242 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1225]

Education: Research Primary School
243.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Research Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 243 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1225]

Education: Sherbourne Primary School
244.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Sherbourne Primary School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 244 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1226]

Education: Eltham High School
245.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Eltham High School located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 245 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1227]

Education: Montmorency Secondary College
246.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to Montmorency Secondary College located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1984

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 20 June 2007

The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 246 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1227]

Education: St Helena Secondary College
247.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to St Helena Secondary College located in the Eltham District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment;
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 247 reinstated by order of President on 23 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1228]

Education: Orchard Grove Primary School
272.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Orchard Grove Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
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[Part (2) of question 272 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1229]

Education: Burwood East Primary School
273.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Burwood East Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 273 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1230]

Education: Forest Hill College
274.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Forest Hill College located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 274 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1230]
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Education: Burwood Heights Primary School
275.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Burwood Heights Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 275 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1231]

Education: Weeden Heights Primary School
276.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Weeden Heights Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 276 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1231]

Education: Vermont Secondary College
277.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
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In relation to the Vermont Secondary College located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 277 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1232]

Education: Livingstone Primary School
278.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Livingstone Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 278 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1233]

Education: Parkmore Primary School
279.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Parkmore Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
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when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 279 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1233]

Education: Vermont South Special School
280.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Vermont South Special School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 280 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1234]

Education: Camelot Rise Primary School
281.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Camelot Rise Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 281 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1235]

Education: Highvale Primary School
282.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Highvale Primary School located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 282 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1235]

Education: Highvale Secondary College
283.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Highvale Secondary College located in the Forest Hill District:
(2)

If the school does qualify —
(a) what will be undertaken as part of the redevelopment,
(b) when will the upgrade/redevelopment commence; and
(c) when will the various stages be completed.

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

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1990

COUNCIL

Wednesday, 20 June 2007

The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
[Part (2) of question 283 reinstated by order of President on 22 May 2007. Hansard reference to original answer:
1 May 2007, page 1236]
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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.

Thursday, 21 June 2007
Children: children’s centres
311.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Children:
(1)
(2)

What criteria will be used to determine the location of the 46 new children’s centres to be built
under plans to improve outcomes in early childhood development.
What process will be established at local government or community level to plan for and establish
these centres.

ANSWER:
I am pleased to advise that:
(1)

Criteria are under development and not yet final.

(2)

A formal submission process will be presented to councils as soon as it is available.

Children: children’s centres
312.

MR ATKINSON — To ask the Minister for Children:
How many of the 46 new children’s centres to be built under plans to improve outcomes in early
childhood development are to be established in the eastern, north eastern and outer eastern suburbs.

ANSWER:
I am pleased to advise that:
Locations of children’s centres will be dependent on formal submission process.

Energy and resources: clean coal power
371.

MR BARBER — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for Energy
and Resources):
In relation to the Victorian Government’s commitment of $50 million last November to HRL Ltd
towards the proposed ‘clean coal’ power plant in Gippsland:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Are there any performance benchmarks on which this grant is contingent relating to development
time lines and technical performance of the facility; if so, what are they.
Are those conditions explained in any government documents.
Has this grant already gone to HRL Ltd.
Have any contracts been signed with HRL; if not, will any contracts be entered into with HRL in
relation to the grant; if so, what is the expected time-line for contractual sign-off.
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(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)
(10)
(11)
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)

(18)
(19)
(20)
(21)

Thursday, 21 June 2007

Does the Government have a project description that describes the project in more detail than has
been provided in media releases to date.
What documentation exists in relation to the project.
Will a copy of the documentation be provided.
What are the estimated total greenhouse gas emissions from the HRL project if it proceeds.
What are the estimated emissions per megawatt hour.
Will the HRL project replace any current coal-fired generation or will it be additional.
Will the HRL plant result in a rise in Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions, or will the Government
ensure savings are made elsewhere to offset the trial.
Where will the HRL project be sited.
Has community consultation begun in relation to siting the project.
How much water will the proposed plant use each year and per megawatt hour, and how does this
compare with existing brown coal generators in the Latrobe Valley.
Where will this water come from.
Will market rates be paid for this water.
As the proponents claim that the project will be 30% less polluting than an equivalent sized
conventional brown coal power station and use 50% less water, will meeting these performance
levels be a condition of receiving the $50 million grant from the Victorian Government?
Where else is the Integrated Drying Gasification and Combined Cycle technology in use and is it
meeting the above performance improvements.
Will the HRL project be required to implement carbon capture and storage.
When is construction work likely to begin on the HRL project.
How is proceeding with the HRL project consistent with meeting the Government’s target for
reducing the State’s greenhouse pollution by 60% by 2050.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Q1) Are there any performance benchmarks on which this grant is contingent relating to development time
lines and technical performance of the facility; if so, what are they?
The awarding of the grant was subject to a competitive process that involved assessment by three independent
panels. A technical and commercial panel evaluated proposals in detail, and final recommendations were
made to Government by an Independent Assessment Panel (IAP).
Time frames on development were included in the RFP and validated by both the technical and commercial
panels, and also reaffirmed by the IAP. The panels were satisfied that HRL Ltd were capable of achieving
these time frames. Note that delays of approximately six months in the Commonwealth process have
occurred that have been outside of the control of HRL Ltd.
Q2) Are those conditions in any government documents?
The conditions can be found in the RFP.
Q3) Has this grant already gone to HRL Ltd.
To date, no contracts have been signed with HRL Ltd for this grant.
Q4) Have any contracts been signed with HRL; if not, will any contracts be entered into with HRL in
relation to the grant; If so, what is the expected time-line for contractual sign-off.
To date, no contracts have been signed with HRL Ltd for this grant.
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It is expected that contract negotiations will be largely completed this year.
Q5) Does the Government have a project description that describes the project in more detail than has
been provided in media releases to date.
HRL Ltd has provided a complete and detailed project description as part of their application. This was
provided under commercial-in-confidence conditions, as were all applications to the LSDP initiative. A
summary of the project may be found on DPI’s website.
Q6) What documentation exists in relation to the project.
Substantial documentation has been provided by HRL Ltd as part of their bid process. Documentation
provided is commercial-in-confidence.
Q7) Will a copy of the documentation be provided.
All documentation supplied for this project and other LSDP initiatives and their evaluation is
commercial-in-confidence.
Q8) What are the estimated total greenhouse gas emissions from the HRL Ltd project if it proceeds.
The HRL Ltd project is expected to generate a maximum emissions intensity of 0.83 tonnes of CO2 per
megawatt hour (MWh), with an expected intensity of 0.77 tonnes of CO2 per MWh.
Q9) What are the estimated emissions per MWh?
Refer to previous answer.
Q10) Will the HRL project replace any current coal-fired generation or will it be additional.
The HRL Ltd project will be a pre-commercial demonstration plant, and during the demonstration phase it
will not supplant any existing generation. The decision to extend the life of the plant beyond the
demonstration will be a commercial one.
Q11) Will the HRL plant result in a rise in Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions, or will the Government
ensure savings are made elsewhere to offset the trial.
The plant will add to Victoria’s emissions, however, being highly efficient it is likely to displace lower
efficiency plant with higher greenhouse emissions in the merit order if commercial operation occurs. During
the demonstration phase the plant is likely to sell power into the electricity pool operated by the National
Electricity Market Management Company (NEMMCO).
Q12) Where will the HRL project be sited?
The likely site for the HRL Ltd project will be at Loy Yang on land zoned specifically for power station use.
Final agreement on a site will be subject to discussions with HRL Ltd and fulfilment of the planning approval
process.
Q13) Has community consultation begun in relation to siting the project.
HRL Ltd is currently assessing the planning approval path required for this project. They have indicated that
after the conclusion of this the company will embark on a community consultation process as per regulatory
requirements.
Q14) How much water will the proposed plant use each year and per megawatt hour, and how does this
compare with existing brown coal generators in the Latrobe Valley.
The plant will use in the order of 3 gigalitres (Gl) per annum for 400 MW. Approximately one tonne of water
will be required per MWh. Best practice existing plant requires two tonnes of water per MWh.
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Q15) Where will this water come from.
Discussions are under way to determine the final source of the water.
Q16) Will market rates be paid for this water?
Full market rates will be paid for any water that is required for the plant.
Q17) As the proponents claim that the project will be 30% less polluting than an equivalent sized
conventional brown coal power station and use 50% less water, will meeting these performance levels
be a condition of receiving the $50 million grant from the Victorian Government.
Grant payments will be made in relation to the achievement of project milestones, which will be determined
and agreed at the commencement of the project. Part of the demonstration requirement will be to show actual
emissions and water use.
Q18) Where else is the Integrated Drying Gasification and Combined Cycle (IDGCC) technology in use and
is it meeting the above performance improvements.
The IDGCC technology is a first of a kind developed specifically to deal with Victorian brown coal. The
technology has been proven at a pilot scale (10 MW) demonstration in the 1990s. This large scale
demonstration, if successful, will lead to commercial deployment in Australia, and possibly in China and
other countries with large reserves of brown coal. The guidelines for the Energy Technology Innovation
Strategy (ETIS) LSDP initiative preclude support for already commercial applications.
Q19) Will the HRL project be required to implement carbon capture and storage?
No infrastructure currently exists to store CO2 captured from power stations in the Latrobe Valley. Projects
supported under the LSDP initiative are required to be carbon capture ready at the commercialisation phase.
Q20) When is construction work likely to begin on the HRL project?
It is expected that construction work will commence in 2008, depending on the environmental approvals and
contract process.
Q21) How is proceeding with the HRL project consistent with meeting the Government’s target for reducing
the State’s greenhouse pollution by 60% by 2050?
Projects such as the HRL Ltd proposal provide a two stage approach to major cuts in emissions: the first is a
significant reduction in greenhouse intensity per MWh and the second stage is carbon capture and storage
which results in near zero emission outputs from power stations such as that proposed by HRL.

Education: Doncaster Secondary College
372.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Education:
In relation to the Government’s commitment during the 2006 election to upgrade Doncaster Secondary
College:
(1)
(2)

Why was this upgrade not funded in the 2007–08 Budget.
When will the Government provide the funds this school requires to bring its facilities up to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Bracks Government has committed a massive $1.9 billion over this term, which will see about 500 schools
being built or modernised to meet the challenges of the future and invest in the services that matter to their families.
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The 2007–08 State Budget delivers on more than a quarter of this commitment with 131 Victorian schools
receiving capital funding to commence building.
Decisions relating to funding and commencement of the remainder of the commitment will be in future budgets.
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Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1869
Members statements
Lake Charlegrark: committee of management, 1798
Questions without notice
Exports: government targets, 1934, 1935
Statements on reports and papers
South West Institute of TAFE: report 2006, 1913

KRONBERG, Mrs (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1893
Budget papers 2007–08, 1893
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill, 1753, 1759
Members statements
Ringwood Eisteddfod, 1797

Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1932
Building Amendment (Plumbing) Bill, 1871
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill, 1758, 1759,
1760, 1761
Professional Standards Amendment Bill, 1764
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1764
Questions without notice
Aged care: Eastern Victoria Region, 1835
Community services: Hurstbridge Farm youth facility, 1738
Family violence: South Gippsland, 1938

Questions without notice
Education: tendering process, 1933
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Results of Audits, 1910

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Schools: Reality program, 1946
Youth: Building Bridges program, 1789
Members statements

KAVANAGH, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Rail: Ballarat line, 1791

Knox City Tennis Club, 1745
Questions without notice
Manufacturing: It’s Your Future program, 1941
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LENDERS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan) (Minister for Education)

19, 20 and 21 June 2007
desalination plant, 1829, 1830, 1832, 1833
household savings, 1739, 1740

Adjournment, 1942
Responses, 1900

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)

Bills
Accident Towing Services Bill, 1838, 1844
Building Amendment (Plumbing) Bill, 1895, 1896
Crimes Amendment (DNA Database) Bill, 1897, 1916, 1918
Questions on notice
Answers, 1741, 1838, 1941

Members statements
Health: smoke-free venues, 1905
World Refugee Day, 1800
Questions without notice
Docklands: development, 1735

Questions without notice
Education: tendering process, 1933
Mornington Secondary College: sports stadium, 1934
Schools
curriculum, 1935
Heidelberg, 1740
Teachers: professional development, 1837, 1838

LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
Consumer affairs: estate agents resolution service, 1899
Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1874
Budget papers 2007–08, 1874
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1781

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Devilbend Reservoir: land sale, 1946
Gaming: poker machines, 1791
Bills
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1769
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1855
Members statements
Windermere Child and Family Services, 1743
Public infrastructure: investment, 1808
Statements on reports and papers
Legislative Council: production of documents, 1908

Members statements
Rail: Kerang accident, 1745
Questions without notice
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show: future, 1737

PAKULA, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Williamstown Community and Education Centre: playground,
1898

MADDEN, Hon. J. M. (Western Metropolitan) (Minister for
Planning)

Bills

Bills

Members statements

Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1773
Payroll Tax Bill, 1780
State Taxation Acts Amendment Bill, 1773
Questions without notice
Minister for Planning: conduct, 1733
Planning
Melbourne 2030, 1735, 1736
regional towns development, 1937
Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening, 1734, 1831
Public land: facility maintenance, 1833
Water

Professional Standards Amendment Bill, 1763

Buddhist Vesak Day: Braybrook celebrations, 1744
Public infrastructure: investment, 1804
Questions without notice
Planning: Melbourne 2030, 1736

PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Firearms: control, 1790
Southcity Clinic: funding, 1944

MEMBERS INDEX
19, 20 and 21 June 2007
Bills
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1765
Professional Standards Amendment Bill, 1762
Members statements
Telstra: management, 1904
Questions without notice
Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening, 1831
Statements on reports and papers
Legislative Council: production of documents, 1909

PETROVICH, Mrs (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment
General practitioners: rural and regional Victoria, 1793
Bills
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1771
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1863
Members statements
State Emergency Service: volunteers, 1745

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Australian Council of Trade Unions: political strategy, 1790

COUNCIL
Budget papers 2007–08, 1871
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1772
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill, 1755
Members statements
University of Ballarat: TAFE campus, 1800
Public infrastructure: investment, 1823
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Giving Victorian Children the Best Start in Life,
1907

RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1764
Payroll Tax Bill, 1774
Professional Standards Amendment Bill, 1761

SCHEFFER, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1879
Budget papers 2007–08, 1879
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1857
Members statements
Dropping Off the Edge — The Distribution of Disadvantage in
Australia, 1904

Bills
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1850
Members statements
Roads: South Eastern Metropolitan Region, 1903

Questions without notice
Mornington Secondary College: sports stadium, 1934
Public land: facility maintenance, 1833
Statements on reports and papers
Anti-Cancer Council of Victoria: report 2005, 1909

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. R. F. Smith)
SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Distinguished visitors, 1737
Bills
Questions on notice
Answers, 1932
Rulings, 1740, 1780, 1790, 1795, 1835, 1927, 1943
Suspension of members, 1733, 1742, 1834

PULFORD, Ms (Western Victoria)
Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1871

Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1885
Budget papers 2007–08, 1885
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1771
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill, 1756
Professional Standards Amendment Bill, 1762
Members statements
Australian Council of Trade Unions: political strategy, 1905
Cranbourne-Frankston Road, Langwarrin: duplication, 1743
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Thompson Road, Carrum Downs, and Thompsons Road,
Cranbourne: duplication, 1800
Questions without notice
Business: Thailand trade mission, 1832
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Promoting Better Health through Healthy Eating
and Physical Activity, 1916

19, 20 and 21 June 2007

THORNLEY, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Exports: data reporting, 1945
Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1918
Budget papers 2007–08, 1918
Members statements

TEE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
WorkChoices: effects, 1943
Bills
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1854
Members statements

Bayside Film Festival: youth Awards, 1746
Points of order, 1790
Public infrastructure: investment, 1813
Questions without notice
Australian Synchrotron: progress, 1733

TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria)

Dental services: eastern suburbs, 1906
Questions without notice
Community services: Hurstbridge Farm youth facility, 1738
Statements on reports and papers
Victorian Law Reform Commission: assisted reproductive
technology and adoption, 1912

Members statements
Apollo Bay P–12 College: facilities, 1906
Golden Plains: recreation facilities, 1798
Questions without notice
Planning: regional towns development, 1937
Statements on reports and papers

THEOPHANOUS, Hon. T. C. (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister
for Industry and State Development, Minister for Major Projects
and Minister for Small Business)

South West Institute of TAFE: report 2006, 1914

VINEY, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Responses, 1795, 1948
Bills
Accident Towing Services Bill, 1788
Questions without notice
Amniotic stem cell research: funding, 1940, 1941
Australian Synchrotron: progress, 1733
Business: Thailand trade mission, 1832
Docklands: development, 1735
Essendon Airport: future, 1936
Exports: government targets, 1934, 1935
GJK Facility Services: Office of Housing contracts, 1937, 1938
Manufacturing: It’s Your Future program, 1941
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show: future, 1737
Small business: Melbourne retail strategy, 1836, 1837
Water: Victorian plan, 1834, 1835
Williamstown shipyard: defence contract, 1830

Bills
Appropriation (2007/2008) Bill, 1926
Budget papers 2007–08, 1926
Courts Legislation Amendment (Judicial Education and Other
Matters) Bill, 1769
Health Professions Registration Amendment Bill, 1752
Questions without notice
Aged care: Eastern Victoria Region, 1835
Family violence: South Gippsland, 1938

VOGELS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Fishing: Western Port commercial licences, 1942
Bills
Water Acts Amendment (Enforcement and Other Matters) Bill,
1858
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19, 20 and 21 June 2007
Members statements
Water
desalination plant, 1744
north–south pipeline, 1744
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